INDIANA LAKES MANAGEMENT WORK GROUP

Natural Resource Education Center
Ft. Harrison State Park753 Glenn Road, Indianapolis
August 6, 2009

NOTES

Present

Members:

Senator Marlin Stutzman, District 13
Representative Nancy Dembowski, District 17
Representative Richard Dodge, District 51

Bob Meeks, retired State Senator, CD3

Dave Tyler, Lake Tippecanoe & ILMS

Jeff Krevda, Dredging Technologies contractor
Pete Hippensteel, Steuben County Lakes Council
Larry Coplen, member at large

Bob Myers, CD2

Lee Bridges, IDEM

Felix Hensley, DNR Division of Law Enforcement
Jed Pearson, DNR Division of Fish & Wildlife

Guests and staff:

Richard Miller, Sierra Club, retired professor ButUniversity
Chris Smith, DNR legislative liaison

Nathan Long, Aquatic Control and ILMS

Matt Pearson, Indiana State Chemist’s Office

Angela Sturdevant, IDNR LARE

Gwen White, IDNR LARE, recorder

Actions
Next Meetings
* Recreation & Structures Subgroupmeeting, Wednesdageptember 23 10am — 3pm,
at the Natural Resources Education Center, Ft stariState Park with Bob Meeks as
acting chair.
* Indiana Lake Management Work Group meeting, Wednesda@ctober 21, 10am-
3pm, at the Natural Resources Education CentédaFison State Park.

Other actions
* Representative Dodge will contact the Governorfgefregarding vacancies on the
Work Group (CD4, CD6, CD8, At-Large). Members ane@iraged to provide names of
suggested members to Representative Dodge (h51@win.g
* Suggest any changes to the wording of the enaldgiglation for the Work Group to
Representative Dodge.



» The Work Group requests that DNR provide 2-3 sutjges of properties that could be
named as a memorial for retired Lt. Ralph Taylakjrig into account the location of his
primary residence and areas of responsibility endtate.

» Staff will send out the list of current ILMWG memiseand a map of the congressional
districts &ee addendum to the notes below).

* IDNR Division of Water staff will provide informatin on time limits for environmental
review for lake construction permits.

* Recreation Subgroup will address pier and easerssungs.

* DNR staff will bring a copy of the group pier regtibns to the Recreation Subgroup
meeting in September.

* LARE staff will report on disposition of state buedgppropriations for Lake Manitou
and use of all LARE funds for the past biennium.

o Funds appropriated by the legislature in the FYO&thte budget for Lake
Manitou have not been used to date. In 2007, hAabfast over $350,000 in
LARE funds were spent from the Fish & Wildlife Fufat the first year of
treatment and monitoring. In 2008, treatment anditodng cost $316,000 with
most of the funding from the Division of Forestiyda$67,500 from LARE (costs
were lower due to lack of rainfall and reductiorhgrbicide to minimize impacts
to nontarget native plants). In 2009, the LARE pang allocated $425,000 for
herbicide treatment and monitoring.

o Each year, all available LARE funds collected tlglowatercraft fees and
unspent in previous projects are awarded as gramnsirch (invasive plant
control and dredging) and July (traditional lakel aratershed projects), along
with paying administrative costs for the programngal listings of LARE
awards since the year 2000 are posted to the IDBIBSIe at:
http://www.in.gov/dnr/fishwild/3304.htm

Notes
1. Biology/chemistry/watershed sub-group meetingchaired by Jed Pearson for Bill Jones)
a. The group met in the morning to consider potentipics for 2009-2010 (detailed
notes from subgroup meeting are provided sepajately
b. Looked at 26 topics with handout containing desiis of topics. Basically clean
slate now that dredging was completed.
c. Identified four highest priority issue areas:
I # 4 Palustrine wetlands — cattail marshes adjaodakes; funding and
regulations for protection.
il. # 8 SWCD effectiveness — group has focused narrowigkes, need to
look at watershed issues.
ii. # 14 & # 15 Aquatic nuisance species and toxicealgaew Invasive
Species Task Force formulated and identify othedse
\2 # 16-#18 Educational topics — inform public with maonaterials to
understand issues.



2. Welcome to Work Group meeting(Rep. Dick Dodge)
a. New Chair for Work Group (July 2009 — June 2010)

Meeting chaired by Representative Dick Dodge. Alvdrcopies of the
statute establishing the work group. Statute alldwseetings for coming
year through June 30, 2010. This is first meetihthe year. Chair rotates
between Senate and House. Senator Stutzman chasteaear. Will be a
House position this year. Have not decided who etillir this year. Will
find out who is appointed for next meeting.

Have set up the meeting. Notify Gwen White for plee diem forms for
regular members of the Work Group.

Recognized Ralph Taylor’'s passing since last mgetia big loss to
the committee, as he was one of the original mesntsiethe group. Senator
Meeks also was an original member. Jim Ray hag setoed.

b. Self-introduction of members and guestgsee list above)

c. Governor appointments needed for vacant position€CD4, CD6, CD8, At-Large)

3. Midwest Glacial Lakes Fish Habitat Partnership repat (Gwen White)
a. Strategic Planning meeting, June 20

White: The Saturday morning workshop will providgut on the
priorities for strategic planning at the state amgional level for the
Midwest Glacial Lakes Fish Habitat Partnership (MGLOver 30
participants represented various lake-relatedestsr Several of the
ILMWG participated. A report summarizing the megtinill be prepared
and sent to work group members. Lists of threatsamtions were
prioritized and discussed in the meeting using g P oint voting
technology. These lists also will be sent to alREcontacts as an online
survey for further input. This is the beginningaoprocess to continue
getting feedback from the public on priorities fadiana and the Midwest.

b. Lakescaping Workshop, August 1

Sturdevant: Used Turning Point technology to gptitron the
Lakescaping work book and Indiana-specific addenduiii be organizing
more workshops.

Pearson: LARE is planning on developing a costespangram but no
details have been set yet.

c. Discussion of topics pertaining to Work Group

Pearson: Recommendations from the strategic plgrsgasion will be
useful in determining what the Biology Subgroupladdress.

Krevda: On the meeting in June, these differemhst¢hat are
prioritized, some were fairly significant in regdadthe percentage. Some
may have been 75% percent of the vote. Would hefuleéb have the
breakdown. This was somewhat similar to the meetifgngola that



4.

created this group. May be a guideline to reviean ok at these
situations regarding what people are interested in.

ii. White: Will be developing a report on the workslaom sending out the
list of issues for online voting of the entire LAREbgroup.

Iv. Dodge: This provides a comprehensive list of isfaesomeone to
work on.

Issues and subgroup organization for 2009-2010
a. Biology/chemistry/watershed issuegBill Jones sub-group; report by Jed Pearson)

I Looked at 26 topics with handout containing desmms of topics.
Basically clean slate now that dredging was coneplet
il. Identified four highest priority issues.
1. # 4 Palustrine wetlands — cattail marshes neasjdkading and
regulations for protection.
2. # 8 SWCD effectiveness — group has focused narrowlgkes, need
to look at watershed issues.
3. #14 & # 15 Aquatic nuisance species and toxiceatgaew Invasive
Species Task Force formulated and identify othedse
4. # 16-#18 Educational topics — inform public with raonaterials to
understand issues.
ii. Coplen: Great to have support for funding from séagrs.

\2 Dembowski: Weed control funding does not seem tasavailable. If
you don’t want to pay the taxes, will not get seed.
V. Coplen: People on lakes paying sizable taxes.

Vi. Meeks: $15 LARE fees with $5 to lakes, $5 to wedarand $5 for law
enforcement. Generates $1.2 million per year. 8cetls money for weed
control administered through LARE. Used to be comee that funds go to
wetlands upstream to protect the lakes, which gontant. To address
constituents, they want to see where money is going

Vil. Coplen: They are paying state and county taxesieamd to know where
money is going.

viii.  Meeks: Sheriff's patrol is paid for through that meg.

IX. Pearson: LARE funds are not being used for toxgael

X. Meeks: what is the status of Lake Manitou.

Xi. Sturdevant: has been treated for three years amisst® be under
control. They are monitoring closely to make sin&re is none coming up.

Xii. Meeks: Have they exhausted the money.

xiii.  Hippensteel: Understand that money was never dlaita be spent.

Had to use some of the LARE funds because of ulabititly of funding.

xiv.  Meeks: When the legislature speaks, can expe@dhenistration to
listen.

xv.  White: Can check on disposition of funds.

xvi.  Coplen: Important to educate associations so theykvhat is
available.

xvii.  Meeks: Funds are there for the project. Importarkinow who the
contact is now for the LARE program.



xviii. White: Jim Ray’s position has not been filled, hig phone and
inquiries roll over to my phone. We are sharingresponsibilities among
the 5 remaining LARE staff.

xix.  Dodge: Was any of this discussed in the Steubemi@aueeting, which
county association has about 2,000 members.

XX. Hippensteel: Mostly discussed lawn phosphate ieegtilexemption to
enact an ordinance to reduce phosphate fertilizgs was the first time that
the state chemist has been asked for an exemptsis not for
agricultural fertilizer but for lawn fertilizer.

xxi.  Meeks: Nancy, you carried the bill?

xxii.  Dembowski: that was not for lawn fertilizer, butrexluce phosphorus in
detergents.

xxiii. Hippensteel: Limited resources this year.

xxiv. Meeks: there was a half million dollars of apprapan. Wish | had
know that was not allocated. May be kind of late&vno

xxv. White: can check on it and will let the Work Grokmow.

xxvi. Meeks: Would like an accounting of the $1.2 million lake
enhancement and for the watersheds. Need to knemhech is needed
and to make sure it is being spent wisely. If thersdf's departments are not
using the grant money, maybe they could slide sovee to use for weed
control. Are they using it all, Felix?

xxvii. Hensley: To 2008, there were 8 counties partiangatiast year they got
$30,000 each.

xxviii. Meeks: If they take $250,000, where does the @3t g

xxix. Hensley: Eighty percent goes to DLE with the 20%atrols.

xxX. Meyers: Only have 3 lakes in Elkhart County, but®Ohas positive.
Simonton, Heaton and Hunter Lakes.

xxxi. Pearson: Indiana Lake shared with Michigan.

xxxii. White: $7 million in requests for the program; usédut $480,000 for
administrative costs (salaries, benefits, servitas)ing about $1.5 million
to address the requests. All funds are allocatedyeyear.

xxxiii. Pearson:

xxxiv. Hensley: Lake, Steuben, Kosciusko, Parke, WhiteralaDaviess
participate in the program. Marshall and LaPorter@p have participated
but dropped out.

xxxv. Meeks: The payment of $20 an hour seems like aflotoney. Would
do it for less than that.

xxxvi. Dembowksi: Not that other counties don’t want tadtiggate, but
funding for 8 or could there be openings for addiél counties?

xxxvii. Hensley: Have received some calls for countiesga{@hio River, but
only the lake counties.

XXXViil. Stutzman: LaGrange doesn't participate?

xxxix. Hensley: No, they have not requested funds.

XI. Meeks: Good Samaritan immunity wrote into law?

xli. Hensley: Don't think so.

xli. ~ Meeks: They have to be trained and they have atgttormake arrests.



xlii.  Hensley: That is correct, it is in the contract.
1. Action: LARE staff will report on disposition of approgtions for
Lake Manitou and LARE funds for the past biennium.
xliv. Dodge: Need to identify chair for the Recreatiom@oup.

b. In-lake structures/watercraft/density/government cardination issues(Ralph
Taylor sub-group) — identification of new chair

I Dodge: How were the individuals assigned to theysups?

. Hippensteel: No assignment of individuals to subgeo

ii. Meeks: Whoever wanted to go on the subgroups.

V. Pearson: Were originally three groups: Biology/Cletrw/Watersheds;
Recreation/Structures/Shorelines; and Watershegksd kb determine
whether subgroups will exist, what topics they oltus on.

V. Dembowski: Seems important with a lot of the conmitaon those
ISsues.

Vi. Dodge: How to proceed to select the new chair aff sabgroup.

Vil. Meeks: Does Bill Jones want to do that?

viii. ~ Pearson: He is willing to chair the Biology Subgvou

IX. Meyers: Think Bob Meeks should chair that subgroup.

X. Meeks: Ralph Taylor knew more about those issums émyone.

Representative Dodge also patrticipated. Asked venethyone picked up
cases of materials from Ralph Taylor's home. Thig ary that will work
is to put someone from law enforcement. Ralph’siedge was
unparalleled and he had a masterful way of puttihthat together.

Xi. Tyler: Do we have a record of the larger memberahig which
associated themselves?

Xii. White: Varied from meeting to meeting.

xiii.  Meeks: Some migrated to the same committee evel. BBob Madden,
Larry Coplen.

xiv.  Coplen: Think it is impossible to fill Ralph’s stebut we have to do the
best we can. Whoever is willing to step forware pay is great.

XV. Pearson: Would we want to set a meeting at Colu@hiawith
whoever is interested in the subgroup.

xvi.  Meeks: Have some people from Southern Indiana Bikie Madden
who has to come from Lake Lemon. Could do that.here

xvii.  Pearson: Or at Mounds State Park. The main grouptweeet until
November. The subgroup could meet later this montbeptember.

xviii. Meeks: Some definite issues to pursue.

xix.  Dodge: Will get with Cheryl to pick up material®f Ralph Taylor.

XX. Hippensteel: Recommend to follow up on Jed’s suggeso set a date
in early or middle of September. Send out an itiatato all members and
meet to identify and start addressing issues. ldatessuggestions from the
Biology Subgroup on issues to address.

xxi.  Dembowski: What is meant by need to coordinatenigiementation?

xxii.  Pearson: Better coordination for local and stat@oizations to
implement the ILMWG recommendations.



xxiii. Dembowski: Have you been happy with it so far.

xxiv. Pearson: Think this has been one of the most aféegtoups. This list
came from several past issues. Not sure that itemted a lot of
discussion. The ones more related to RecreatiogrSup were on
proliferation of piers and shore stations (# 1&asonal removal (# 12), and
aerators and fountains (# 13). Some of these iss@ed specific just to the
Biology Subgroup.

1. Action: Set a Recreation & Structures Subgroup for Wednesd
September 23, 10am — 3pm, with Bob Meeks as actiag.

5. Preparation of legislation for 2010 session and ude on regulations
a. Re-establish Work Group for July 2010 — June 2012

I Meeks: This committee expires next June, so tlysires legislation to
extend the work group.

il. Dodge: Will need to file legislation to extend tip@up to continue.
Legislators will see that this gets.

ii. Dembowski: Are there any changes that need to lmefha

\2 Meeks: No, but there were some appointments thet made that never
showed up. Kept track when chair of those who d#dnSome legislators
and others never came. The NRCS and ACOE membereotattend after
a few sessions.

V. Pearson: Missing a coordinator from DNR with JinyRaetirement.
Gwen takes notes. May need to be someone elsdpto he

Vi. Meeks: When sent the list to the Governor, told him

Vil. Hippensteel: Who needs to contact the Governantbdut if the
positions will be filled.

viii.  Meeks: Someone needs to contact their office.

IX. Dembowski: this would be the time to do that, earlyhe meetings. Can

point out to the Governor those who have not agdnd
X. Hippensteel: Maybe the ACOE position should beaepdl by someone
else if they do not attend.

Xi. Dembowski: Who would you suggest?

xii. ~ Tyler: Could be another At Large.

xiii.  Hippensteel: Uneven distribution across state. A®oAt Large position
would be

xiv.  Coplen: Darci Zolman has been attending for the ®8/C

XV. Pearson: Could be really helpful, along with ShanAezula.

xvi.  Meeks: Senator Weatherwax’s office had some ideas.

xvii.  Hippensteel: If you eliminate a position like th€AE, another At
Large position would be able to provide input frpfaces like Whitley
County that has a good number of lakes. Those areashere there are a
good number of people.

xviii. Meeks: Can’t eliminate the Corps of Engineers. Madenditches are
exempt from the 401/404 process. At a meetinggthefrom the ACOE in
Cincinnati said all waters belong to the Unitedi&aHe said there are no



guidelines and he determines those. They have tefdresented for some
uniformity.

xix.  Dodge: Understand there is federal legislation wiktallow IDEM to
have complete control over all waters?

XX. Krevda: Legislation would take the word “navigabteit to encompass
all waters.

xxi.  Tyler: Would mean a bucket of water in the bacldyaas federally
controlled.

xxii.  Meeks: Particularly related to wetlands.

xxiii. Hippensteel: Can't recall the exact counties thltifto these districts.
At a loss of identifying someone without knowingevé the congressional
districts are.

xxiv. Meerks: District 4 is probably Ft Wayne and Alleaudty.

XxVv. Some discussion about where the districts areddcdmformation is on
the internet.

1. Action: Representative Dodge will contact the Governoffs®.
Members are encouraged to provide names of sugbesmbers to
Representative Dodge.

2. Action: Suggest any changes to the wording of the enaldijiglation
for the Work Group.

3. Action: Staff will send out the list of current LMWG mesgtis and a
map of the congressional districts.

b. Reviewed outcomes from previous year
I HB 1381 Extend 2-year limit on lake construction peamits

1. Dodge: HB 1381 passed to allow extension of the&-yimit for lake
construction permits without the property owneapplying. Also
allowed riparian property owners to settle disptite$ had previously
been adjudicated by the administrative law jud@gned and has
become law. Helped to speed up settlement of ddsput

2. Smith: Currently working on administrative ruledstend the permits
beyond the 2-year period. Several things can slowndconstruction,
such as weather prevening them from getting worled@hen, they
had to pay application fee again. Getting hit twimeno fault of their
own. Have been dealing with pier issues in areas tooth
Representatives Dembowski and Dodge.

. HB 1119 Public Trust Doctrine (PTD)

1. Dodge: Did not get heard.

2. Meeks: The DNR had a problem with that.

3. Pearson: Talked about that in the subgroup thisimgr The essence
of the PTD is already in statute, may not be atedormally
recognized. The bigger problem was department waadequately
documenting how they used PTD in permit reviews.



4. Meeks: Saw Rob Carter and asked him about it. iergadidn’t have
a problem.

5. Pearson: Think it got the attention of the depantm&here will be
some documentation of how the department revieveechips using
PTD.

6. Meeks: As long as we accomplished what the legislavanted to do,
then the goals have been met.

7. Hensley: PTD is part of every review. We just hawvdaone a good job
of documenting it and will certainly do better tiude that in the
documentation of every decision.

8. Meeks: Did that because of piers that boxed irldke and violated
the public trust to be able to use that portiothefwater. Could run
those things out and close off the lake.

9. Pearson: When officers find those now, they atetgthem those are
illegal.

10.Meeks: How did they get those in the first placéeywere
permitted?

11.Pearson: No, they were not permitted. IC 14-26e2zAbodies the
concept of the public trust doctrine. So it's athgan statute but hasn’t
been documented in review.

12. Smith: Discussed in house and have a new form. gMer
documented PTD was when there was a conflict, budacumented
where the permit was allowed. Have new forms whieggeviewer
shows a history of reviewing specifically for theP

13.Dodge: Recently acquired lake front property. Gdalmgugh process
of trying to apply for a lake enhancement permitramn It is not easy.

14.Meeks: It is impossible.

15.Dodge: Worked on that several days and still hategotten through,
keeps kicking me out, have called down to the depant. Will not
allow me to continue application without includiagplication and
have not been able to get that. When we call, alet is an
automated answer to leave a message. The ageffcyastato
disregard a question, but when that is not filledti kicks you out of
the system. Would like to start the project yes tygar, but not sure if
| can get the application done. Extremely frustigti

16.Meeks: That's why you put your seawall three fesatkh

17.Dodge: The application says if you file electrofligayou can save 3-
4 weeks in process, but can’t get the applicatimmed

18.Meeks: | tried to fix my shoreline. What a nightmalet with staff.
Form was difficult to use. Ought to make it simptiad to get GPS,
photographs, and inform neighbors. Just tryinggepkland from
washing away. Biodegradable materials cost $18@0R00 feet.
Could have used concrete, but didn’t. Trying to endiat form work
is a nightmare.

19.Pearson: Want to make that another topic on tk2 lis



20.Dodge: It is certainly not an easy process if yono'tlknow anyone in
the system.

Temporary structures and property title transfer
1. Meeks: Suggest forgetting that bill. It will not heard in the Senate.
2. Dodge: On hold at this point, as everyone agregsta some
objections from legislators.

Dredging nonrule policy update (NRC Information Bulletin # 60)

1. Krevda: Subgroup put the information together withl, Steve

Tennant and others from DNR (field agents from LAR&arting

place as a work in progress. As we go along, wiklat issues of

concerns.

Dodge: Updating existing bulletin.

Pearson: just formalizes review process.

White: Has been formally approved.

Meeks: Who has the authority over dredging.

Pearson: Several divisions.

Meeks: Understand there has been a rift betweeasiaing. Ought to

be some definition of who is the lead with accobiiity.

Pearson: Lead is director of DNR, deputies John$anvd Ron

McAhron take into account positions of divisionKirately the

commission.

9. Meeks: What if one wants to hold it up.

10.Pearson: Coordination takes place internally thieméled up.

11.Meeks: Who do | go to for review if there is a.rift

12. Smith: Permits can be reviewed by the Natural RessuCommission
if there is a concern. They are the final authonitgh input from the
Advisory Council.

13.Coplen: Is part of the question that the permitdsachieved because
it is held up?

14.Smith: There is a time frame with environmentalieavfrom fish and
wildlife and technical review, each reviewing thewn specific
interests. They have keys to look at regardingrenmental or
technical impact. Permit can be denied. It dogsistsit. There is a
time frame for either issuing or denying a permit.

15.Meeks: Does that go to IDEM?

16. Smith: Projects can go to IDEM.

17.Meeks: IDEM looks at water quality.

18. Smith: Can be projects going to DNR, IDEM and ACOE.

19.Meeks: Are there time frames on all of that?

20.Pearson: Have guidelines with big improvementsansistency of
review within the last 10 years or so.

21.Meeks: Not trying to be a devil's advocate, but shese problems as
legislator.

NooakwhN

o
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22.Krevda: A lot of the issues were on lake bed dneglgvhere people

V.

1.

ONOOAWN

had a lot of organic material and permits were egivased on
encroaching on lake bed. Think we are going thiet mirection. Not
resolved entirely.

a. Action: IDNR Division of Water staff will provide infornten
on time limits for environmental review for lakenstruction
permits.

Other regulatory issues from subgroup discussions
Hippensteel: Clarification on emergency rules thiate approved by
ILMWG and NRC related to group piers, are those@eipplied as a
useful document.
Hensley: Think it is a useful tool with applicatoalready submitted.
Hippensteel: Are these for new group piers or modlifon?
Hensley: Modified piers would have to go througattprocess.
Coplen: Modification means configuration of pieirigedifferent?
Hensley: If they change the foot print of the pier.
Coplen: But no one has history without a photograph
Hippensteel: Now responsibility of applicant to yedhat this was the
foot print before. Not the onus of DNR but of thgphcant.
Hensley: To be a lawful nonconforming structureythave to submit
documentation by 2010. Officers spent last summepairol
documenting piers. Have that in a database. Wiltggtrict offices
trained on how to use the Unity database and esitidetters to
owners. If a person does not want to do that wighoaip pier, they can
apply for a permit but it must conform to new adistirative rule
guidelines.

10.Meeks: What's the hammer when the department isgihg the

rules?

11.Hensley: They have to demonstrate that pier existéige time when

it was lawful.

12.Pearson: Only if they change the pier. If they éed\as it is, they do

not need a permit.

13.Coplen: That's where education comes in. Most ddknow. Another

issue in building a new home on lake front prop€eftyere was a 5
foot easement, spelling out number of people ¢ofwho can use this.
The pier that have is very conservative in the nemwath only 2-3
boats where it could have been 2-3 times that.tioeneighbors on
each side happen to be related. They decidednonglie that pier.
The department has had to deal with this in coctrba. A lot of
unnecessary expense was brought to bear and teiggdors
encouraged this. The neighbors made a point ttheutpier first,
right against the 5-foot area. These poor peopleltad a foot on
either side. Can't believe the head aches the Dahlad to go
through on this.
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14.Hippensteel: Made an effort to look at group piestf Need to look at
individual lake resident’s rights too with simileniteria. The two
neighbors can have a tremendous effect on theNeed to look at
guidelines for individual piers. Spent quite adfitime last couple of
weeks on Lake James. Have 2,000 boats parked witther of piers
going up by about 10 percent. Same number of boaisg piers. Each
pier is getting bigger, particularly the patiogteg end, one of which is
20 feet by 30 feet.

15.Meeks: There’s the Public Trust Doctrine.

16. Hippensteel: Single pier with couple boats growB@deet. No
building on pier, but benches with storage units.

17.Pearson: Talking about two separate things. Stexad.told us
riparian rights was big issues. Larry talking abetib has a right to a
pier, which is not necessarily a DNR issue. Shoddgroup look at
who should have a pier and how they should beduilt

18. Hippensteel: This is the constant challenge locdlhe plan
commission or the BZA has jurisdiction up to theevadge. But
what they do on landward side has tremendous ingrattie person
having a pier. They say they already checked wNRDr talked to
DNR and zoning told them they could have a lot wipiarian rights.
The two are linked with entirely jurisdictions theve to be
coordinate. The issue will fester forever unlesgyeesome
communication between these two groups.

19. Pearson: Starts with who has a right to a pierdoamers who control
easement may affect the pier. The department @gllire some proof
that those who claim they can put out a pier harghd to it.

20.Meeks: Refresh my memory on Syracuse Lake witlestteadending
into lake. That went to court.

21.Pearson: Big interest from DNR standpoint was thatpier didn’t
have a big impact.

22.Meeks: People thought they had access at endegitsés part of
public property.

23.Coplen: Believe the initial court action provedyttead utilized a pier
for many years. Neighbors couldn’t eliminate therpbut could make
sure it was nonoperable.

24.Hippensteel: Goes to question of how much shorgieneed for the
pier. With a narrow property line, they could havpier, but not a
boat lift.

25.Coplen: Aware of many issues with old easementswiee granted.
Congestion is creating phenomenal head ache. Quastwhether
there is a feasible way this group can help.

26.Hippensteel: Should be a prime issue for Struct8rdsyroup to
attack.

27.Meeks: For funneling.

28.Hippensteel: That is associated. Have to make pssgn trying to
minimize contentious nature of what is going on.
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29.Dodge: Is the situation illegal that Larry descsibe

30.Pearson: Those kinds of cases are going on alirtteewith questions
of how much space you can use.

31. Stutzman: With boat lifts and piers.

32.Dodge: Could keep a lot of people busy.

33.Hensley: Incredible amount of time spent.

34.Dodge: Do you cite someone?

35.Hensley: Officer goes out and reports, normallyhvatNotice of
Violation from Division of Water, then goes to dwn of Hearings as
a dispute. The administrative law judge tries &ohee it. If boats go
over property line, they will typically lose as eoaching on neighbors
property.

36.Dodge: How is decision by Judge Lucas enforced?

37.Hensley: We hope they comply. If they don’t theytga@ourt.

38. Smith: HB 1381 allows enforcement of judgementiuil court.

39.Coplen: in this case, both property owners hav@®€eet of frontage,
so they have room but they do not want people cgrdown on
easement.

40.Pearson: The judge could rule to balance the isterghere those
neighbors could put their piers.

41.Hensley: Steve Lucas prepared a nonrule policyrdagg those
judgments, showing different configurations of sioie property as
the guidelines of decisions. Go to NRC website ramarule policy on
riparian zones.

42. Stutzman: Does that affect how far out the piers§oe

43.Hensley: That is governed by the general licensghdter pier must
conform to guidelines of administrative rule to nequire a permit.

44.Meeks: Can the 10 foot owners go out 150 feetfee6of depth,
forcing landowners on either side to go out.

45. Coplen: Property has since changed hands and lwepehlem with
the current pier. People owning 50 foot next torttdon’t care
because they can share with the people on the easehimeir concern
is if they don’t put a pier out, the DNR will nevaltow a pier.

46.Pearson: They would be allowed, if they meet thdajines.

47.Hensley: Think there is a mechanism in cases witereonfiguration
of the lake does not allow neighbors to have thein piers, so the
DNR can allow one pier, but it has to be shared.

48. Hippensteel: Where there are restrictions on 5arerpeople on a
group pier, may want to have several on a grouprpteer than
multiple owners having their own pier. May be mappropriate just
for 2-3 owners. Could be another modification.

49.Meeks: When does it become a marina?

50.Hensley: Depends on what other services they peovid

51.Pearson: No doubt piers will be a big topic for Recreation
Subgroup.
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a. Action: Recreation Subgroup to address pier and easement
issues.

b. Action: DNR staff will bring a copy of the group pier
regulations to the Subgroup meeting in September.

6. Opportunity for public comment

a.
b.

C.
d.

e.

No comments from those attending.

Hippensteel: Ask a question of the State Chemiit©fepresentative regarding the
current status.

Pierson: Meeting on August 13 in the chemist office

Pearson: Rather than go for a statewide ban atithés will see how things turn out
with the Steuben County situation.

Dodge: Know there are some strong feelings onubgest.

7. Reconvene entire work group

a.

Summarize discussions

I Dodge: Have had a lot of issues and a lot of whead to continue to
discuss. Hope to come up with some solutions asalve issues. Did not
realize how much was involved and difficulty of nvak changes.

il. Meeks: Those who just joined should read the bdok o
recommendations. There were 48 and a lot havedsifeacome law. Took
two years to put that together. Shows what we loiave.

ii. Pearson: Ron McAhron said they are making progryadsst of public
freshwater lakes.

\2 Coplen: Suggest for Bob’s benefit on subgroup tesbility of using a
co-chair so if anything happens to one persongther is well-versed.
Might also benefit the work load on the chair’'s glaers. If there is
someone else willing to help out with this respbilisy.

V. Meeks: A good chair can delegate responsibility.

Vi. Dodge: The time and dedication from Ralph Taylarat be
recognized in some way, something that could be @sma group.

Vil. Pearson: Think it is a great idea in terms of stimgtsmall or more
permanent. Have public property, such as publiesgsites, that are named
after individuals.

viii. ~ Dodge: Assume DNR has ways of recognizing.

IX. Pearson: Have Denniston Conservation Area namedaddficer killed
in plane crash.

X. Dodge: How to do this?

Xi. Dembowski: could we make a recommendation?
Xil. Hensley: The NRC has ultimate authority.
xiii. ~ Pearson: Could get an access site and name itRdtph. That kind of

thing makes a difference and is out there for thiaip to see.

xiv.  Meeks: Ought to be something meaningful at onéeflakes,
preferably in Steuben County.

XV. Pearson: Could name an existing access site thalh Rad a special
relationship to.
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xvi.  Meeks: How about Clear Lake where there is fungelin

xvii. Dodge: Boat launch is next to controversial site.

xviii. Meyers: Need something with an eddy because heyalstared things
up.

xix.  Pearson: Perhaps something at Pokagon.

* Motion: The Work Group requests that DNR provide 2-3 sstjges of
properties that could be named as a memorial foedeLt. Ralph Taylor,
taking into account the location of his primaryidesce and areas of
responsibility in the state (Tyler moved, Coplencs®l; motion passed
unanimously).

b. Consider future meetings and/or other actions

I Dodge: Meet in November.

il. Meeks: If there is legislation to be prepared, neddhve that meeting
before November. Filing deadline would be sometim@ctober.

iii. White: The department has been contacted by laidarts who
requested that the ILMWG meet up in that regioscahe point over the
next year. The fall meeting may