THE JASPER COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MET ON TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 2014 AT 1:00 P.M. IN THE COMMISSIONERS ROOM, JASPER COUNTY COURTHOUSE, RENSSELAER, INDIANA WITH THE FOLLOWING MEMBERS PRESENT:   RICHARD MAXWELL (CHAIRMAN), KENDELL CULP (MEMBER), AND JAMES WALSTRA (MEMBER).  ALSO PRESENT WERE VINCE URBANO (SURVEYOR), JOHN CASEY (ATTORNEY), JACK HABERLIN (ENGINEER), RHONDA ELDRIDGE (SECRETARY), AND ROBERT HALL (SPECIAL MEMBER).

	Chairman, Richard Maxwell called the meeting to order.

1:00 P.M. JOSEPH NAGEL DITCH #155 – PUBLIC HEARING
	BARKLEY TOWNSHIP

	Due to a conflict of interest, Kendell Culp recused himself from all matters pertaining to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain.  Robert Hall had been appointed by the Jasper County Drainage Board to replace Kendell Culp in all matters pertaining to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain.

	The Surveyor stated a petition had been filed on March 9, 2011 in regards to the reconstruction and increase in maintenance of the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155.

	Vince Urbano stated after the Surveyor’s Report was completed and approved by the Jasper County Drainage Board, it was brought up by landowner, Barry Jordan, that he has a large amount of private tile on his property which redirects the drainage on his property towards the Mary Dunn county regulated drain as opposed to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain. The Jasper County Surveyor’s office does not hold any records in regards to private drains.  Urbano stated the two foot contours taken of the land prove the surface water drains to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 however, with the installed tile the underground water travels towards the Mary Dunn Ditch.  

	Urbano stated he feels the proper procedure would be to conduct an investigation after the upcoming harvest to determine if Jordan’s underground water is indeed redirected to the Mary Dunn county regulated drain by way of private tile or if the underground water is as the original watershed shows and flows to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain. Urbano stated if Jordan’s water does indeed drain to the Mary Dunn county regulated drain and is excluded from the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain, there would be a significant change to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 watershed and increase for the remaining landowner’s assessment in the watershed.  

	Urbano stated it would be up the Barry Jordan to prove by one hundred percent that his water is draining into the Mary Dunn county regulated drain as opposed to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain. 

	Barry Jordan stated there are a lot of constructed waterways on his property, so therefore most of the water does not travel to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155.  All of the tiling as well as construction of waterways was performed by the former owner of the property. Urbano inquired when these waterways were constructed.  Jordan explained the waterways were constructed prior to them farming the land, which was approximately four years prior.  Urbano explained the two foot contours were developed approximately eight to ten years prior.

	Landowner, Steve Molenaar, inquired how it would be determined the amount of water which is flowing to the Mary Dunn Ditch and amount of water flowing to the Joseph Nagel 
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Ditch #155.  Urbano replied the private tile would need to dug up and grade would need to be shot to determine how much flow is going to each individual drain.

	Barry Jordan stated he would like his assessment for maintenance to be allocated to the correct drain so there would be money for any future maintenance which may need to be completed.

	Urbano explained realistically the water is draining into both drains due to the surface water flowing to the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 (which is the way the land is laid out) and also to the Mary Dunn Ditch which is flowing underground by way of the private tile.  

	It was the recommendation of the Surveyor to the Jasper County Drainage Board to post-pone the public hearing for the reconstruction of the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 to a later date pending the investigation of the Barry Jordan private tile issue.

	Landowner, John Potter, inquired how long this ditch has been a problem.  Urbano responded that Potter may want to ask some of the landowners that has inquired about getting the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 reconstructed.  Potter also inquired what is causing the drainage problem with the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155.  Urbano responded this particular drain seems to flow very well on the bottom end, however, half way through the drain there are heavy woods with a lot of brush and trees down in the drain.  Potter also inquired if this appears to be a rather large fee for cleaning a ditch.  Urbano replied the purpose of holding the public hearing is to decide if the landowners and drainage board feel it is necessary to pay an assessment for the reconstruction of the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155. If the contractor bids come in lower, the drainage board normally accepts the lowest bid to do the reconstruction.  

	Rhonda Eldridge, Drainage Board Secretary, inquired if the Public Hearing for the reconstruction of the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 was continued if new notices would need to be sent to the landowners.  Kendell Culp stated a continuation of the Public Hearing could take place without sending notices, however, if the landowner’s assessments change new Public Hearing notices would need to be sent.  

	Steve Molenaar inquired if a continuation of the meeting is held and another person comes forward claiming their water does not flow into the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 county regulated drain will the meeting again be re-set for a later date.  Richard Maxwell stated each landowner has been notified and should have come forward if there is a discrepancy by now. Therefore, the meeting will not be re-set again.

	Jasper County Engineer, Jack Haberlin, inquired if the Mary Dunn county regulated drain is currently assessed a maintenance fee. Urbano replied the Mary Dunn county regulated drain is currently assessed a maintenance fee, but the rate is very low.  Haberlin and Special Member, Robert Hall, inquired if Barry Jordan is currently assessed on his entire acreage for the Mary Dunn Ditch.  Jordan replied the Mary Dunn Ditch actually travels through his property.

	Jack Haberlin explained it is possible for a landowner to pay on several watersheds as long as they are within the same watershed, however, if they are individually different watersheds it would not be feasible to pay on both.  Maxwell explained the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 and Mary Dunn Ditch are two separate regulated drains which both flow into the Ryan Ditch.
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	Kenny Culp stated the Mary Dunn Ditch was originally dug by George Johnson and was privately owned by three landowners prior to becoming a regulated drain.

	James Walstra made a motion to continue the Public Hearing for the reconstruction of the Joseph Nagel Ditch #155 on December 1, 2014 pending an investigation of the private tile farmed by Barry Jordan.  Robert Hall seconded the motion.  Motion carried.

1:15 P.M. LAWTON DITCH #166 & LATERAL #1 TO LAWTON #166 – PUBLIC HEARING 
	KANKAKEE TOWNSHIP

	The Surveyor stated a petition had been filed on April 26, 2010 in regards to the reconstruction and maintenance of the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton Ditch #166.

	Vince Urbano stated there are a couple of issues which need to be addressed prior to the Jasper County Drainage Board making a decision regarding the reconstruction of the Lawton #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166.  Urbano stated several years ago the town of Tefft flooded. At that time, the Jasper County Surveyor’s office and the Jasper County Highway Department dug a roadside ditch to allow the water to drain north out of the town which flowed into a private drain and then into the Sands Ditch county regulated drain.  This alteration in drainage eliminated the use of the county regulated tile that was filled with sand and allowed the flooding of the town of Tefft.  At the time of the alteration in drainage in the town of Tefft, the Surveyor discussed with the drainage board the possibility of abandoning the county regulated tile that is no longer functioning and adopting the private drain along County Road 400 East as well as the private drain that runs to the west and dumps into the Sands county regulated drain.

	Urbano stated the elimination of using the county regulated tile which runs through the town of Tefft removes approximately forty-four lots from the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed.  Urbano stated this re-routing of water has made a big improvement in the drainage to the town of Tefft.

	Jay Hunter inquired if the intention of the Surveyor is to reconstruct the county regulated tile that is in poor condition and is suppose to drain the town of Tefft.  Urbano responded he is bringing the issue of the re-routing of the drainage in the town of Tefft to the drainage board for their recommendation.   

	Kendell Culp stated his concern is that the outlet for the town of Tefft is a private drain and the drainage board would have no control over it.  

	Richard Maxwell stated the intentions of the drainage board would be to adopt the private drain that the town of Tefft drains into.  Maxwell stated if the landowner would not allow the county to adopt the drain that drains the town of Tefft, the other option would be to dig a ditch along County Road 400 East.

	Steve Deardorff, landowner, inquired if the lots within the town of Tefft are removed from the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed, would that increase the cost of reconstruction to those who would remain.  Maxwell responded if the lots in the town of Tefft are removed from the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed, it would increase the cost of reconstruction to those who would remain.
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	Landowner, Laura Bapple, stated she owns property in the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed.  She stated she is unclear how this affects her.  Richard Maxwell stated everyone in Jasper County pays a drainage assessment fee for the drainage of their property.  Bapple inquired if this assessment fee is included with their taxes.  Maxwell stated the assessment fee is included on their taxes. Bapple inquired why the assessment fee for the Lawton Ditch #166 reconstruction is not included on the taxes.  Maxwell responded the assessment fee for the Lawton Ditch #166 reconstruction will be included on the taxes if it is passed.  Bapple inquired if there is blockage 

within the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 and to why this reconstruction needed.  Maxwell responded the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 is in need of being cleaned back to its original configuration.  

	Vince Urbano reminded the people in attendance the reconstruction of the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 was initiated by a petition from the landowner’s within the watershed.
	
	Drainage Board Secretary, Rhonda Eldridge, presented to the Jasper County Drainage Board letters from landowner’s within the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 watershed which were unable to attend the Public Hearing but wished to have their opinion considered.  These letters were from:  Marita Cervenka (JMC Farms LLC), Morton & Deborah Harrington, Carla Hasselby, and Anne Sheafer, Trustee.

	Jay Hunter stated that not everyone is in favor of the Reconstruction of the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166.  There are quite a few against it.  Hunter stated the Lawton Ditch #166 has a great amount of fall. 

	Paul Sands stated there are some places within the Lawton Ditch #166 that have fall, but some that is fairly flat.  Sands stated the area is in need of this drainage.

	Mac Quigley stated there is 21.9 feet of fall from the Kankakee River to his farm, and out to State Road 10 there is 33 feet of fall, and to the railroad in Tefft there is 18 feet of fall.  Quigley inquired what the survey showed.  The Surveyor stated the entire Lawton Ditch #166 has a total fall of 33.17 feet of fall from the top to the bottom.  Lateral #1 to Lawton Ditch #166 has 9 feet of fall from the top to the bottom.  The Lawton Ditch #166 is 3.325 miles in length and the Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 is 1.35 miles in length.

	Quigley inquired how much sediment would be taken out of the Lawton Ditch #166 from the Kankakee River to the town of Tefft. The Surveyor stated the amount of sediment taken out of the Lawton Ditch #166 from the Kankakee River to the town of Tefft is random depending on the sediment buildup from spot to spot.  It is the intent to remove the sediment and take it back to its original configuration as it was when it was originally constructed.

	Jay Hunter stated the Lateral #1 to Lawton Ditch #166 was just recently cleaned.

	Matt Schaffer, Landowner, stated he lives just east of Tefft and he cleaned the portion of the ditch a couple years ago.  Schaffer stated this project needs to be looked at as a group asset.  Schaffer believes it is important that the ditch be maintained.  Schaffer stated he is in favor of the reconstruction of the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 project.  Schaffer presented a picture he had taken looking from County Road 1300 North.  Schaffer stated it is an 
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economic decision in matters pertaining to yield loss for the farmers if it is not cleaned.  Schaffer stated the benefit of having the entire ditch cleaned as opposed to section by section is very great.

	Quigley stated if the landowner’s could get together and split the cost of cleaning these ditches it would be a lot cheaper.

	Landowner, Larry Bucher, stated he purchased his property in the last couple of years and he took the trees off the ditch bank at that time and sprays the ditch bank every year.  Bucher stated it cost approximately $1000 to have his section of the ditch dipped, which is a large 
contrast from the $3,300 the surveyor has estimated for his portion of the cleaning.  Due to his having his portion dipped and sprayed he is requesting the drainage board exclude him from the assessment and would enter a legally binding contract with the drainage board that he will have his portion dipped at his cost, to the board’s specifications and timeframe in order to save money.  If the board will not allow for the exclusion would they consider reallocating the cost as to not punish those that are maintaining their portion of the drain.  Urbano stated the cost has been based on a Union scale and bid them out.  If the bid comes in lower than the Surveyor’s estimated cost, the lowest bid will be the accepted one.  Not all landowner’s keep their portion of the ditch cleaned and therefore that is when the county becomes involved to make it equal for everyone.  Bucher stated making it equal for everyone would mean excluding him from this assessment as he has already maintained his portion of the drain.  Urbano stated when the reconstruct the drain, the entire ditch will be cleaned and therefore will not exclude anyone from the cost of the reconstruction project.

	Maxwell stated the ideal situation would be if the landowners would clean the entire ditch to the Surveyor’s specifications without involving the drainage board.  Bucher stated it would only take one landowner that would not be willing to be involved in the cleaning and it would be worthless.  

	Paul Sands inquired if during the reconstruction the ditch will be dug to the original depth.  Maxwell stated during a reconstruction of the ditch it is taken back to its original depth.  Sands stated if there is not a uniform depth along the entire ditch, it is worthless.

	Jay Hunter stated there is 33 feet of fall.  Hunter stated his assessment will be almost $3,700 and his portion has already been dipped three or four years ago.

	Paul Sands stated from his property to the north the ditch has never been cleaned.

	Mac Quigley stated the Kankakee River controls the depth of the water in the Lawton Ditch #166.

	Paul Sands stated from the most northerly farm to the Kankakee River there is enough fall that it will not be cleaned.  If a ditch is not deep enough there is no suction of a flow.

	Douglas Kosloske stated what he is hearing is the county is ignoring the problem until a large amount of landowners get together and now the county decides to do something about the ditch and regardless about what has been done in the past it doesn’t make any difference.  He was taught to maintain his ditch and now he believes he should sit back and wait until it becomes a large enough problem and now everybody will pay for it.  Kosloske stated he doesn’t mind paying for problems on his property.  Urbano stated if everyone took care of their ditches we wouldn’t be holding this public hearing.  Kosloske stated the county ignores the problem until it 
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becomes a large enough issue.  Kosloske stated there has to be a better way of taking care of the problem then saying regardless of what has been done in the past everyone needs to pay for this.

	Jay Hunter stated the local contractor can clean his portion of the drain for $900 and the assessment will cost $3,700 as well as a maintenance fee and his portion has already been cleaned recently.  Hunter inquired if an option would be to do a couple sections at a time to see if the drainage would improve.  Urbano stated Sands is the landowner which carried the petition and a survey has been performed costing several thousands of dollars.

	Mac Quigley inquired with the five year collection if there is interest added.  Rhonda Eldridge stated there is a year to pay it in full interest free or if the choice is to make payments, there is interest added at a rate of ten percent.

	Jay Hunter inquired if the town of Tefft lots are not included in the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed will the assessment be larger for those that are within the watershed.  Maxwell stated the town of Tefft will be excluded from the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed.

	Kendell Culp made a motion to exclude the lots/acres within the town of Tefft which should be included in the Sands Ditch due to the re-routing of the water from the Lawton Ditch #166 watershed.  Jim Walstra seconded the motion.  Motion approved.  

	Kendell Culp stated the Surveyor will have to recalculate the assessments for the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 watershed after removing the lots/acres from the town of Tefft which will take some time.
	Richard Maxwell inquired if the Surveyor could review the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 to see if the Surveyor’s estimated total cost for reconstruction is still accurate.  Urbano stated the Surveyor’s estimated total cost for reconstruction was based on a full reconstruction of the entire drain and it was not taken into consideration of the areas which had already been cleaned.

	Matt Schaffer inquired if it would be possible for compensation for previous work which had been done on the drain.  The Surveyor stated there would not be compensation for previous work which has been done on the drain.

	Mac Quigley inquired if any culverts were in the plan to be lowered.  The Surveyor replied all culverts should already be at the bottom of the ditch, so therefore there will be no culverts removed.  Quigley stated at the railroad there are two or three twenty-four inch tiles placed underneath.  He felt it would be better to remove the culverts under the railroad.  Maxwell replied it is almost impossible to remove anything near the railroad due to the cooperation from the railroad officials.

	Ron Stalbaum, Landowner, inquired if the decision to move forward with the reconstruction could be considered on a majority vote.  Maxwell stated the decision is not made upon the number of people, but rather the number of acres.  Kendell Culp stated not everyone within the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 watershed is present at the meeting to vote.  Stalbaum inquired if a letter could be sent to all landowners within the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 watershed inquiring if they are for or against the reconstruction.
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	Paul Sands stated that cleaning only portions of the ditch would mean there is no uniformity to the bottom of the ditch.

	Mac Quigley stated there is a lot of fall in the ditch to the river so it would take a lot of silt buildup to hold water up.

	Kendell Culp made a motion to continue the Public Hearing to the date of December 1, 2014.  James Walstra seconded the motion.  Motion approved.

	Jay Hunter inquired if the board is implying they are going to reconstruct the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166.  Kendell Culp stated the board is not implying they are going to reconstruct the Lawton Ditch #166 & Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 at this time.  The drainage board has not made a decision and rather than closing the meeting and re-notifying the landowners within the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton Ditch #166 watershed, they are going to continue the Public Hearing after getting the information from the Surveyor with the lots/acres in the town of Tefft being excluded from the watershed.  New data will be presented to the drainage board for review and the board will hear the comments from the landowners within the watershed.

	James Walstra stated if the landowners within the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166 would like to get together and clean the entire ditch, the drainage board will not mess with the reconstruction and placing a maintenance fund on it.

	Ron Stalbaum inquired if he went ahead and had his portion of the Lawton Ditch #166 cleaned, could he be excluded from the assessment of the reconstruction.  James Walstra stated this question arises with each reconstruction of a ditch within the county and they have never given benefit to anyone for prior cleanings.

	Mac Quigley inquired if the landowners can get together and clean the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166, if the Surveyor would provide them with the amount of dirt to be taken out.  The Surveyor stated he has all the profiles and would be willing to share the information with the contractor in charge of the project.  Maxwell stated it would be a good idea to place the ditch on maintenance even if the landowners choose to reconstruct the ditch on their own.

	A landowner inquired if there is a portion of her taxes going to ditch tax, why are those funds not taking care of the cleaning of the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton #166.  Richard Maxwell explained the funds which are paid for ditch tax goes to the General Ditch Improvement Fund.  The assessment which is being contemplated for the Lawton Ditch #166 and Lateral #1 to Lawton Ditch #166 would be applied to the reconstruction and maintenance of it directly.

	Ron Stalbaum inquired if anything is being done as far as dredging the Kankakee River.  Vince Urbano stated since he has been in office the Kankakee River Basin Commission has acquired $500,000 for the Kankakee River in Jasper County and this year there will be a ten mile project from State Road 231 to State Highway 49.  Shortly after this upcoming harvest, there will be a roadway constructed on top of the levee trees removed that are leaning thirty degrees or more towards the water.  The funds acquired are state funded.  A landowner inquired if there is any intent to continue the Kankakee River project from State Highway 49 going east through Jasper County to county line.  The Surveyor stated his intent is to acquire the funds and complete 
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the Kankakee River project from State Highway 49 going east through Jasper County to county line.

APPROVAL OF THE JULY 7, 2014 MEETING MINUTES

	Kendell Culp made a motion to approve the minutes of the July 7, 2014 meeting.  Richard Maxwell seconded the motion.  Motion carried.

FRANCIS FLEET LAKIN – CLEANING
	NEVOY CULP – LANDOWNER

	The Surveyor stated he previously met with landowner, Nevoy Culp, who showed interest in having the Francis Fleet Lakin ditch cleaned out due to silt buildup.  

	Vince Urbano stated his intent is to put a project together this fall and have the Francis Fleet Lakin cleaned from the twin bridges on County Road 180 and go approximately a half mile south of the State Road 16 bridge.

	Nevoy Culp stated the Francis Fleet Lakin through his property is pretty flat and silts in and it needs to be straightened up so it doesn’t start cutting the bank out.

	Kendell Culp made a motion to allow the Surveyor to put a project together for the cleaning of the Francis Fleet Lakin from twin bridges on County Road 180 to go approximately a half mile south of the State Road 16 bridge.  James Walstra seconded the motion.  Motion carried.

DAVIS VET CLINIC – DRAINAGE PLAN
	STEVE DEBOLD – DESIGN ENGINEER
	CHESTER, INC.

	Steve DeBold, Chester, Inc. presented a drainage plan for the proposed Davis Vet Clinic located at 1687 North U.S. Highway 231, Rensselaer located in Union Township.  The proposed building site is approximately ¾ mile north of State Road 14.

	The existing site is approximately 1.92 acres with an existing drive to access the site and an existing grain bin on the site.  The north half of the property is grass and the south half is crop residue.  The existing drainage is from the northeast to the southeast which is the low area of the property. DeBold stated there is approximately ten feet of fall from the northeast to the southeast corner of the property.

	The proposed building is approximately 3,600 square feet with sheet drainage off the proposed parking lot into a proposed swale which will carry the water to a proposed retention pond.  This retention pond  will be located in the southwest corner of the property.  The roof will be drained through a manhole system and will drain to the swale to the proposed retention pond.  A culvert will be placed underneath the proposed driveway.

	DeBold stated in the case of a hundred year flood, there will be an emergency overflow in place.
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	Jack Haberlin, Jasper County Engineer, stated the proposed drainage plan meets the specifications of Jasper County Drainage Board.

	Maxwell requested a more detailed drainage plan along with calculations be sent to the Surveyor.

	Kendell Culp made a motion to approve the drainage plan for the Davis Vet Clinic as presented.  James Walstra seconded the motion.  Motion approved.

LOWER RYAN DITCH – CLEANING REQUEST FRANCESVILLE RD TO ST HWY 14
	STEVE TEACH – LANDOWNER

	Landowner, Steve Teach, made a request to have a section of the Lower Ryan Ditch cleaned between Francesville Road to State Highway 14.  There is a lot of muck where the banks are starting to fall in as well as problems with the Curly Leaf Pond Weed.

	Vince Urbano stated in the past few years the maintenance fund for the Lower Ryan Ditch has been depleted on this small area of the ditch due to problems contolling the Curly Leaf Pond Weed with no relief seen.  Urbano stated he is seeking the drainage board’s advice to correct the issues at hand in regards to the Lower Ryan Ditch.  Urbano stated the Lower Ryan ditch is a muck ditch with no fall.  Urbano stated if they continue to dip the ditch every couple of years, the maintenance fund will need to be increased.

	Teach stated the Curly Leaf Pond Weed between the Francesville Road and State Highway 14 is so thick that it completely shuts the ditch down.  Teach stated he has not been able to see his tile outlets in the Lower Ryan Ditch due to them being under water.  Teach stated some of the problem is a few of the landowners upstream pump into the ditch and it sends the silt downstream to his portion of the ditch.  Urbano stated another issue that is creating problems with the Lower Ryan Ditch is the private tile which outlet into the Lower Ryan Ditch.

	James Walstra stated the Curly Pond Weed is becoming a real problem in many ditches within Jasper County.  Teach stated the chemical that has been applied the last couple of years to kill the Curly Pond Weed has worked very well. 

	Steve Teach says when the Lower Ryan Ditch is clean, it remains in good condition for approximately three years.

	Teach inquired if the board would object if he would hired and pay a contractor to clean his portion of the Lower Ryan Ditch.  Kendell Culp stated the maintenance fund cannot afford to clean the ditch each year and also treat it with the chemical.

	Richard Maxwell advised the Surveyor to research and find out if the Lower Ryan Ditch maintenance fund has ever been increased one time by the twenty-five percent as permitted by law. 

	Steve Teach stated he would keep in touch with the Surveyor and also see what the cost would be to dip the Lower Ryan Ditch along his property.

	Teach inquired if there was anything else that could be done to stay on top of the Curly Leaf Pondweed.  Urbano stated there is a spray that could be used.
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JASPER-NEWTON COUNTY JOINT DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING – DISCUSSION	
	VINCE URBANO – SURVEYOR

	Vince Urbano advised the Jasper County Drainage Board that he would like to schedule a Jasper-Newton County Joint Drainage Board Meeting in the near future.

	It was the consensus of the drainage board to hold a Jasper-Newton County Joint Drainage Board meeting at the Jasper County Courthouse on Tuesday, September 23, 2014 at 9:00 a.m.

ADJOURN
	Kendell Culp made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  James Walstra seconded the motion.  Motion approved.



