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CrrY OF FORT WAYNE

Public Works

September 22, 2000

District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Enginecrs
Detroit Distnict

Attn: Planning Branch

P.0. Box 1027

Detroit, MI 48231-1027

Dear Sir:

This letter is in response to your Section 905(b) of WRDA 1986, as amended, Draft
Reconnaissance Study and Project Management Plan for the St. Joscph River and Spy Run
Creel, Indiana, which proposes 2 flood control project authorized under Section 205 of the Flood
Ciantrol Act of 1948. We have read the reports and understand the objective of the next phasc of
study, necessary level of detail, cost of the studies, and scheduling of activitics. Accordingly, we
agree with the Corps of Engineers’ recommendation to procced to detailed feasibility level
studies (o cvaluate flood control altematives for the proposed Section 205 project at Spy Run
Creek,

With this letter, the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana affirms its willingness and wishes to express 11s
support for the proposed flood control improvement along the Spy Run Creek. Itisour
understanding that the study proccss leading to the implementation of a project consists of threc
phases. The first phase would be feasibility, which is initially Federally funded up to $100,000.
Should the feasibility phase exceed $100,000 the remaining cost is shared between the Federal
Govermnment and the City of Fort Wayne on a 50% basis. Should the project continue to
construction, the City understands the following local cooperalion requirements.

1) Provide without cost to the Government, during the construction, all lands,
easements, rights-of-way, and utility and facility alterations and rclocations
nccessary for the construction, and maintenance of the project, regardless of their
value.

2) Malke a cash payment of not less than 5% of the total project cost during the
period of construction, regardless of the valuc of the itcms in 1 above. Ifthe
values of the ilems in 1 above are less than 30% of the total project cost, the City
of Fort Wayne, shall during the period of construction, make such additional cash
paymeits as are necessary to bring its total contribution in cash and valuc of
lands, eascments, rights-of-way, and utility and facility alterations and relocations,
to an amount equal to 35% of Lhe total project-cost.
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The City of Fort Wayne is awarc that this Jetter constitutes an cxpression of intent and not a
contractual obligation and that the City or the Corps may opt to discontinue the project
devclopment process before cntering into agreement to construct the project.

%

The City of Fort Wayne is eager to work with you and other Co:ps of Engincers officials towards
the completion of this study. 1 would be happy to pericdically rect with you and others from the
Corps of Engineers, Planning Branch, to discuss the stalus of various aspects of this study. IF
you have any quistions or concerrs, please contact me at (219) 427-1135.

Sincurely, ;
'[i | ;"‘"’t“
Kimberly Schieferste'n

Flood Control Coordinator

One Main Street Room 760
Fort Wayne, IN 46802
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CITY OF ORTWPXNE

GRAHAM RICHARD, MAYOR: =

Public Works

Septernber 22, 2000

District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engincers
Detroit District

Attn: Planning Branch

P.O. Box 1027

Detroit, MI 48231-1027

Dear Sir:

This lctter is in response to your Scction 905(b) of WRDA. 1986, as amended, Draft
Reconnaissance Study and Project Management Plan for the St. Joseph River and Spy Run
Creek, Indiana, which proposes an aquatic ecosystcm restoration project authorized under
Section 206 of WRDA 1986. We have read the reports and understand the objective of the next
phase of study, necessary level of detail, cost of the study, and scheduling of activities.
Accordingly, we agree with the Corps of Engincers’ recommendation to proceed to the next
phase, Planning & Design, to evaluate aquatic ccosystem restoration alternatives at Franke Park
under the proposed Section 206 project.

With this letter, the City of Fort Waync, Indiana affirms its willingness and wishes to express its
support for the proposed aquatic ecosystem restoration improvement along the Spy Run Creek.
It is our understanding that the study process leading to the implementation of a project consists
of two phases. The first phase is Planning and Design, that is initially Federally funded. Should
the project continue to construction, the City understands the following local cooperation
requirements.

1) Provide without cost to the Governiment all lands, easernents, rights-of-way, and
relocations necessary for the construction, operation, and maintenance of the
aquatic ecosystem restoration project.

2) Provide during the period of implementation, a cash contribution nccessary to
make the City of Fort Waync's share equal to 35% of the aguatic restoration
project cost. If the value of the contribution provided in 1 above is less than 35%
of the aquatic restoration project cost, the City shall provide an additional cash
contribution in the amount necessary to bring its total contribution to 35% of the
aquatic restoration project cost. -
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The City of Forl Wayne is awarc that this Jetter constitutes an cxpression of intcnt and not a
contractual obligation and that the City or the Corps may-opt {o discontinue the projcct
development process before entering into agreemgnt to construct the project.

The City of Fort Wayne is caper to work with you and other Corps of Engineers officials towards
{he completion of this study. [would be happy to periodically mect with you and others from the
Corps of Bngincers, Planning Branch, to discuss the status of various aspects of this study. I
yon have any questions or concems, plcase contact me at (219) 427-1135.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Schieferstein 2

Flood Control Coordinator
Onc¢ Main Street Room 760
Fort Wayne, IN 46802
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