
  
Photographs taken June 21, 2011 WR-24 – Rocky Ripple Levee Inspection 

                

  

    Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd. P-20 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Photo 39: Levee embankment (looking east near Station 72+50) 

Note the dense vegetative growth on the riverward slope. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Photo 40: Deck encroaching onto levee (looking southwest near Station 77+80) 

 
 



  
Photographs taken June 21, 2011 WR-24 – Rocky Ripple Levee Inspection 

                

  

    Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd. P-21 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Photo 41: Crest and landward slope (looking northeast near Station 79+60) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Photo 42: Riverward slope of levee (looking northeast near Station 80+00) 

 



























































































































































































From: Jill  Morris
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Subject: SEIS comment
Date: Thursday, August 23, 2012 4:39:13 PM

I’m a daily tow path walker, a 26 year resident of Rocky Ripple, collage graduate, an Indianapolis small
business owner, CERT trained, member of  Rocky Ripple Emergency Management team, a tax payer and
registered voter.

Rocky Ripple has existed as an included town since 1970 when it was incorporated into Indianapolis as
part of Unigov.

Legally, it is part of Indianapolis, according to Indiana Code 36-3-1-4 sec, 4 (a) (2). 

My point is, I would expect the US Corps of Engineers and the City of Indianapolis to provide my home
and community with the same flood protection that’s being offered to our surrounding neighborhoods. 

Jill Morris

500 Ripple Rd

Indianapolis, IN 46208

jmorris004@indy.rr.com

317-257-9757

mailto:jill@cspecialties.com
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil


From: Mary Weber
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Subject: SEIS for the Indianapolis, White River (North), IN Flood Damage Reduction Project Phase 3B
Date: Monday, September 24, 2012 9:25:51 PM
Attachments: rocky ripple letter.docx

Dear Mr. Turner,

Attached is my letter of response to the Army Corps of Engineers'  recommendations for flood protection
in Indianapolis.
Please forward to Colonel Leonard if you would.

Sincerely,
Mary Weber
5112 Riverview Drive
Indianapolis, IN, 46208

mailto:m_c_weber@att.net
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil

September 24, 2012





Colonel Luke T. Leonard

District Commander

US Army Corps of Engineers,

Louisville District

PO Box 59

ATTN: CELRL-PM-P-E

Louisville, KY 40201



Re:  SEIS for the Indianapolis, White River (North), IN Flood Damage Reduction Project Phase 3B 



Dear Colonel Leonard:



I’ve avoided writing this letter because the situation is a dilemma.  There’s no ideal solution.



It appears that money and relative ease of construction are the primary factors for the Corps’ recommendation for the Westfield tow path alignment.  And as an individual, that’s fine by me.  Because I’m a “red dot” home slated for destruction should the flood wall be placed along the river.  But ethically, it isn’t the right thing to do.  The force behind the waters of a 100 to 300 year flood would destroy Rocky Ripple.  And as a community member, I just can’t support the placement of a flood wall  that would  lead to the destruction of our neighborhood. 



Along with the chaos and possible loss of life, it would likely cost close to the amount of the Rocky Ripple alignment to remove the destruction, tend to the contaminating septic systems,  repair the canal,  clean up the  water supply, etc.   It’s pennywise and pound foolish.   It would be convenient for the city, though, because the entire neighborhood would be declared “uninhabitable” and viola….the greenspace would make a beautiful park for the city, wouldn’t it?



I find it interesting that the current “standard” for levee improvement is based on that learned from the devastation of Katrina.  I wish the Corps would make the “standard” based on the emotional losses of the Katrina victims—the emotional trauma from losing their loved ones, their homes, their neighborhoods.  Sure, the wall is going to protect the folks and neighborhoods on the other side---the side of the “majority”, the side of the educated, the side of the tax base and vote, etc., etc.  But what about the “minority” that have the right for that same protection?  It’s easy to marginalize a minority that have chosen to live in a flood plain.  But remember, most of the people who live in this neighborhood have done so for financial reasons.  The nature is incredible, and aesthetically it is so awesome to live in the “country” and city simultaneously.  But the number one reason the majority have chosen to live in Rocky Ripple is because they can afford it.  



I’ve only lived here a little over a year. I finally landed a home on the river after searching for 5 years!   But my neighbors to the right—Dick and Donna, they have lived in their house on the river for 57 years!  It’s all they have known.  Donna is dying of metastatic breast cancer, Colonel.  And the only thing she can worry about is “What’s going to happen to Dick?  Where will he go if they close the gates?  Where will he go if they destroy the house?”   And then the neighbor three houses downstream has lived in his home since he was 2 years old.  And he’s 76 now!!  



So I don’t know the answer. 

I do know that I love my home and I love my neighborhood.  I would like the levee to be “fortified”  and repaired without the loss of homes.  While this may not help in the event of a 100 year flood, it could certainly help  with non-catastrophic flooding.  Aside from this suggestion, I can’t really support much else. 



I’m choosing to enjoy the wildlife and  keep on sending in my  annual flood insurance check.





Sincerely, 







Mary C. Weber

5112 Riverview Drive

Indianapolis, IN, 46208

317-340-0478



























September 24, 2012 
 
 
Colonel Luke T. Leonard 
District Commander 
US Army Corps of Engineers, 
Louisville District 
PO Box 59 
ATTN: CELRL-PM-P-E 
Louisville, KY 40201 
 
Re:  SEIS for the Indianapolis, White River (North), IN Flood Damage Reduction Project 
Phase 3B  
 
Dear Colonel Leonard: 
 
I’ve avoided writing this letter because the situation is a dilemma.  There’s no ideal solution. 
 
It appears that money and relative ease of construction are the primary factors for the 
Corps’ recommendation for the Westfield tow path alignment.  And as an individual, that’s 
fine by me.  Because I’m a “red dot” home slated for destruction should the flood wall be 
placed along the river.  But ethically, it isn’t the right thing to do.  The force behind the 
waters of a 100 to 300 year flood would destroy Rocky Ripple.  And as a community 
member, I just can’t support the placement of a flood wall  that would  lead to the 
destruction of our neighborhood.  
 
Along with the chaos and possible loss of life, it would likely cost close to the amount of the 
Rocky Ripple alignment to remove the destruction, tend to the contaminating septic 
systems,  repair the canal,  clean up the  water supply, etc.   It’s pennywise and pound 
foolish.   It would be convenient for the city, though, because the entire neighborhood 
would be declared “uninhabitable” and viola….the greenspace would make a beautiful park 
for the city, wouldn’t it? 
 
I find it interesting that the current “standard” for levee improvement is based on that 
learned from the devastation of Katrina.  I wish the Corps would make the “standard” based 
on the emotional losses of the Katrina victims—the emotional trauma from losing their loved 
ones, their homes, their neighborhoods.  Sure, the wall is going to protect the folks and 
neighborhoods on the other side---the side of the “majority”, the side of the educated, the 
side of the tax base and vote, etc., etc.  But what about the “minority” that have the right 
for that same protection?  It’s easy to marginalize a minority that have chosen to live in a 
flood plain.  But remember, most of the people who live in this neighborhood have done so 
for financial reasons.  The nature is incredible, and aesthetically it is so awesome to live in 
the “country” and city simultaneously.  But the number one reason the majority have 
chosen to live in Rocky Ripple is because they can afford it.   
 
I’ve only lived here a little over a year. I finally landed a home on the river after searching 
for 5 years!   But my neighbors to the right—Dick and Donna, they have lived in their house 
on the river for 57 years!  It’s all they have known.  Donna is dying of metastatic breast 
cancer, Colonel.  And the only thing she can worry about is “What’s going to happen to 
Dick?  Where will he go if they close the gates?  Where will he go if they destroy the 
house?”   And then the neighbor three houses downstream has lived in his home since he 
was 2 years old.  And he’s 76 now!!   
 



So I don’t know the answer.  
I do know that I love my home and I love my neighborhood.  I would like the levee to be 
“fortified”  and repaired without the loss of homes.  While this may not help in the event of 
a 100 year flood, it could certainly help  with non-catastrophic flooding.  Aside from this 
suggestion, I can’t really support much else.  
 
I’m choosing to enjoy the wildlife and  keep on sending in my  annual flood insurance check. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Mary C. Weber 
5112 Riverview Drive 
Indianapolis, IN, 46208 
317-340-0478 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 



From: nancyabarton@aol.com
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Subject: US Army Corps of Engineers Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) for the Indianapolis

North Flood Damage Reduction Project.
Date: Monday, September 24, 2012 6:17:02 PM

Please forward these comments to:

Colonel Luke T. Leonard
District Commander
US Army Corps of Engineers,
Louisville District
PO Box 59
ATTN: CELRL-PM-P-E
Louisville, KY 40201

Dear Colonel Leonard :

I am writing you to express my concerns about the floodwall project in Indianapolis specifically the US
Army Corps of Engineers Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) for the
Indianapolis North Flood Damage Reduction Project.

I attended the meetings in Indianapolis and have reviewed the proposals.  I was in the audience when
you were receiving comments from many citizens of Indianapolis.  I believe that you heard our message
loud and clear:  no one is in favor of any of the proposals that have been recommended for the final
phase of this project.

Rocky Ripple is a river town within the boundaries of Indianapolis. We’re over 100 years old. Since its
inception the people here have lived with the dangers of the White River in flood. Our WPA-era levee
served us well for decades. Now, due to development north of us, loss of wetlands, and an apparent
change in rainfall events, our old levee (already in ill repair) is asked to hold back more water, and to
do so more frequently than ever before.

Nobody knows better than we do how urgently flood control measures along the White River are
needed. If the Corps’ preferred plans go forward our Town’s destruction in a major flood event is
virtually guaranteed.

This is because the Corps proposes to consign us to an “exclusion zone”.  All but one of the Corps’ flood
control plans call for my community to be on the “wrong” side of a flood wall. We would be “walled
out”. 

The single Corps option to include Rocky Ripple requires that numerous homes be leveled (which no
one in town wants). But the Corps regards any proposal to include us as too costly.

I submit the exact opposite is true. Any plan that excludes Rocky Ripple is too expensive and here is
why:

The Corps’ plan:
* Implies only certain areas and certain citizens’ safety are worth preserving;
* Guarantees loss of property (and perhaps life) in the event of a major flood event;
* Will destroy property values in the excluded areas even without a flood;
* Degrades the historic and aesthetic nature of our celebrated Central Canal;
* Ignores completely the emotional and economic dislocation to the lives of the families
   in the excluded area;

The Army Corps of Engineers can afford to ignore these costs. They feel no sense of connection here.

mailto:nancyabarton@aol.com
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil


Consider this rejection of all of your proposals as an opportunity to review the current standards for
flood protection.  Ask these questions:
1.    Do inland, urban neighborhoods need the proposed level of protection? 
a.    We are not on a coast, we do not have hurricanes.
2.    Could the removal of the 16th street dam lower the level of the river?
a.    So the level of the flood protection could be reduced
3.    Could the river be dredged to lower the level?

These ideas might seem simplistic, but the cost could be greatly reduced for this project.  Think forward
to other communities in the country who might also be dealing with issues like this.  Maybe such
alternatives could become viable possibilities.

Thank you for your time and care with this project.

Sincerely,

Nancy Barton
533 Ripple Road
Indianapolis, IN   46208

 .



From: Jim P.
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Subject: Warfleigh Resident Supports Westfield Boulevard Alignment
Date: Sunday, August 26, 2012 5:21:22 PM

Dear Sir,

Could you please note my support for the proposed Westfield Boulevard Alignment as set forth in the
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for Indianapolis North Flood Damage Reduction,
Indianapolis, Indiana dated June 2012?

Sincerely,

James A. Polito

6335 Riverview Drive

Indianapolis, Indiana 46220

mailto:ccnvjp@yahoo.com
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil


From: John Seest
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Subject: Westfield Boulevard Flood Wall, Indianapolis, Indiana
Date: Thursday, August 30, 2012 9:33:10 PM

August 30, 2012

To: Colonel Luke T. Leonard, USArmy Corps of Engineers

Re: Westfield Boulevard Flood Wall, Indianapolis, Indiana

Dear Colonel Leonard:

I would like to strongly express my opposition to the current plans for the flood wall on Westfield
Boulevard.  I'm sure that you are well aware of the many reasons not to proceed with the current plan. 
I'm also sure you are aware of the extent of opposition by the many parties directly affected.  I urge the
Corps to revise the plans and locate the flood wall along the White River and include protection to the
town of Rocky Ripple.  Please consider the impact on those your plan will affect.

Regards,

John A. Seest

5212 N. Capitol Ave.

Indianapolis, IN  46208

mailto:jaseest@att.net
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil


From: FLEETWOOD, GEORGE S.
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Cc: nathan.bennett@mail.house.gov; FLEETWOOD, GEORGE S.
Subject: White River Flood Damage Project
Date: Friday, September 28, 2012 9:08:25 AM

Dear Mr. Turner,

We are writing today in response to the Draft Supplemental Environmental Assessment and the
proposed changes by the US Army Corps of Engineers to Phase 3b of the
White River (North) Flood Damage Reduction Project .
We reside at 5530 N. Capitol Avenue (the corner of Capitol and
Westfield) and feel we are directly impacted by your proposed flood
wall.  Our objections to this project are numerous and extremely strong.
They are as follow:

1.    We are pleased that you finally sought public input on the project.  You

will note that during your public meeting  at the North United Methodist  Church

no one testified in favor of the current proposal.  You heard opposition from all the

affected neighborhood organizations.  Additionally,  Citizens Water and Butler

University, the two largest landowners that would be impacted by the project,

have also expressed their opposition and concerns about the current configuration.

Several elected officials in attendance also expressed their reservations about the plan.

As public servants you should heed the unanimous voices that were raised against the

project.

2.    In reading the Environmental Assessment we firmly disagree with
your brief discussion of the aesthetics of the project.  One of the
reasons we moved to our home was because of the lovely view of the
Central Canal.  It is like living in a parkland.  It greatly enhances
the value of our home.  Your proposed changes will permanently mar a
city landmark and totally obliterate our view of the canal. 
3.    We find your limited discussion of the impact on the
neighborhood to be off-base.  We believe that by disfiguring the
landmark canal you will destabilize a currently solid urban
neighborhood.  Further, your discussion on the impact of property values
in the neighborhood being elevated by this wall is totally in error.  We
believe that our neighborhood, which is a wonderful place to live, could
well be sent into a precipitous downward spiral.  This assessment has been

shared by several real estate professionals who ply their trade in the area.
4.    We also find your very limited discussion of putting 60% of the
City of Indianapolis' water supply permanently into the flood plain to
be myopic.  Your previous two iterations would have rightfully protected
the City's water supply in the event of the unlikely flood.
5.    We find the notion of placing the approximately 350 homes in
Rocky Ripple into a permanently unprotected flood status to be
ill-conceived and reckless.
6.    Your limited discussion of the recreational uses of the canal is
in error.  The canal towpath is one of the major assets of the City of

mailto:gf1349@att.com
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil
mailto:nathan.bennett@mail.house.gov
mailto:gf1349@att.com


Indianapolis for residential recreation, i.e. jogging, walking, biking,
and babies in strollers.  We believe that erecting a six-foot-high wall,

even with the slight modification of a two foot removable section,
across from the towpath could pose serious security issues for those
utilizing said.  Further, your discussion of fishing on the canal is not
accurate.  Although this may not be one of the premier fishing venues in
the area, numerous people, including our six-year-old son and I, greatly
enjoy direct access to the canal for fishing.  This would be totally
eliminated by your proposal.  He and I enjoy Sunday afternoons walking
across the street with our folding chairs, sitting under our favorite
tree (fishing our honey hole) and catching small pan fish which we
release back into the canal.  Others simply prefer to sit on the bench
near "our" tree and enjoy the natural beauty of the area which would be
raped by your proposed project.
7.    We are greatly concerned about the proposed removal of what
appears to be nearly all, if not all, the trees and vegetation that run
along the course of the wall.  This would further disfigure the
neighborhood and serve as a catalyst to bringing down the area.

8.  Citizens Water raises two additional item that are very disconcerting.

They claim that 5000 homes in the area would experience sewer backups

In the event of a flood because of flaws in the plan.  Additionally, they

question the ability of the walls of the canal to withstand a flood given

your faulty configuration.  This would jeopardize the city’s water supply

even after the flood waters recede.

In sum, we are not against the flood control project; rather, we firmly
believe that flood control is a worthy goal for our city.  However, we
believe that the erection of a wall along Westfield Boulevard will spoil
the aesthetics of the area, send our neighborhood into degradation, and
set a dangerous precedent of destroying historic natural landmarks.  We
believe that other alternatives exist including following the course of
the White River and protecting Rocky Ripple residents, which only seems
a matter of common sense.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of our comments.

Respectfully,
George, Jenny, and Hank Fleetwood
5530 N. Capitol Avenue
Indianapolis, IN  46208
317-255-5922



From: mgeib@indy.rr.com
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Subject: White River floodwall
Date: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:24:20 PM

Dear Sir:

I am completely opposed to the plan for the Indianapolis White River floodwall project along Westfield
Blvd.  I have lived in this neighborhood for forty years and highly value the canal for its importance as a
water supply and as a historic and natural feature.  I walk along the towpath several times a week as do
hundreds of others, neighbors and many who are drawn by its beauty from all over the northside of the
city. 

It makes no sense at all to put our water supply at risk and to destroy one of the most attractive
features of life in our neighborhood for a wall that won't even offer full protection to all area homes,
indeed puts some home homes and the beautiful Holcomb Gardens of Butler University at greater risk.

Please abandon this unwanted ill-conceived plan which will wreak very real damage for very dubious
benefit. 

Miriam Geib
4737 Cornelius Avenue
Indianapolis IN 46208
mgeib@indy.rr.com

mailto:mgeib@indy.rr.com
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil


From: amanda burt
To: Turner, Michael LRL
Cc: Paul Willenbrock; amandajburt@hotmail.com
Subject: Written objections to the proposed flood wall
Date: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 8:16:01 PM

As residents of the Butler Tarkington neighborhood we'd like to submit our written objections to the
proposed flood wall project as follows:

1. We feel the overall esthetics of the neighborhood and the beauty of the wildlife along the canal
would be compromised.
2.  As frequent daily users of the canal path (jogging and dog walking) we would lose an important part
of our leisure activities.
3.  Security would be a worry in addition to possible graffiti would make the wall into an eyesore.
4.  Home property values in the area would suffer as a consequence.
5.  One of the major reasons we moved to this area was the beauty and character of this area which is
stronly influenced by the central canal path.

Thank you in advance for taking our opinions into consideration, opinions we know are shared by many
of our neighbours and friends.

Amanda Burt & Paul Willenbrock

mailto:amandajburt@hotmail.com
mailto:Michael.Turner@usace.army.mil
mailto:pwillenbrock@msn.com
mailto:amandajburt@hotmail.com


 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Hearing Written Comments: 
 
 

 






















































































































