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Chapter 1 
Introduction – Watershed Project Overview 

 
1.1  Background 
 
The purpose of the Northwest Indiana Regional Watershed Plan is to develop a 
framework for water quality improvements and planning within Northwestern Indiana 
Regional Planning Commission’s (NIRPC) planning area.  The water quality problems 
and issues facing this region are sometimes complicated and need to be addressed in a 
holistic manner.  Water quality problems can be linked to how the region has developed 
over the last century.   

The area once was home to great marshes, wetlands, meandering streams and rivers, and 
plant and animal diversity that we can only get a glimpse of in protected and undeveloped 
areas.  Industrial development along Lake Michigan has left its legacy of issues behind in 
regional waterbodies, but it is not the only source of water quality impairments.  
Agricultural uses along the Kankakee River have changed the river bringing along a 
different set of issues.  As northwest Indiana has seen population growth and 
development, occurrences of combined sewer overflows and sanitary sewer overflows, 
failing septic systems, and the loss of wetlands and open space have all increased as a 
result of this growth.  Growth is not necessarily bad if the system is protected and the 
impacts of development are managed in a way to mitigate the potentially negative effects.    

Located on approximately 45 miles of the southern shore of Lake Michigan, Lake, Porter, 
and LaPorte counties encompass approximately 1,513 square miles.  Within this area 
there are two large watersheds partially lying within the three counties.  The Little 
Calumet-Galien Basin lies in the northern portion of the counties along Lake Michigan, 
and the Kankakee River Basin lies to the south.  Figure 1-1 shows the project location.  
NIRPC is planning for these two large water basins because they are the two which are of 
truly regional scale in northwest Indiana, crossing all three of the counties comprising 
NIRPC’s planning jurisdiction.   

NIRPC undertook this plan that focuses on the two watersheds rather than on the artificial 
political boundaries that have been the focus of water quality planning in the past.  By 
focusing on watersheds, this water quality planning initiative recognizes that any 
pollution that is discharged within a watershed will eventually flow downhill with the 
potential to impair the waterway, unless properly managed or naturally attenuated.  
Communities throughout Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties have started to develop 
watershed plans and/or implementation projects that will improve water quality within 
that sub-watershed (Appendix 1).  Smaller sub-watersheds within these larger basins can 
be better planned for and managed by the individual counties or their municipalities.  For 
more details on the development of subwatershed plans see Chapter 6.  
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Figure 1-1 Project Location 

1.2  History of Regional Watershed Planning in Northwest Indiana 

NIRPC received a Clean Water Act Section 205(j) watershed planning grant from the 
Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) in July 2001 for a 
comprehensive watershed planning project for the counties of Lake, Porter and LaPorte 
in northwest Indiana which has funded the development of this plan. 

In 1998, the three-county area was determined to have a high priority for water 
restoration funding by the Unified Watershed Assessment for Indiana.  The most recent 
plan dealing with watershed and water quality issues in northwest Indiana was completed 
by NIRPC in 1978 under a grant from Section 208 Water Quality Management Planning 
from the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA).  However, that plan 
only addressed issues in Lake and Porter Counties. 

Water quality and watershed management issues are slowly becoming increasingly 
important in northwest Indiana.  As communities began implementing strategies from the 
section 208 Water Quality Management Planning project, a need for an updated plan was 
realized.  Several sub-watersheds either are in the process or have all ready developed 
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their own watershed management plans.  This study is unique in that it is addressing two 
rather large watersheds from a comprehensive vantage point. 

The goals for this plan were to bring all of the stakeholders to the table and to commit to 
work together in establishing achievable management practices and protective goals.  
This plan will assist the State in water quality management planning, provide support for 
IDEM’s Total Maximum Daily Load program (see next section), and provide guidance 
for the region’s communities and the public. 

1.3  Related Initiatives 
 
1.3.1  Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan 
 
As a part of becoming a Coastal Zone state, the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program 
(ILMCP) is required to complete a Coastal Nonpoint Source Pollution Management Plan 
(6217 plan).  This plan is required by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) and the USEPA.  There is some overlap between this plan and 
the 6217 plan since they both address essentially the same geographic area.  The plan will 
include a series of 5-year implementation plans.  The plan’s management measures 
address agricultural runoff; forestry runoff; marinas and recreational boating; channel 
modification; dams and erosion of stream banks and the shoreline; wetlands; riparian 
areas; and vegetated treatment systems.  For more information go to 
www.in.gov/dnr/lakemich/issues/cprprogram.htm  
 
1.3.2  Municipal Separated Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) 
 
MS4 affects most communities within the three-county study area.  The program requires 
communities to develop, implement, and enforce a stormwater management program that 
will reduce the discharge of pollutants.  The program has six (6) control measures and 
should identify best management practices (BMPs) and measurable goals for each 
measure.  The six (6) control measures are:  1) Public Education and Outreach, 2) Public 
Participation/Involvement, 3) Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination, 4) 
Construction Site Runoff Control, 5) Post-construction Runoff Control, and 6) Pollution 
Prevention/Good Housekeeping.  NIRPC is conducting the first two control measures for 
most MS4 communities within Lake and Porter Counties. For more information go to: 
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/phase2.cfm or 
http://www.in.gov/idem/water/npdes/permits/wetwthr/storm/rule13.html 
 
1.3.3  Grand Calumet Remedial Action Plan 
 
The Grand Calumet River has been listed as an Area of Concern with the International 
Joint Commission since 1987.  The Grand Calumet Remedial Action Plan (RAP) 
provides strategies for restoration and delisting the Grand Calumet River, which is listed 
for all 14 Beneficial Use Impairments.  The Citizens Advisory for the Remediation of the 
Environment committee and IDEM are leading this effort to restore the Grand Calumet 
River and delist it as an area of concern. 
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1.3.4  Kankakee River Basin Commission 
 
The Kankakee River Basin Commission (KRBC) was created in 1977 by the Indiana 
General Assembly to address water resource development issues, primarily flood control 
and drainage problems, in the eight-county Kankakee River basin.  Currently, the 
KRBC’s priorities include sediment/erosion, development impacts on the basin, and 
flooding.  The KRBC is working with the local drainage boards and the SWCDs to 
encourage and implement best management practices on farmland.  With the local 
drainage boards, the KRBC has continued a program to remove trees and obstructions to 
the river channel which have led to scouring of the riverbanks and levees and also 
partnered with other local and state agencies to provide stabilization to the riverbanks 
through vegetation or rip rap.  The KRBC and the Lake County Drainage Board built a 
six mile levee in southern Lake County which protects over 10,000 agricultural and 
residential acres from direct flooding of the Kankakee.  The long range priorities of the 
KRBC lie with the ecosystem restoration/flood control study being completed by the 
Chicago District Army Corps of Engineers for the entire Illinois-Indiana Kankakee 
watershed.  The KRBC also is sponsoring watershed management plan development for 
smaller watersheds within the larger basin. 
 

1.3.5  National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 

The Clean Water Act of 1972 enabled the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) that requires a permit to discharge pollutants to waterbodies within the 
United States.  The permit includes a limit to the amount of pollutant that can be 
discharged.  Municipal wastewater treatment plants and industrial users that discharge 
pollutants into streams and rivers are required to obtain NPDES permits.  The purpose of 
the NPDES permit is to protect water bodies from point source pollution.  Pollution in the 
waterbodies can limit recreational uses as well as impair drinking water sources.  NPDES 
permits in Indiana are obtained through the IDEM with oversight from USEPA Region 5. 

1.3.6  IDEM 305(b) and 303(d) Water Quality Reports and Total Maximum Daily Loads 

IDEM’s Office of Water Quality completed its most recent Integrated Water Quality 
Monitoring and Assessment Report for Indiana streams in 2004.  Required biannually by 
Section 305(b) and Section 303(d) of the federal Water Pollution Control Act, the 
assessment provides an evaluation of whether or not waterbodies support the State’s 
designated uses and water quality standards. 
 
Once assessed, each waterbody is placed into one of five categories depending on the 
degree to which it supports designated uses for full body contact recreation and for 
protection of aquatic life, wildlife or human health.   The fifth category is the 303(d) List 
of Impaired Waterbodies and is separated into two (2) categories.  The waterbodies 
placed on the 5A list are required to undergo a planning process designed to reduce the 
amount of the pollutant(s) for which it is listed from both point and nonpoint sources of 
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pollution.  This process is called Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDL).  IDEM defines a 
TMDL as “a process that leads to quantification of the amount of a specific pollutant 
discharged into a waterbody that can be assimilated and still meet the water quality 
standards (designated uses).”   The waterbodies placed on the 5B list are impaired for 
Fish Consumption Advisories (FCA) for PCBs and/or mercury and do not require a 
TMDL. 
 
River miles in a 14-digit watershed (a smaller sub-watershed than the 8-digit watersheds 
used for this plan) are designated as one waterbody.  These waterbodies can be broken 
into smaller segments to properly reflect the water quality assessment.  Each lake in a 
watershed is reported as a separate waterbody.  A total of 60 waterbody segments are 
listed on the 2004 303(d) List for Impaired Waterbodies (303(d) List) for the Little 
Calumet-Galien (43 segments) and Kankakee River Basins (17 segments).  Appendix III 
contains the Impaired Waterbodies lists including parameters of concern, some for 
multiple parameters, and the TMDL development schedule.  For the sake of this 
management plan, the portion of Lake County which now drains into Illinois (the 
Chicago Basin) is included because during certain times of the year this area flows into 
the Little Calumet-Galien basin.  Four waterbody segments from this basin are located 
within Indiana.   Figure 1-2 indicates the 2004 303(d) impaired waterbodies. 
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Figure 1-2 2004 Section 303(d) Impaired Waterbodies 
 
The following is a summary of these impairments for the Little Calumet-Galien: 
• Main Beaver Dam Ditch:  Impaired Biotic Community 
• Burns Waterway:  Fish Consumption Advisories for Polychlorinated Biphenyl 

(PCB) and Mercury, Impaired Biotic Community  and E. Coli; 
• Little Calumet River West Branch:  Fish Consumption Advisory for PCB and 

Mercury, E. coli, and Cyanide; 
• Little Calumet River East Branch:  Fish Consumption Advisory for PCB and 

Mercury, E. coli 
• Dunes Creek:  E. coli, Impaired Biotic Community; 
• Deep River:  Impaired Biotic Community, siltation, and E. coli; 
• Grand Calumet River:  Fish Consumption Advisory for PCB and/or Mercury, 

Cyanide, oil and grease, Impaired Biotic Community, and Ammonia; 
• Lake Michigan Shoreline: E. coli and Fish Consumption Advisory for PCB 

and Mercury; 
• Salt Creek:  Impaired Biotic Community and E. coli; 
• Trail Creek:  E. coli, Impaired Biotic Community, and Fish Consumption 

Advisory for PCB; 
• Galena River:  E. coli and Impaired Biotic Community; 
• Coffee Creek:  E. coli 
 

The following is a summary of these impairments for the Kankakee River:   
• Cedar Creek:  Impaired Biotic Communities, FCA 
• Cobb Creek/Breyfogel Ditch:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Crooked Creek:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Dyer Ditch:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Kankakee River – Mainstem:  Impaired Biotic Communities, FCA, E. coli,  
• Bull Run Basin:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Singleton Ditch – Bruce Ditch/Bailey Ditch:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Singleton Ditch – Bryant Ditch:  E. coli 
• Kankakee River – Travis Ditch/Long Ditch:  E. coli 
• Cobb Ditch – Sievers Creek:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Salisbury Ditch:  Impaired Biotic Communities 
• Little Kankakee River – Byron: E. coli 
• Little Kankakee River – Mill Creek-Fish Lakes:  Impaired Biotic 

Communities 
• Lower Fish Lake:  FCA 
• Pine Creek – Horace Miller Ditch:  E. coli 
• East Branch Stony Run:  Nutrients, Total Dissolved Solids 
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1.4  Watershed Advisory Group 
 
This watershed planning effort would not have occurred without the participation of the 
advisory group and technical team members. Their dedication to the mission and vision 
for a three county two watershed planning effort has resulted in this planning document. 

The watershed planning project began in 2001, with a group of stakeholders from Lake, 
Porter, and LaPorte counties representing federal, state, and local agencies, industry, 
agricultural and environmentalist groups and citizens.  A complete list of stakeholders 
can be found in Table 1-1.  These individuals came together to participate on the 
Regional Watershed Advisory Group (Advisory Group).  This four year planning effort 
has seen many contributors and has persevered through two watershed coordinators and 
the shifting of federal and state planning criteria. 

Table 1-1 Watershed Advisory Group 

Name Organization County 
Non Governmental or Industrial Groups   
Tom Anderson Save The Dunes Council LaPorte County  
Lee Botts Environmentalist Lake County  
Charlotte Read Save The Dunes Council LaPorte County  
Dr. Mark Reshkin Professor Emeritus, Indiana University Porter County  
Jeffery Edstrom CADMUS Group Chicago, IL  
Municipalities     
Dorreen Carey City of Gary Lake County  
Jim Meyer City of Gary, Gary Sanitary District Lake County  
Glen Eberly Town of Dyer Lake County  
Craig Grow Town of Ogden Dunes Porter County  
Margorie Hefner Town of Kouts Porter County  
Craig Hendrix City of Portage Porter County  
Denarie Kane City of Hobart Lake County  
Steve Truchan City of Hobart Lake County  
Paul Panther Town of Ogden Dunes Porter County  
Dave Pilz City of Valparaiso Porter County  
Dan Thompkins Town of Trail Creek LaPorte County  
Steve Yagelski Town of Chesterton Porter County  
County and Regional Representatives 
George Van Til Lake County Surveyor Lake County  
Dan Gossman Lake County Surveyor’s Office Lake County  
Kevin Breitzke Porter County Surveyor Porter County  
Robert Thompson Porter County Planning Director Porter County  
Dan Gardner Little Calumet River Basin Commission   
Jody Melton Kankakee River Basin Commission   
Industry     
Kay Nelson Northwest Indiana Forum   
Doug Bley ISG Burns Harbor  Porter County  
Bill Herbert Lake Station  Lake County  
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Federal and State Agencies 
Larry Osterholz Indiana Department of Agriculture   
Chuck Walker USDA-NRCS Porter County  
Mike Molnar IDNR – Lake Michigan Coastal Program   
Jenny Orsburn IDNR – Lake Michigan Coastal Program   
Martin Jaffe IL-IN Sea Grant Program University of Illinois Chicago 
Robert McCormick IL-IN Sea Grant Program Purdue University – West Lafayette 
Molini Goel IDEM – Northwest Office   
Alex DaSilva IDEM – Northwest Office   
Joe Keithly IDEM – Northwest Office   
Eric Oliver IDEM   
Bonnie Elifritz IDEM   
Matt Jarvis IDEM-NRCS Watershed Advisor   
NIRPC Coordinators 
Jennifer Gadzala NIRPC Watershed Coordinator (2001-2004) 
Christine Owens NIRPC Watershed Coordinator (2004-2005) 

 
In addition, the Advisory Group serves as the advisory body to the Environmental 
Management Policy Committee (EMPC) and ultimately NIRPC commissioners.  They 
act as advocates for the watershed management plan to local agencies, communities, and 
the general public.  It is the intention of NIRPC that a standing Watershed Group be 
established with the vital role of plan implementation throughout the region.  
Specifically, the Advisory Group was established for the following purpose: 

1. To advise NIRPC on the development of the regional watershed 
management plan and the execution of activities 

2. To identify regional water quality issues 
3. To develop and promote a regional focus for a tri-county watershed 

management plan 
4. To guide technical teams while working with existing water quality 

initiatives at the local and state level 
 
The Advisory Group met quarterly throughout the four year process.  Their tasks 
included the development of the vision and mission statement, reviewing the information 
collected by the technical teams, reviewing draft plans and making comment, and 
conducting public comments and participation sessions.  The Technical Team met 
monthly the first three years and then quarterly the last year with monthly conference 
calls and e-mail correspondence. 
 
The Technical Teams functioned as the research and working groups for the planning 
process.  Initially there were three Technical Teams created to focus on three areas of 
concern identified by the Advisory Group: (1) Governmental Regulation, Coordination, 
and Enhancement; (2) Water Quality and Environmental Impacts; (3) and Land Use.  In 
2003, the Technical Teams came together as one group to organize the identified 
concerns and begin developing goals and objectives.  The Technical Team was divided 
by watershed in 2005 to allow for a more detailed focus on the Little Calumet-Galien and 
Kankakee River Basins. 
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1.5  Plan Development 

This plan was developed using and building upon the resources provided through current 
regional initiatives and the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) 
Watershed Management Section, Watershed Plan Checklist, effective August 2003.  The 
IDEM 303(d) and 305(b) water quality reports provide a basis for the identification of 
water quality problems that are discussed in subsequent chapters.  The Regional 
Watershed Plan, following the Watershed Plan Checklist, provides the framework for 
smaller watersheds in the three county region of northwest Indiana to develop and 
implement their own watershed plan. 

Many of the participants in the development of the Regional Watershed Plan concurrently 
participated in the development of the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint 
Pollution Control Plan (6217 Plan).  Because many of the same issues were identified 
during both processes, the 6217 Plan was used as a foundation for this plan as adopted by 
the Watershed Advisory Group.  Though the 6217 Plan addresses only the Little 
Calumet- Galien basin excluding the Chicago Watershed, the plan management measures 
are consistent with the issues identified in the Kankakee River Basin. 

The Watershed Advisory Group by working to address all concerns came up with this 
widely accepted solution to prevent duplication and overlap.  Technical Teams through 
guidance from USEPA Region 5, IDEM, and the Lake Michigan Coastal Program 
developed a regional watershed plan that adopts the 6217 goals and builds upon the 
recommendations made in the 6217 plan. 

For the purposes of this plan, the Watershed Advisory Group and Technical Teams chose 
to focus on the 303(d) listed water body impairments as the impairments addressed in this 
plan.  It is the intent of this plan, that resources should be focused on 303(d) listed 
waterbodies for the critical areas identified in subsequent chapters.  Other concerns raised 
by the group are discussed in the Concern Matrix found in Appendix IV.  Many of these 
concerns are discussed throughout this document. 
 
1.6  Quality of Life 
 
NIPRC worked cooperatively with the Northwest Indiana Quality of Life Council to 
develop a Quality of Life Indicators Report (Report) for northwest Indiana.  The data and 
analysis that was collected helped the Advisory Group with the task of identifying 
regional concerns and contributed to a broader understanding of the region’s assets, 
challenges, concerns, and potential for all citizens.  The Indicators Report served as a 
guidepost for watershed stakeholders as they moved through the planning process and 
integrated environmental concerns with economic development, regional opportunity, 
growth, and social equity. 
 
The Quality of Life Council Indicators Report reviewed the concerns and challenges 
developed by the Advisory Group Technical Teams and agreed that water pollution may 
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represent a long-term challenge to the northwest Indiana region.  The Report also 
concluded with the Advisory Group that since all communities in northwest Indiana 
derive their drinking water from Lake Michigan, groundwater, or surface water and with 
water playing a vital role in our economic and environmental well-being maintaining, the 
quality of the region’s water systems should be regarded as a very high priority. 
 
The Advisory Group agreed to continue to partner with the Quality of Life Council as the 
watershed planning process moved forward. 
 
1.7  Mission Statement 

The Mission the Advisory Group developed is as follows: 

To establish a watershed planning and management framework for the enhancement, 
restoration, and protection of water quality in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte counties 
through the facilitation of communication, education, and coordination among watershed 
stakeholders. 

This mission statement reflects the concerns of the watershed stakeholders that 
coordination among stakeholders and awareness of watershed issues need to be 
addressed.  The mission statement is used to guide the group in developing goals and 
recommendations to improve water quality within the Little Calumet/Galien and 
Kankakee River basins. 

1.8  Public Involvement 

The general public is an important component of any successful planning effort.  Those 
individuals that live and work within the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee River 
basins bring a wealth of knowledge to this project.  In order to encourage their 
participation, NIRPC developed press releases and sent out flyers to identified 
stakeholders announcing the kickoff meeting for the project.  All meetings were open to 
the public.  Throughout the duration of the project, a calendar on NIRPC’s website listed 
dates and times for the Advisory Group and Technical Team meetings.  Other efforts 
were made through announcements at other meetings, the creation of the Regional 
Waters newsletter, and participation at events such as environmental fairs and 
conferences.  Public comment sessions were held to obtain additional participation and 
input in the plan.  The Advisory Group reported back to the EMPC on the progress made 
toward the completion of the plan monthly, allowing attendees an opportunity to provide 
feedback and an opportunity to participate in the process through public comment periods 
or volunteering to serve on a committee.  A series of information sessions were held 
throughout the three-county area prior to the adoption of this plan by the NIRPC 
Commission.  

Many communities within the basins recognized the significance that this project had on 
them and committed to make appropriate staff and resources available to this effort.  
Sanitary Districts, health departments, and town council representatives participated at 
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various levels.  The IDEM Northwest Regional Office, USEPA Region 5, Natural 
Resource Conservation Services (NRCS), IL/IN Sea Grant and Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources (IDNR) provided input and information as well.   

1.9  Document Format 
 

The next chapter is dedicated to the delineation and description of the Little Calumet-
Galien and Kankakee River watersheds.  Subsequent chapters of this document are 
organized according to issue categories affecting northwest Indiana’s water quality 
following the format of the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution 
Control Plan (6217).  They fall into three areas: 
 
Chapter 3 - Urban and Rural Areas 
Chapter 4 - Agricultural Sources 
Chapter 5 - Hydromodifications 
 
Within each chapter there will be identification of the specific problems; causes, sources, 
and stressors of those problems; and goals, objectives, and action steps to achieve 
improved water quality with associated indicators and costs to implement. 
 
In the 6217 plan one additional area was investigated that did not receive a high priority 
by the Watershed Advisory Group:  Marinas and Recreational Boating.  The goal 
developed in the plan stated “Ensure that marina construction and operation, and 
recreational boating in the northwest Indiana meet and maintain applicable water quality 
standards.”  Eight critical areas with associated objectives were developed.  Details of 
this section may be found in the 6217 plan. 
 
Finally, Chapter 6 presents a plan for adopting and evaluating the plan including steps for 
subwatershed group to take to plan further in their subwatersheds. 
 
An inventory of references used to develop this plan including water-related, soils, and 
land information, guidance information, reports/studies in the region, comprehensive 
plans, and other projects is included in Appendix II. 
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Chapter 2 
Watershed Descriptions 

 
2.1  Little Calumet-Galien Watershed 
 
2.1.1  Overview 
 
The Little Calumet-Galien Basin encompasses the northern portions of Lake, Porter, and 
LaPorte counties with the Valparaiso moraine being the boundary between this and the 
Kankakee River basin.  Approximately 115 square miles or 19 percent of the Little 
Calumet-Galien Basin is drained by streams that flow either into the state of Illinois or 
Michigan (IDNR, 1994).  A portion of Lake County that historically drained to Lake 
Michigan was diverted into Illinois in 1850 when Hart Ditch was excavated to improve 
local drainage (IDNR, 2001).   This area is included in this watershed management plan 
(Figures 2-1 and 2-2). 
 

 
 

Figure 2-1 Features of the Region 
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Figure 2-2 Hydrologic Unit Code-Basin Map 
 
This basin is densely populated and includes most of the urbanized communities within 
Lake, Porter and LaPorte counties.  Waterbodies within this basin ultimately flow into 
Lake Michigan.  The northwestern part of the basin is one of the major industrial centers 
of the United States.   Economic development and the sustainability of northwest Indiana 
were primarily dependent upon steel, petrochemical, energy generation, and other 
ancillary industrial development.  Historically, northwest Indiana’s most densely 
populated areas were near the industrial cores along Lake Michigan.  Figure 2-3 shows 
the current urbanized areas in northwest Indiana and Figure 2-4 shows the project 
population change from 2000 to 2030.   
 
Northwest Indiana saw a 4.2% growth rate from 1990 to 2000 based on U.S. Census 
information.  In 2000, the population for Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties was 
741,468.  Of that, Lake County represented 484,564; Porter County represented 146,798; 
and LaPorte County represented 110,106.  The most significant increase during the 
period was Porter County with a 13.9% growth rate.  Given the current growth and 
population shift trends and the projections seen in Figure 2-4, new development appears 
to be moving south and east in this region, which will potentially put additional stress on 
the undeveloped portions of the watershed.  The extensive urban and industrial 
development has had detrimental effects on the environment and surface water resources 
within the basin, including Lake Michigan.  There are 77 NPDES (21 municipal, 56 
industrial) permitted facilities in the Little Calumet-Galien Basin that fall within Lake, 
Porter, and LaPorte Counties (IDEM web page accessed August 17, 2005).  

Little Calumet-Galien Basin 
HUC 04040001 

Source:  EPA Surf your Watershed 
Website

Kankakee River Basin 
HUC 07120001 

Source:  EPA Surf your Watershed 
Website 
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Figure 2-3 Census 2000 Urbanized Areas 

 

 
Figure 2-4 Population Change 2000 – 2030 
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The principal drainage network for the basin is formed by the Grand Calumet and Little 
Calumet Rivers, draining most of the western and central parts of the region (IDNR, 
1994).  Channelization and construction of canals have significantly altered the natural 
stream hydrology of the region (IDNR, 1994).  Several smaller streams drain the eastern 
part of the Lake Michigan Region, including Trail Creek, Galena River, White Ditch, 
Spring Creek, Derby Ditch, and Dunes Creek (IDNR, 1994).  The Galena River’s 
headwaters are in LaPorte County and it has not been significantly impacted by human 
influence (IDNR, 1994).  Trail Creek’s drainage area is approximately 59.1 square miles 
within the region, making it a secondary drainage basin to the Grand Calumet and Little 
Calumet Rivers (NIRPC, 1993). 
 
Aquatic ecosystems have suffered from the chronic effects of contaminated sediments 
and air deposition.  In the early and mid-1960s, most streams in northwestern Lake 
County were affected by pollution.  Water quality currently is characterized within the 
basin by low dissolved oxygen, high biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), pollutant 
tolerant aquatic biota that has replaced native species in the northern reaches of the basin, 
and fish consumption advisories.  Oil, grease, floating debris and offensive odors have 
made most portions of the Grand Calumet and Little Calumet rivers unappealing to 
recreational boaters and fishermen.  High bacteria counts also have made them unfit for 
full body contact.  Causes of such pollution include a history of unregulated and poorly 
regulated discharges from industries and sewage treatment plants, combined sewer 
overflows, urban runoff carrying pesticides, nutrients and heavy metals, and 
sedimentation (IDNR 1994).   
 
A total of 43 river segments, including near shore Lake Michigan, throughout the basin’s 
three counties are listed as impaired under the 2004 Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 
303(d) List of Impaired waterbodies.  Appendix III contains a complete listing of 
impaired streams in the Little Calumet-Galien Watershed based on the 303(d) list.  

 
That being said, it is necessary to look at the landscape of the basin including soils, 
hydrology, topography, natural history, and a look at land use from an historical 
perspective.  These topics set the stage for some of the water quality problems in 
northwest Indiana.  Past land uses have left behind some sites that require remediation, 
while others altered the flow of waterbodies or removed vegetation.  Whatever the case 
may be, it is important to understand the landscape of the region prior to making 
recommendations for improvements, as will be done in subsequent chapters. 

 
2.1.2  Physical Setting 

 
The Little Calumet-Galien Basin (HUC 04040001) encompasses a land area of 604 
square miles within the northern halves of Lake and Porter Counties and the northern 
third of LaPorte County.  The basin is drained in Indiana primarily by the Little Calumet 
River, which flows approximately parallel to the Lake Michigan shoreline and discharges 
to Lake Michigan through Burns Ditch on the western side of Porter County.  The major 
tributaries to the Little Calumet River are Turkey Creek, Deep River, and Salt Creek 
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(Figure 2-5).  Each tributary originates on the Valparaiso Moraine and flows north to the 
Little Calumet River.  The eastern part of the basin in LaPorte County is drained by 
smaller creeks that flow directly into Lake Michigan (Fenelon 1992).   
 

 
Figure 2-5 Little Calumet-Galien Basin 

 
The area was glaciated between a period of 12,000 and 20,000 years ago.  The advancing 
and retreating of glaciers formed the geology and soils of this region.  Advancing and 
retreating of glaciers leads to the creation of complex geological arrangements known as 
“moraines.”  Thus the soils, geology and topography of the region will not likely be very 
uniform and are more likely to be quite diverse, even within the same basin.  This is 
important because soils and other subsurface characteristics (like depth to groundwater) 
can impose quite significant engineering constraints on development projects proposed 
on the surface.   

 
Normal annual precipitation at Gary, Hobart, Ogden Dunes and Valparaiso averages 36.2 
inches for the period 1951 – 1980 (IDNR, 1994).  The presence of Lake Michigan alters 
the local climate in northwest Indiana.  Although modifications of climate are most 
pronounced within a mile or two of the shore, several lake-effect features extend about 25 
miles inland (IDNR-ILMCP, 2001).  Annual snowfall is quite variable in the region 
because of the lake effect, with annual averages ranging from 35 inches near the Indiana-
Illinois state line to about 70 inches in the lake-related snowbelt (IDNR, 1994). The 
normal annual temperature averages 50 degrees Fahrenheit.  Normal seasonal 
temperature averages 49 degrees Fahrenheit in spring, 72 degrees Fahrenheit in summer, 
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54 degrees Fahrenheit in autumn and 27 degrees Fahrenheit in winter (IDNR-ILMCP, 
2001) 
 
2.1.3  Natural History 

 
The northern portion of the three-county section of the Little-Calumet Galien basin was 
once home to undisturbed sand dunes, with some of the tallest estimated to be 200 feet 
tall.  The dune and swale ecosystems may be the most notable in northwest Indiana.  This 
ecosystem was formed by the retreating of Lake Michigan and glaciers.  Today it still is 
home to endangered and threatened species like the Karner Blue Butterfly.  The dune 
area is extremely vulnerable to the blowing wind coming off Lake Michigan and very 
few plants live in the areas closest to the lake.  Primarily, marram grass can be found 
growing in the foredune.  As one moves further away from the lake, cottonwood trees, 
sumac and other sturdy grasses and plants can be found in the forested dunes.  As one 
continues to move further away from the lake, more diverse flora and fauna can be found.  
Woodlands in the backdune area contain black and white oak trees, sassafras, blueberry, 
and bracken fern, among others.  Wetlands, marsh, and shrub swamps can be found in 
many areas throughout the basin. 

 
The Grand Calumet and Little Calumet Rivers once ran together as a single river, the 
Calumet River (IDNR, 1994).  The Calumet River flowed westward into Illinois, made a 
hairpin turn at present-day Blue Island, and flowed back eastward into Indiana, where it 
eventually discharged into Lake Michigan at present-day Marquette Park Lagoon (IDNR, 
1994).  A second river formed when Native Americans constructed a new channel to 
Lake Michigan in Illinois in the early 1800s (IDNR-ILMCP, 2001).  The Little Calumet 
River became the smaller river to the south discharging to Lake Michigan in Illinois, 
while the Grand Calumet River runs to the north and discharges to the east in Indiana 
(IDNR-ILMCP, 2001).  The present outlet for the Grand Calumet River was constructed 
in the 1900s at the Indiana Harbor Ship Canal.  A U.S. Topographic Bureau map from 
1845 showed the Grand Calumet River no longer flowing into Lake Michigan (because it 
was clogged with aquatic vegetation and sand) (IDNR-ILMCP, 2001).   
 
The Little Calumet and Galien Rivers originate in the Trail Creek sub-watershed.  Trail 
Creek naturally empties into Lake Michigan in LaPorte County.  A harbor was 
constructed near this location in the early 1800s.  Standing at the harbor entrance was 
Hoosier Slide, the tallest sand dune in the area.  Today, NIPSCO’s Michigan City plant 
sits at the site, which was mined by a prior owner.  In the early 1970s, the IDNR Division 
of Fish and Wildlife began stocking Trail Creek with Chinook salmon, Coho salmon, 
Skamania summer-run steelhead, and wither-run steelhead.  

 
The dunes, wetlands, marshes and other terrain made early development difficult, 
especially in the northern part of the basin.  In Porter County, dune ridges towered nearly 
200 feet above Lake Michigan.  There were interdunal ponds and blowouts up to a mile 
inland.   In Lake County, a low ridge of dunes was along the lakeshore with abutting 
wetlands to the Grand and Little Calumet rivers.  The Great Marsh, which extended from 
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Michigan City in LaPorte County to Lake Street in Lake County, lay behind these dunes 
(NPS, 1988). 

 
2.1.4  Public and Managed Lands 
 
Appendix VI contains a listing of public and managed lands in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
counties. 

 
2.1.5  Endangered Species 

 
Appendix VII contains a listing of state and federal threatened and endangered species 
found within Lake, Porter and LaPorte Counties. 

 
2.1.6  Soils 
 
The Little Calumet – Galien Basin can be broken into two primary soil regions or areas.  
The Calumet Lacustrine Plain covers the northern part of the basin and a portion of the 
Valparaiso Moraine makes up the southern portion of the basin. 
 
Sands are very permeable and thus precipitation (and any pollution they carry) might pass 
through the soils quickly to the groundwater below without much attenuation by 
microorganisms or physical or chemical processes.  Clays and fine silts, on the other 
hand, would swell up when wet to retard the passage of water.  Although this might keep 
pollution out of the groundwater, it would more likely pond on the surface (reaching the 
waterway as runoff), plus the shrinking and swelling action of the fine particles as they 
get wet and dry out would create localized ground movement, stressing foundations for 
roads and buildings.  Both very permeable and relatively impermeable soils can often 
both be found in the same complex morainal area.   
 
Calumet Lacustrine Plain – Northern Section 
 
The Calumet Lacustrine Plain lies adjacent to the coastline of Lake Michigan.  The 
northern part of this plain is characterized by alternating high ridges and flats that have a 
topography of gradual swales and swells (swells are slight rises in topography at 2 to 3 
feet at the most).  The high ridges are old, coarse-textured, eolian (wind-blown) sand 
dunes that are narrow, elongated and typically oriented parallel to the Lake Michigan 
coastline.  Most of these ridges have been stabilized by woody vegetation or beach 
grasses.  Brems, Oakville, and Plainfield soils are the dominant soils found on these 
sandy ridges. 
 
Areas separating the high sand ridges are characterized by slightly depressional to nearly 
level soils formed in sandy glacial outwash and organic deposits.  Adrian, Houghton, 
Edwards, Maumee, Palms, Tawas, and Warners soils are the dominant soils in these 
areas.  Interspersed throughout these flats are areas of Morocco and Watseka soils on 
slightly higher swells. 
  



WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN 
FOR LAKE, PORTER, AND LAPORTE COUNTIES 

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission 2-8 
 

The soils in the northern part of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain generally have poor 
potential for cultivated agricultural crops because of slope and droughtiness.  If 
vegetation is removed from these areas, the sands are subject to shifting and moving by 
the wind.  Soils on the nearly level to depressional areas are wetter and require drainage 
to be suitable for cultivated agricultural crops. 
 
Soils in the northern part of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain are poorly suited to on-site 
sewage disposal systems and building site developments.  Slope and pollution of 
groundwater are the main concerns for on-site sewage disposal systems.  Effluent from 
on-site waste disposal facilities can cause pollution of groundwater because the sand has 
poor filtering qualities.  In regard to building sites, the instability of the sands can be a 
limitation on sloping areas.  Wetness is a limitation for building sites on the nearly level 
to depressional areas.  If structures are built with crawl spaces or basements, it is 
extremely important to provide subsurface drainage to lower the seasonal water table. 
 
Calumet Lacustrine Plain – Southern Section 
 
The southern part of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain is characterized by nearly level to 
gently sloping soils formed in glacial outwash sediments and glacial till.  Alida, Blount, 
Bono, Bourbon, Del Rey, Hanna, Milford, Pinhook, Selfridge, Tracy, and Whitaker are 
the dominant soils in this area. 
 
When adequately drained, soils in the southern part of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain are 
suited to cultivated agricultural crops.  Some depressional areas are ponded in winter and 
early spring.  Much of the area has been drained by open drainage ditches and subsurface 
drainage tile to allow for the planting and harvesting of cultivated crops.  Diversions, 
terraces, waterways, and minimum tillage help control surface runoff and erosion on the 
gently sloping soils. 
 
Soils in the southern part of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain are poorly suited to on-site 
sewage disposal facilities and building site developments.  The main limitations for soils 
formed in glacial outwash are wetness and pollution of groundwater.  Effluent from waste 
disposal facilities can pollute groundwater because of poor filtering qualities of the sandy 
part of the soil.  The main limitations for soils formed in glacial till are the slow to 
moderately slow permeability, ponding, and wetness. 
 
Valparaiso Moraine 
 
South of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain is the Valparaiso Moraine.  The northern portion 
of this morainal system drains through the Little Calumet – Galien Basin.  Dominant soils 
in this region include the very poorly drained Markham and Pewamo soils; the somewhat 
poorly drained Blount and Elliott soils; the moderately well drained Morley soils; and the 
well drained Riddles and Tracy soils.  With the exception of the Riddles and Tracy soils, 
the soils in this region have a seasonal water table that is at a depth of less than three feet 
at the wettest times of the year unless artificially drained. 
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When drained, the soils in this region are well suited to cultivated agricultural crops.    
Diversions, terraces, waterways, and minimum tillage help control surface runoff and 
erosion on these gently sloping to steeply sloping soils. 
 
In general, only the well drained soils in the Valparaiso Morainal region are fairly well 
suited to on-site sewage disposal systems.  Slope and permeability are the main 
limitations.  Shrinking and swelling of the soil and seepage are additional limitations for 
building site development.  Erosion needs to be controlled during and after construction.  
Special attention and design considerations should be addressed to eliminate or at least 
minimize soil limitations when using these areas for urban land uses. 

 
2.1.7  Topography 

 
Surficial geology greatly influences topography and soil development, which, in turn, 
control runoff and infiltration of precipitation.  This influences groundwater resources 
and surface water quality.  In the Lake Michigan region, geologic forces shaped the land 
and left behind deposits of clay-rich till, sand and gravel outwash, sand beaches, lake silt 
and clay, and peat that now provide us with a tremendous water resource (Figure 2-6).   
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Figure 2-6 Surficial Geology Map 
 
The Little Calumet-Galien Basin is comprised of two major physiographic units known 
as the Calumet Lacustrine Plain and the Valparaiso Morainal Area.  A small portion of 
the Kankakee Outwash and Lacustrine Plain is located on the southern end of the City of 
Valparaiso in Porter County.  The Calumet Lacustrine Plain in the northern part of the 
Little Calumet-Galien Basin occupies the lake bottom of the former glacial Lake 
Chicago-an extension of Lake Michigan in late Wisconsinian time.  The lacustrine plain 
is not entirely flat, having a series of beach ridges, dunes and interridge marshes.  There 
are three dominant relict shorelines: the Glenwood, Calumet, and Tolleston beach 
complexes.  Relief in the plain ranges from elevations greater than 650 ft. above sea level 
in dunal areas associated with ancient beaches to approximately 580 ft. above sea level 
on the present day Lake Michigan shoreline (Fenelon 1992). 
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South of the Calumet Lacustrine Plain is the Valparaiso Moraine Area, composed of an 
arc-shaped end moraine complex that parallels the southern shore of Lake Michigan from 
Illinois, through northwestern Indiana, and into Michigan.  The morainal complex is 
made up of several terminal moraines of Wisconsinian age including the Valparaiso and 
Tinley Moraines, which mark terminal positions of the Lake Michigan (glacial) Lobe.  
The Valparaiso Morainal complex is about 150 ft. higher than the Calumet Lacustrine 
Plain and forms a major divide that separates drainage to the Mississippi River from 
drainage to the Saint Lawrence River by way of Lake Michigan.  Elevations in the 
complex generally range from 700 ft. to 800 ft. and are as high as 950 ft. above sea level.  
The western end of the complex is wide and gently undulating, whereas the part of the 
complex east of Valparaiso is more hilly and rugged (Fenelon 1992).  

 
2.1.8  Water Use 

 
The demand for water in the Little Calumet-Galien basin is influenced by a variety of 
factors, including socioeconomic characteristics, the physical environment, and 
hydrologic systems.  However, urban and industrial uses are more influential in the 
northern portion of the basin.  A total of 80 significant water-withdrawal facilities 
representing 108 surface water intakes and 112 wells in the Little Calumet-Galien basin 
were registered in 1990.  These facilities accounted for 2,185 billion gallons of water 
removed from surface and groundwater in 1990.  Ninety-nine percent of the total water 
withdrawals in the basin are from surface water.  Sixty percent of the registered water 
users in the basin are industrial, followed by energy production at 36.5 percent.  Public 
supply water-use was less than 3 percent of the total water use in 1990.  Registered water 
withdrawals for agricultural and miscellaneous purposes constituted approximately 0.2 
percent of the total water withdrawals.  However, the number of facilities grouped into 
either category represents 40 percent of all registered facilities in the basin.  The total 
daily average of registered water use in the basin for 1990 was 3,089 million gallons.   

 
Instream uses include water-based recreation activities such as fishing, swimming, and 
boating. Instream uses in Lake Michigan and the surface drainage networks also include 
commercial transportation and waste discharge.  The waterbodies also provide wetland 
flora and fauna habitat.  Few high quality wetlands remain as remnants of former wetland 
complexes within the Little Calumet-Galien Basin. 

 
2.1.9  Land Use 
 
Looking at land use historically in the Little Calumet-Galien basin is helpful in seeing 
how the watershed developed and where some of the problems may have originated.  The 
three counties in this study have similar development trends, but each county, and 
community, has a unique history. 
 
Early Settlement 
 
Prior to European settlement, Potawatomi Indians inhabited the area.  Early Europeans 
operated trading posts.  Settlement was slow in the northern sections of the counties due 
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to the dunes, wetlands, marshes and other terrain that made it difficult to settle.  In Porter 
County, dune ridges towered nearly 200 feet above Lake Michigan.  There were 
interdunal ponds and blowouts up to a mile inland.  In Lake County, a low ridge of dunes 
was along the lakeshore abutting wetlands of the Grand and Little Calumet rivers.  The 
Great Marsh, which extended from Michigan City in LaPorte County to Lake Street in 
Lake County, lay behind these dunes (NPS, 1988).  This left early settlement closer to the 
centers of these counties where there was fertile soil for farming.  Many of these 
communities developed as rural, agricultural communities. 

 
Early Industry and Development 

 
With the founding of Michigan City, the Trail Creek Harbor began to see light boat 
traffic carrying both goods and passengers.  By the 1840s, the Harbor was shipping 
cargo, making Trail Creek a major outlet for farm goods and for passengers who came up 
the Michigan Road.  There were 13 grist mills on the banks of Trail Creek in the 1800s.  
In shipping volume, the Trail Creek harbor often exceeded that of Chicago and through 
the 1950s there were attempts to build major shipping facilities at Michigan City.  On 
summer weekends, Chicagoans boarded steamers for day trips to Washington Park in 
Michigan City. The tourist trade began to decline in 1915 with the sinking of a Chicago 
steamer. 

 
With the expansion of the railroad to northern Indiana in the mid-19th century many 
communities developed as commercial centers.  Railroads allowed access to the growing 
Chicago market as well as others.  This improved access to communities and spurred 
their growth.  The construction of the Chicago-Detroit Road was used primarily by 
soldiers to deliver mail a couple of times a week and later became a stage coach route 
through the area.  Stations developed along the Chicago-Detroit road as stage coach 
stops.  The construction of the Michigan Road (US 421), which ran from Madison, 
Indiana to Michigan City brought settlement to LaPorte County (Historic Landmarks 
Foundation of Indiana, 1989).  The opening of US Route 12 and the Lincoln highway 
(US 30) in the early twentieth century further connected northern Indiana with other parts 
of the nation.  Industries began looking at the Lake Michigan corridor with its expanses 
of dunes, marshes, and undeveloped land in Lake County for steel and associated 
manufacturing uses.  Gary, Hammond, East Chicago, and Whiting saw an influx in 
population during this period (1890-1920) with tens of thousands of workers for these 
new industries.  As railroads and paved roads further developed in northwest Indiana, 
communities saw more industries sprouting up (Historic Landmarks Foundation of 
Indiana, 1996). 

 
Early Recreation 

 
Lake Michigan and other lake areas became more accessible for recreation with the 
increased transportation links.  Resort areas sprouted up in Porter and LaPorte Counties.  
Chicagoans came to northern Indiana for the weekends via the South Shore Line.  
Northern parts of Michigan City and Long Beach experienced growth as resort areas, 
bringing in weekend visitors all summer from Chicago.  Ogden Dunes and Dune Acres 
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developed as lakeshore communities geared toward the urban market of Chicago 
(Historic Landmarks Foundation of Indiana, 1991). 
 
Dune Development and Preservation 
 
Early preservationists and environmentalists saw a need to protect the Indiana Dunes 
from development and their fight for a national park to provide that protection began in 
1916.  The impacts industry has had on the lakeshore and the northern part of the Little 
Calumet-Galien basin in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte counties are staggering.  Sand mining 
of the dunes dates back to the early twentieth century, when Hoosier Slide, just west of 
Michigan City, was taken away in rail cars for use in making glass.  Hoosier Slide was 
then the tallest dune at 200 feet.  This site now is home to Northern Indiana Public 
Service Company’s (NIPSCO) power generating station (NPS, 1988).  More dunes were 
mined and the sand was taken to Chicago and other areas where it was used to fill in 
lower wet areas.  These locations and those in which wetlands were drained gave way to 
industrial uses.  Three ports were constructed in Lake (Indiana Harbor in East Chicago 
and Buffington Harbor in Gary) and Porter (Port of Indiana) Counties between 1916 and 
1966 in addition to the already constructed and operational Trail Creek Harbor.  The 
Indiana Harbor Shipping Canal was constructed to connect the Grand Calumet River to 
Lake Michigan.  In the 1960s, Bethlehem Steel Corporation opened up a new steel mill in 
an area that was once a part of the Great Marsh.  Two other steel mills and NIPSCO’s 
Bailly Generating Station sprouted up around the Bethlehem Steel Burns Harbor plant 
with the construction of the Port of Indiana.  This development occurred in the area 
referred to as the Central Dunes, which was thought to be the most spectacular stretch of 
the Indiana Dunes.  For these reasons environmentalists pushed for the creation of a State 
Park in the dunes area, which was achieved in 1923.  The fight for the creation of the 
National Lakeshore continued until it was finally created in 1966.   
 
Historical Places 
 
Just as the area has a rich natural history, there are many structures in the region listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places and the State Register of Historic Places 
including sites representative of the regions diverse history.  A complete list can be found 
in Appendix V.  Inventories of historic places for all three counties have been completed 
by the Historic Landmarks Foundation of Indiana. 

 
Current Economic Trends 
 
Economic trends also have affected northwest Indiana.  The area was hit hard in 2003 
when LTV, National, and Bethlehem Steel Companies filed for bankruptcy.  Some of 
these companies were bought out; communities in the region began to consider 
diversifying their industrial bases.  Northwest Indiana’s industrial base also is affected by 
the lower costs of doing business overseas.  Several companies have closed their doors 
and moved their operations outside of the country, leaving vacant buildings and an 
unemployed workforce.  These trends continue as the industrial base continues to change 
and population growth continues to shift away from urban areas. 
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Current Land Use 
 
Urban and industrial areas in northern Lake and Porter Counties and agricultural land in 
LaPorte County dominate the current landscape of the Little Calumet-Galien Basin.  
Remnants of natural prairies and wetland landscapes occur in isolated parcels in the 
basin.  The Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore and the Indiana Dunes State Park in 
northern Lake and Porter counties contain the largest expanse of natural forest in the 
Little Calumet-Galien basin.  In the Little Calumet-Galien basin, urban areas form an 
almost continuous complex across northern Lake county and northwestern Porter county.  
Other developed land areas in this basin include Crown Point in Lake County, Michigan 
City in LaPorte County, and Valparaiso, Chesterton, Portage, Porter, Dune Acres, 
Beverly Shores, Pines, Long Beach, Trail Creek, Burns Harbor, and Ogden Dunes in 
Porter County (IDNR, 1994). 
 
Fifty-eight percent of the 972,800 acres of land that comprise Lake, Porter and LaPorte 
counties is farmland (IDNR, 1990).  Of that, 90 percent is cropland (harvested crops, 
orchards, vineyards, nurseries and greenhouses), 4 percent is woodland (woodlots, timber 
production and Christmas tree production), and 6 percent is other (house lots, barn lots, 
ponds, roads and wasteland).  The remaining 42 percent of land use is forest land, 
wetlands and urban development.  In the Kankakee and the Little Calumet-Galien basins 
8 percent and 29 percent respectively are developed urban land areas. 
 
Figure 2-7 shows land use within Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties, as identified in the 
1992-1993 GAP Analysis Program land use data. 
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Figure 2-7 1992-1993 Land Use 

2.1.10  Additional Little Calumet – Galien Information 
 
More in depth information on the Little Calumet – Galien Basin can be found in the 
following publications: 

• Lakewide Area Management Plan (LaMP) 2000 and its annual updates 
• Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Zone Scoping document and Nonpoint source 

(6217) program.   
• Watershed Restoration Action Strategy for the Little Calumet-Galien 

Watershed, 2002  
• Watershed Diagnostic Study of the Little Calumet – Galien River Watershed, 

2001 
• Grand Calumet Remedial Action Plan 
 

 
2.2  Kankakee River Watershed 
 
2.2.1  Overview 
 
The Kankakee River basin, as opposed to the Little Calumet-Galien, is less densely 
populated, has more open land, and more agricultural uses.  As development and 
population continue to shift to the south and east, the detrimental effects that are being 
realized in the Little Calumet-Galien basin will be felt in this basin.  For the purposes of 
this study, the Kankakee River Watershed refers to the Kankakee River and its northern 
tributaries within the counties of Lake, Porter, and LaPorte in Indiana. 

 
Rivers, streams and ditches in the Kankakee basin are used to receive wastewater 
discharged from public and industrial facilities.  These discharges are regulated by the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES).  There are 17 NPDES (14 
municipal, 3 Industrial) permitted facilities within the Kankakee basin located within 
Lake, Porter and LaPorte counties.   
 
A total of 17 waterbody segments are listed as impaired in the 2004 CWA Section 303(d) 
List of Impaired Waterbodies.  Included in the list is Impaired Biotic Communities.  Most 
streams and lakes in the Kankakee basin are designated for support of warm water 
fisheries; however, if biotic communities are affected by pH levels, temperature, 
dissolved oxygen concentrations, ammonia, and toxic substances, a substantial loss to 
these fisheries will occur.  Studies conducted in 1986-87 and 1988-89 by IDEM found 
that approximately 20 percent of stream miles in the basin only partially supported 
aquatic use, and the main stem of the Kankakee River did not support full-body contact 
due to fecal coliform levels. 
 
Other threats to the Kankakee basin include agricultural runoff that carries pesticides and 
huge amounts of sediment from farmland.  Also, heavy metals, ammonia, and nutrients 
threaten water quality.  There are some eutrophication and invasive species problems in a 
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number of lakes throughout the basin, but the water quality of the lakes is generally good 
(IDNR 1990).  Figure 2-1 shows the three county area and important features of the 
region. 

 
2.2.2  Physical Setting 

 
The Kankakee River Basin (HUC 07120001) is the sixth largest, 2,989 square miles, of 
the 12 water management basins in the State.  The total basin includes most of Newton, 
Jasper and Starke Counties and one-half to two-thirds of Lake, Porter, LaPorte, St. 
Joseph, Marshall and Benton Counties.  Overall, the Kankakee River drains 5,165 square 
miles in northeastern Illinois and northwestern Indiana.  Within Indiana, the basin has an 
area of 2,989 square miles of which approximately 909 square miles are in Lake, Porter, 
and LaPorte Counties.  Most of the northern part of the basin is bounded by the 
Valparaiso Moraine, which forms a major divide separating drainage to the Mississippi 
River from drainage to the St. Lawrence River.  The major northern tributaries of the 
Kankakee River, which flow from the Valparaiso Moraine, are the Little Kankakee River, 
Crooked Creek, and Singleton Ditch (Figure 2-8).  The current landscape of the 
Kankakee River Basin is dominated by agricultural crops and artificial drainage 
networks.  Remnants of natural prairies, savannas and wetlands remain in isolated 
parcels.  The City of LaPorte is the major urban center lying totally within the Kankakee 
basin.  Large tracts of developed land also are found near smaller towns and around a few 
of the large lakes such as Cedar Lake in Lake County. 
 

 
Figure 2-8 Kankakee River Basin 
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Normal annual precipitation at Kentland, Plymouth, Wheatfield, Valparaiso and South 
Bend averages 37.6 inches for the period 1951 – 1980 (IDNR, 1990).  The presence of 
Lake Michigan alters the local climate in northwest Indiana.  Although modifications of 
climate are most pronounced within a mile or two of the shore, several lake-effect 
features extend about 25 miles inland (IDNR, 1990).  Annual snowfall in the northern 
part of the basin averages about 70 inches, which is twice the annual amount normally 
received in southern and western areas of the basin (IDNR, 1990). The normal annual 
temperature averages 50 degrees Fahrenheit.  Normal seasonal temperature averages 49 
degrees Fahrenheit in spring, 72 degrees Fahrenheit in summer, 53 degrees Fahrenheit in 
autumn, and 26 degrees Fahrenheit in winter (IDNR, 1990). 
 
2.2.3  Natural History 

 
The Kankakee valley was originally a Grand Marsh of more than 500,000 acres of river 
channel, lakes, marsh and marginal wetlands (KRBC, 1989).  The Grand Marsh was 
extraordinary and known for its fertile hunting grounds.  General Lou Wallace visited the 
area several times to hunt.  John L. Campbell, in his 1883 report to the Indiana Governor 
stated “The Kankakee river is noted for its extreme crookedness…The water in the 
stream is remarkably clear and is of excellent quality for domestic purposes” (Campbell, 
1883).  Campbell’s report recommended the straightening of the Kankakee River and 
draining of the Grand Marsh to improve drainage.  Only a portion of the Grand Marsh 
would have been within this study area.  The original river channel supported numerous 
varieties of wildlife.  In the late 1800s, efforts were organized to drain the wetlands for 
agricultural production and channelization of the river was completed in 1917 (KRBC, 
1989).  This effort straightened the river and dredged the river making it deeper. 

 
Much of the land in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties adjacent to the river is used for 
agriculture.  There remain some forested wetlands.  Oak-Hickory forests and some prairie 
grasses can be found in the small sand hills that once were surrounded by wet prairies 
prior to the draining of the Grand Marsh (KRBC, 1989).  Fish are prevalent in the 
Kankakee River and its tributaries (KRBC, 1989).  Waterfowl, deer, pheasant, and quail 
also thrive in these habitats. 

 
Once ditching began to drain the marsh, timber harvesting within and transport out of the 
marsh became popular.  However, by the 1870s the freight transport of timber became an 
unsuccessful economic venture.  In 1871, a massive forest and range fire burned out 
thousands of acres of marsh timber and grasses.  Vegetation was burned down to the 
subsoil or to water level (IDNR et al, 1976).  But as more and more acres of marsh land 
were ditched and drained, vast amounts of wildlife habitat were destroyed.  Yet, as this 
process occurred, more and more acres of farmland were developed.   
 
2.2.4  Public and Managed Lands 
 
Appendix VI contains a listing of public and managed lands in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
counties. 
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2.2.5  Endangered Species  
 
A complete list of Endangered and Threatened species found in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
Counties can be found in Appendix VII.  

 
2.2.6  Soils 
 
The Kankakee Basin can be broken into four major soil regions or areas.  These regions 
are the Kankakee Floodplain, Kankakee Outwash Plain, Kankakee Lacustrine Plain, and 
Valparaiso Moraine. 
 
Kankakee Floodplain 
 
The Kankakee Floodplain region is an area that lies adjacent to the Kankakee River and 
some of its major tributaries.  This region is dominated by poorly drained and very poorly 
drained Cohoctah, Suman, and Fluvaquent soils formed in loamy or silty alluvium on 
nearly level or depressional areas.  Soils in this region typically have moderate to 
moderately slow permeability and have a seasonal water table that is near or above the 
soil surface at the wettest times of the year unless artificially drained. 
 
If adequately drained, the soils in this region are suited to cultivated agricultural crops.  
Flooding, ponding, and wetness are the main limitations for agricultural uses.  Flood 
control levees have been constructed along the major drainage ways to minimize the 
flooding potential.  The wetness and ponding limitations have been minimized by 
constructing a network of open drainage channels and installing subsurface drainage tile. 
 
Soils in this region are generally not suitable for most urban land uses.  Flooding, 
ponding and wetness are the main limitations.  Pollution of groundwater by effluent from 
on-site sewage disposal facilities is also a concern.  Effluent from on-site waste disposal 
facilities can cause pollution of groundwater because the sandy part of the soils has poor 
filtering qualities. 
 
Kankakee Outwash Plain and Kankakee Lacustrine Plain 
 
Immediately north of the Kankakee Floodplain region is the Kankakee Outwash Plain 
and Kankakee Lacustrine Plain.  These areas are characterized by nearly level or 
depressional to gently sloping topography.  Soil textures range from loamy to sandy and 
permeability typically ranges from moderate to very rapid.  Interspersed throughout the 
area are windblown sand dunes or ridges that are typically oriented in a southwesterly to 
northeasterly direction and are crescent shaped.  Many of these ridges have been 
stabilized with trees and vegetation.  The dominant soils in these areas are the poorly and 
very poorly drained Adrian, Edwards, Houghton, Gilford, Maumee, Pinhook and Sebewa 
soils; the somewhat poorly drained Alida, Bourbon, and Morocco soils; the moderately 
well drained Hanna soils; and the well drained to excessively drained Chelsea, Coupee, 
Door, Elston, Lydick, and Tracy soils. 
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When adequately drained, these soils are suited to cultivated agricultural crops.  Wetness 
is the main limitation.  Some of the minor soils are ponded in winter and early spring.  
Much of the Kankakee Outwash Plain and Kankakee Lacustrine Plain have been drained 
by open drainage ditches and subsurface drainage tile to allow for the planting and 
harvesting of cultivated crops.  Often, control structures are incorporated into the 
drainage systems to hold water in the open ditches and subsurface drain tiles for the 
purpose of sub-irrigating crops during dryer periods of the growing season. 
 
Soils in this region are poorly suited to on-site sewage disposal facilities and building site 
developments.  Wetness and pollution of groundwater are the main limitations.  Effluent 
from waste disposal facilities can pollute groundwater because the sandy part of the soils 
has poor filtering qualities. 
 
Valparaiso Moraine 
 
The Valparaiso Moraine lies immediately north of the Kankakee Outwash and Lacustrine 
Plains.  The leading edge of the morainal system drains into the Kankakee Basin.  Soils in 
this area typically consist of gently sloping to steeply sloping, loamy to silty and clayey 
soils with moderately slow to very slow permeability.  These soils are generally poorly 
drained to moderately well drain.  Additional information on these soils may be found in 
the Little-Calumet-Galien watershed soils section. 
 
2.2.7  Topography 

 
The Kankakee River basin, within Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties, lies primarily 
within the Northern Moraine and Lake Region, which includes the Valparaiso Morainal 
Area and the Kankakee Outwash and Lacustrine Plain (IDNR, 1990).  The Valparaiso 
Morainal Area, in the northwestern part of the basin, is composed of an arc-shaped end 
moraine complex that parallels the southern shore of Lake Michigan from Illinois through 
northwestern Indiana into Michigan.  The morainal complex marks a terminal position of 
the Lake Michigan (glacial) Lobe and separates the Kankakee River basin from the Little 
Calumet-Galien basin to the north.  Elevations in the Valparaiso Morainal complex 
generally range from 700 to 800 ft and are as high as 950 ft above sea level.  The western 
end contains till ridges on the top of the complex and outwash sands on the southern 
flank that extend northward beneath the moraine.  East of Valparaiso, only a thin part of 
the Valparaiso Morainal Area near the crest of the morainal complex lies within the 
basin. 

 
The Kankakee Outwash and Lacustrine Plain lies south and southeast of the Valparaiso 
Morainal Area and covers about two-thirds of the entire basin.  It is a broad, flat, and 
poorly drained area that is primarily covered by glacial outwash, dune sand, alluvial 
deposits, and lake sand (Figure 2-6). 
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2.2.8  Water Use 
 

The demand for water in the Kankakee basin is influenced by a variety of factors, 
including socioeconomic characteristics, the physical environment, and hydrologic 
systems.  Agricultural irrigation is the major withdrawal use in the Kankakee basin, 
constituting about one-third of all water withdrawals.  In 1987, there were a total of 533 
significant water withdrawal facilities representing about 570 wells and 230 surface water 
intakes registered in the basin.  These facilities had a combined withdrawal capability of 
25.2 billion gallons for 1987.  Nearly equal amounts of water are withdrawn from surface 
water and groundwater sources within the basin.  Energy production, the second highest 
water use in the basin at 25 percent, is primarily from surface water.  Public supply, at 19 
percent total withdrawal, is from wells.  About 63 percent of the basin residents obtain 
their water from non-registered, privately owned domestic wells (13 percent of all 
withdrawals) rather than from public supply systems.  Industrial use and livestock use 
needs total 6 percent and 4 percent respectively. 

 
Instream uses in the basin include water-based recreation activities such as fishing, 
swimming, and boating.  The Kankakee basin supports water-dependent wildlife with 
wetlands associated with natural lakes and streams (IDNR, 1994).   

 
2.2.9  Land Use 

 
Early Settlement 
 
In 1800, the Kankakee River ran a naturally meandering course of approximately 240 
miles in Indiana.  The Grand Marsh, 500,000 acres, began near the northern border of 
Starke County in the now drained English Lake region and extended downstream to 
Momence, Illinois (IDNR et al, 1976).  There was an abundance of fish, game, furbearing 
animals and a notable lack of human settlement.  The Potawatomi Indians had hunted in 
the area and were followed by French trappers around 1825.  In 1829, the first white 
settlers within the Kankakee basin settled in LaPorte County.  Trapping and fur trading 
between the early French settlers and the Indians was an important activity.  Many 
professional hunters were attracted to the Grand Marsh area from which they harvested a 
large amount of wildlife for Chicago and New York markets.  

 
Early Industry and Development 
 
In 1836, the first sawmills and grain mills were established within small village 
settlements and trading posts that developed around the edges of the Grand Marsh.  With 
the westward movement of white settlers, the final removal of the Potawatomi by the 
U.S. Government occurred in the summer of 1838, though the lands of the Potawatomi 
had been ceded to the U.S. six years earlier.  In 1852, Indiana’s Governor Joseph Wright 
recommended legislation for draining the marsh lands along the Kankakee River to create 
new agricultural land (KRBC, 1989).  It was the passage of this bill that subsequently led 
to the development of farms throughout much of this basin (IDNR, 1976). 
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Timber harvesting in the marsh area became popular in the mid-1860s and in 1866, the 
Indian Island Sawmill Company was formed to log the valuable timbers (IDNR, 1976).  
Timbers were transported by a river steamer and some flat boats to Momence, Illinois.  
However, this was not a lucrative business for the area (IDNR, 1976).  In the 1870s and 
1880s, the marsh became a great recreation area for hunters and hunt clubs were built 
throughout the marsh (IDNR, 1976). 
 
In 1889, the state program was in place to straighten and clean the Kankakee River from 
South Bend to the Indiana-Illinois state line, and by 1917, the channelization of the river 
was complete.  The 240 mile naturally meandering river had become a drainage ditch of 
only 90 miles in length.  This new river averaged approximately 1 foot of fall per mile 
from the LaPorte-St. Joseph County line westward to the Illinois state line (KRBC, 
1989). 
 
Current Land Use 
 
As railroads and roads expanded into the Kankakee River basin access to outside markets 
increased.  With the exception of a couple communities, the basin continues to be 
agriculturally based.  As population growth continues to move south and east out of the 
Little Calumet-Galien Basin, this watershed will be affected.  See current land use 
discussion in the Little Calumet-Galien watershed section. 
 
2.2.10  Additional Kankakee River Basin Information 

 
More in depth information on the Kankakee River Basin can be found in the following 
publications: 

• “Report upon the Improvement of the Kankakee River and the Drainage of the 
Marsh Lands in Indiana” by John L. Campbell, 1883. 

• “Kankakee River Basin Indiana” by Indiana Department of Natural 
Resources, 1976. 

• “Kankakee River Master Plan” by the Kankakee River Basin Commission, 
1989. 

• “Water Resource Availability in the Kankakee River Basin, Indiana” by 
Indiana Department of Natural Resources, 1990. 
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Chapter 3 
Urban & Rural Areas 

 
3.1  Introduction 

 
Development and land use in urban and rural areas in northwest Indiana are tied to many 
of the water quality problems facing the region.  Many studies have been conducted on 
the water quality within the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee River watersheds.  
There are differing opinions on the results of these studies and, therefore, the water 
quality issues addressed in this plan focuses on the IDEM and USEPA approved 2004 
Water Quality Impairments (303(d)) List and other issues identified through public 
meetings, the Watershed Advisory Group, and the Technical Teams. 
 
Northwest Indiana’s diversity is not just related to its ecosystems, but also to the land use 
within Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties.  The urban land use issues are primarily tied 
to the Little Calumet-Galien watershed, whereas the area encompassing the Kankakee 
River and its northern tributaries is primarily rural.  The growth types may vary from one 
watershed to the next, but the effects of both urban and rural development can be seen in 
the region’s waterbodies.  Development can be linked to many of the impairments 
identified by the Watershed Advisory Group and on the IDEM 303(d) list of impaired 
waterbodies (Appendix III).  Many of the impairments and sources for those water 
quality impairments are consistent for both the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee 
River watersheds; however, where they differ they will be addressed separately.  
 
The total land area for the three-county region is 968,532 acre (Table 3-1).  272,512 acres 
(28%) are considered urban developed land.  Urbanized land contains a mixture of 
residential, commercial, and industrial development and transportation networks. 
 

Table 3-1 Land Use Patterns in Northwest Indiana (acres) 

County Urban Developed Land in Farms 

Remainder (e.g., 
vacant undeveloped, 

woodland, open space) 

Land 
Area 
Total 

Lake 154,176 (48.5%) 127,782 (40.2%) 36,112 318,070 
Porter 77,312 (28.9%) 145,779 (54.5%) 44,499 267,590 
LaPorte 41,024 (10.7%) 243,447 (63.6%) 98,401 382,872 

Totals 272,512 (28.1%) 517,008 (53.4%) 179,012 968,532 
Sources: Bureau of the Census, Census 2000, Urbanized Areas and Urban Clusters. 

NIRPC, Connections 2030 Regional Transportation Plan.   
U.S. Department of Agriculture, 2002 Census of Agriculture 

 
The highest percentage of urbanized land lies in Lake County followed by Porter County 
and LaPorte County.  As discussed in Chapter 2, heavy industrial development primarily 
occurred along the coast of Lake Michigan.  Steel mills, oil refineries, and specialized 
industry have historically located on or near the Indiana Coast.  Lake County has the 
highest density of industrial development.  New development is occurring away from 
urban areas and it is projected to continue.  Figure 2-4, Population Change 2000-2030, 
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shows the highest growth rates occurring in northern portions of Lake, Porter, and 
LaPorte Counties and along the basin divide.   
 
Based on information provided by the United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of 
the Census, a Purdue University study has documented population trends for Lake, 
LaPorte, and Porter Counties and local communities.  The study, as shown in Table 3-2 
entitled “Population Trends for Indiana Counties, Cities, and Towns, 1970 – 2000” 
reveals the following population trends: 
 

Table 3-2 Population Trends for Indiana Counties, Cities, and Towns 
County Population 

2000 
Population 

1990 
Population 
Difference

Percent 
Change 

Percent 
Rural 

Lake 484,564 475,594 8,970 1.89 8.37 

LaPorte 110,105 107,066 3,039 2.84 41.46 
Porter 146,798 128,932 17,866 13.86 41.77 

Source: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census 
 
3.2  Water Quality Impairments 
 
3.2.1  Overview 
 
Water quality impairments for the purpose of this study are defined as those listed on the 
IDEM and USEPA approved 2004 Water Quality Impairments (303(d) list).  These 
include: 
 
Little Calumet-Galien Watershed 

• impaired biotic communities 
• fish consumption advisories for PCBs and/or mercury 
• Escherichia coli (E. coli) bacteria 
• cyanide 
• oil and grease 
• ammonia 

 
Kankakee River Watershed  

• impaired biotic communities 
• fish consumption advisories for PCBs and/or mercury  
• E. coli 
• nutrients 
• total dissolved solids 

 
Stakeholders raised the concern that there are inconsistent requirements and goals for 
water quality data collection by agencies like IDEM and the Army Corps of Engineers.  
The data is inconsistent because some locations have been tested to the point that there is 
a wealth of information available and others have not or barely been tested.  Another 
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issue is that this data should be presented and made available to the public.  In some 
instances organizations working to promote improved water quality are not made aware 
of all the existing data or they have a difficult time in obtaining it.  Given the available 
information, the group decided for this plan to focus on the sampling and testing 
conducted by IDEM.  Appendix III contains a complete list of impairments and specific 
stream segment impairments.  E. coli and impaired biotic communities usually are 
considered to be indicators of a water quality problem, however they are listed as 
impairments by IDEM and so this plan will address them as such. 
 
3.2.2  Impaired Biotic Communities 
 
Impaired biotic communities occur when biotic communities cannot continue to sustain 
themselves in a waterbody as they previously had due to a change in the system.  
Changes could include those to the water chemistry, water temperature, or loss of 
vegetation along the perimeter of the water body.   Pollutants in the waterbody can affect 
water chemistry by altering natural systems like increasing pH or altering the biological 
or chemical oxygen demand in the system.  Removal of vegetation along streams, creeks, 
ditches, and rivers can increase water temperature by reducing the shade that once was 
provided.  Increased sediment loads also can negatively affect the organisms living in the 
waterbody.  
 
3.2.3  Fish Consumption Advisories 
 
Fish consumption advisories exist in several segments of the Little Calumet-Galien and 
Kankakee River watersheds due to the bioaccumulation of mercury and/or PCBs in fish.  
Since these pollutants also can accumulate in humans when these fish are consumed, 
possibly causing serious health problems, the advisories suggest limits to the amount of 
fish that should be consumed from these waterbodies.  IDNR publishes an annual guide 
to the fish consumption advisory containing information on the human health impacts and 
the current advisories.  High levels of mercury can be caused by municipal and industrial 
discharges, urban and rural runoff, and atmospheric sources.  Municipalities and 
industrial wastewater dischargers are required to obtain NPDES permits from IDEM for 
these discharges.  PCBs were used primarily in hydraulic fluids up until 1978, when 
production was halted.  Today’s PCB problems are legacy issues. 
 
3.2.4  E.Coli 
 
The most common impairment identified in both the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee 
River watersheds is E. coli bacteria.  E. coli is listed as an impairment by IDEM for many 
waterbody segments throughout northwest Indiana.   High levels of E. coli lead to the 
closure of Lake Michigan beaches every summer along the southern tip of Lake 
Michigan.  Beach closures are the most visible impact E. coli has on water quality.  
Ingestion of high levels of E. coli can cause human health problems such as headaches, 
fatigue, nausea, and diarrhea.  The Indiana water quality standard for E. coli bacteria 
requires E. coli levels to not exceed 125 colony forming units (CFU) per 100 milliliters as 
a geometric mean based on not less than 5 samples equally spaced over a 30 day period 
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or 235 per 100 milliliters in any one sample in a 30 day period.  High levels of E. coli can 
be caused by nonpoint source runoff, failing septic systems, pump station overflows, 
leaking sewer lines, direct discharges from septic systems, runoff from livestock 
operations, wildlife, combined sewer overflows (CSO), and urban stormwater. 
 
3.2.5  Cyanide 
 
Cyanide, found in three segments along the Grand Calumet River and two segments of 
the Little Calumet River in the Little Calumet-Galien watershed in Lake County, can 
cause chronic problems with the thyroid and central nervous system in addition to 
causing cyanosis, which is oxygen deprivation that causes blue skin color.  Cyanide is 
used in manufacturing processes like glass manufacturing and metal finishing and may 
enter surface waters through industrial runoff.  
 
3.2.6  Oil and Grease 
 
Oil and Grease (found in two segments of the Grand Calumet River and one segment of 
Lake George in the Little Calumet-Galien watershed in Lake County) can be found in 
runoff from parking lots, roads, boats, and industrial runoff.  Oil is used as a lubricant in 
some industrial processes and is used in automobiles and trucks.    
 
3.2.7  Ammonia 
 
High ammonia levels (2 segments along Grand Calumet River in the Little Calumet-
Galien watershed) are associated with eutrophication, the process of high aquatic plant 
activity due to excessive nutrients.  When ammonia is in an ionized state it can be a threat 
to benthic organisms and fish (IDNR, 2004).  Both point and nonpoint sources can cause 
high ammonia levels.  Septic effluent, decaying organic material that come from nonpoint 
source runoff, fertilizer, and bacterial decomposition of animal waste also contribute to 
ammonia levels in waterbodies. 
 
3.2.8  Nutrients 
 
Nutrients and total dissolved solids were both identified as impairments in the East 
Branch of Stoney Run (the only location in the Kankakee River watershed), which 
originates in Lake of the Four Seasons.  The most common nutrients are nitrogen and 
phosphorus, which are found in fertilizers.  An overabundance of phosphorus and/or 
nitrogen can cause nuisance algal blooms to grow and stimulate plant growth in low flow 
conditions.  As plant and algae decompose the dissolved oxygen (DO) is also reduced.  
Low DO is a response to a process of oxygen depletion in the waterbody influenced by 
both nutrients and other pollutants that consume oxygen in their degradation process.  
Low DO threatens aquatic life communities and limits the diversity of fish populations.  
Sport fish are generally more sensitive to low DO conditions and are not present in 
waters exhibiting DO problems. 
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3.2.9  Total Dissolved Solids 
 
Total Dissolved Solids are minerals, salts, metals, cations, or anions dissolved in water.  
This impairment can be caused by runoff from developed areas, road salts, fertilizers and 
pesticides, industrial waste and sewage, and organic sources. 
 
3.2.10  Little Calumet-Galien Watershed Additional Impairments 
 
In addition, the 2002 Little Calumet-Galien WRAS states that high levels of lead, copper, 
pesticides, and low dissolved oxygen (DO) have been found in the basin’s waterbodies.  
The 2001 DNR Little Calumet-Galien River Watershed Diagnostic Study included acidic 
pH, zinc, nitrogen, phosphorus, and total suspended solids.  These studies raise questions 
on whether there are potential impacts from these pollutants on the watershed and 
warrant further study on the sub-watershed level. 
 
3.2.11  Kankakee River Watershed Additional Impairments 
 
In addition to the impairments listed above, the priority problems identified by the KRBC 
for this watershed are sedimentation, flooding, and development pressures.  These are not 
303(d) parameters, but are major concerns for the basin and so they will be addressed in 
this plan.  Flooding will be discussed in more detail in Chapter 5, Hydromodification, and 
development pressures will be discussed more in depth below in the stressors section. 
 
Sedimentation is a problem that has been identified by many stakeholders in the 
Kankakee River watershed.  The problem is primarily associated with soil erosion.  
Though erosion occurs naturally it has been exacerbated by channelization and the 
impacts of how the land is used.  Channelization will be discussed in Chapter 5, 
Hydromodification, and the impacts of agricultural practices will be discussed in Chapter 
4, Agriculture Sources. 
 
New development is increasing in this basin, much of which occurs in unincorporated 
areas of the three counties.  As this development continues to shift into this basin, erosion 
will continue to increase sediment loads in the Kankakee River and its tributaries unless 
proper erosion control practices are implemented.  Disturbed soils can be eroded by the 
wind.  Vegetation planted along creeks, ditches, streams and rivers can protect soils from 
eroding.  Trees fall into these waterbodies, disturbing soils and increasing erosion.  New 
development usually means increased impervious area (i.e., areas that do not allow runoff 
to filtrate into the ground) and runoff is sent directly into ditches and drainage basins that 
eventually direct the water into creeks and rivers.  This runoff can carry sediment from 
construction sites, unprotected soil on already developed sites, and other pollutants into 
waterbodies.  More information on the impacts of development on the region’s 
watersheds is found in the stressor section of this chapter.   
 
Since the channelization of the Kankakee River, the velocity at which the water moves 
has increased significantly, carrying the water and the sediment in it, faster and farther to 
the west.  The Illinois section of the Kankakee River has more significant sedimentation 
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problems.  The Yellow River, which flows through Marshall and Starke Counties) enters 
the Kankakee River near the southwestern county line between LaPorte and Starke 
Counties carrying large amounts of sediment. 
 
3.3  Problems, Causes, and Sources 
 
Many of the causes of water quality degradation identified for northwest Indiana in this 
chapter are symptoms of sprawl.  Characteristics of sprawl include development moving 
farther away from urban cores, increasing reliance on automobiles, and the loss of 
farmland or natural land to development at a rate that exceeds population growth for the 
area.  Increased traffic congestion and travel times associated with sprawl factor into air 
pollution.  Soil erosion and increased runoff from development can add additional stress 
to waterbodies.  Infrastructure costs increase as roads and utilities need to be extended 
farther from the core of a community.  Water quantity can become an issue as more 
consumers demand water.  The loss of open space, or undeveloped land affects the water 
system as there is less natural infiltration and impervious surface area increases with 
development to unhealthy rates.  The potential impacts already are being seen in 
northwest Indiana. 
 
This plan and the 6217 plan have consistently identified the same issues relating to urban 
and rural areas.  In an effort to send a consistent message, the Watershed Advisory Group 
has supplemented the sources identified in the 6217 plan for Urban and Rural Areas to 
include information on both the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee River Watersheds. 
 
3.3.1  Developing Areas 
 
Currently, development in northwest Indiana appears to be occurring with little thought 
to how this development affects the watershed.  Urban stormwater runoff quantity and 
quality are significantly affected as the watershed undergoes development.  Hydrological 
changes to a watershed are magnified due to an increase in impervious surfaces, such as 
rooftops, streets, sidewalks, and parking lots.  Signs of declining stream health and water 
quality can be seen when a watershed’s impervious cover exceeds 10 percent. 
 
Increased peak runoff volumes from impervious surfaces can result in the alteration of 
stream channels, natural drainage ways, and riparian habitat.  These impacts in turn may 
result in the elimination or reduction of aquatic vegetation and organisms and the 
degradation of water quality.  Other potential effects include increased bank erosion, 
streambed scouring, siltation, increases in water temperature, decreases in dissolved 
oxygen, and changes to the morphology of the watercourse.  Increased imperviousness 
also is an issue because it limits infiltration and groundwater recharge. 
 
Stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces also results in an increased pollutant 
discharge.  Pollutants associated with urban areas are specific to the type and intensity of 
the land use.  Some examples of pollutants include sediments, nutrients, oxygen 
demanding substances, road salt, heavy metals, oil and grease, hydrocarbons, and 
bacteria. 
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Runoff from commercial land areas such as shopping centers, business districts, office 
parks, and parking lots or garages may contain high hydrocarbon loadings and metal 
concentrations.  Loadings from these types of land use can be a significant pollutant 
source in stormwater runoff and can be attributed to heavy traffic volumes and large 
impervious surface areas. 
 
Gas stations, in most communities, are designated as a commercial land use and are 
subject to the same controls as shopping centers and office parks.  However, gas stations 
may generate higher concentrations of heavy metals, hydrocarbons, and other 
automobile-related pollutants because of the type of day-to-day activities associated with 
the industry and the volume of clientele that use the facilities. 
 
There is increasing support for new movements like Smart Growth and Low Impact 
Development that can be applied to new developments.  Smart Growth focuses on the 
following principles:  mix of land uses; compact building design; range of housing 
choices; walkable neighborhoods; communities with a strong sense of place; preservation 
of open space, farmland, and environmental areas; development towards existing 
communities and not sprawling away from them; variety of transportation choices; 
predictable, fair and cost-effective development decisions; and community and 
stakeholder collaboration in the decision making process. 
 
Low Impact Development uses Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control 
stormwater in a way that is similar to what the volume and rate of runoff would be if it 
were not disturbed.  This allows more water to infiltrate naturally into the soils instead of 
all flowing into a conventional stormwater system.  These BMPs include, but are not 
limited to, buffer strips, green roofs, permeable pavements, rain gardens, swales, and tree 
box filters.  As northwest Indiana continues to struggle with the loss of open space to 
development, these techniques should be incorporated into planning in order to reduce 
the impacts on the already compromised water quality.  During subwatershed planning 
efforts, detailed BMPs should be chosen to address site-specific water quality issues.   
 
During this plan’s development, the need for proactive stormwater management was 
recognized early on.  To guide communities in developing with minimal impact on water 
quality, NIRPC produced the Model Stormwater Management Ordinances and Guidance 
(Appendix X). 
 
3.3.2  Construction Sites 
 
Typically, the pollutant most associated with runoff from construction sites or land 
disturbance is sediment.  Sediment ranks as the number one pollutant by volume of 
surface waters in the United States and is the pollutant primarily considered by state and 
local officials when regulating a construction project.  However, other pollutants, such as 
pesticides, petroleum products, nutrients, solid wastes, and construction chemicals are 
often associated with construction activities. 
 



REGIONAL WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN 
FOR LAKE, PORTER, AND LAPORTE COUNTIES 

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission 
 

3-8

Types of pollutants associated with construction activities are dependent on several 
factors such as the nature of the construction activity and the physical characteristics of 
the project site.  For example, the efficiency by which pollutants are discharged off-site 
or to surface waters or groundwater can be significantly impacted by the following 
factors:  amount, intensity, and frequency of rainfall; soil type; infiltration rate; organic 
matter content; soil surface roughness; slope length and steepness; and ground cover.  
The overall impact of stormwater discharge as related to water quality also depends on 
the location of the construction site in relation to the receiving waters. 
 
The nature of the construction activity also plays an important part in the types of 
pollutants that may be released from a construction site.  For example, construction 
activity that results in massive earthmoving is likely to have a higher potential for off-site 
pollutant discharge.  On projects where heavy equipment is utilized potential exists for 
pollutants from vehicle refueling, fuel storage facilities, and equipment maintenance 
areas. 
 
It should be noted that some erosion and soil loss is unavoidable during land-disturbing 
activities.  While proper siting and design will help prevent areas prone to erosion from 
being developed, construction activities will invariably produce conditions where erosion 
may occur.  To reduce the adverse impacts associated with construction, a system of 
nonstructural and structural erosion and sediment controls should be incorporated into an 
erosion and sediment control plan for each site.  During subwatershed planning efforts, 
detailed BMPs/management measures should be chosen to address site-specific water 
quality issues. 
 
3.3.3  On-site Sewage Disposal Systems 
 
Surface water and groundwater contamination from failed septic systems are becoming a 
growing concern.  Currently, more septic systems are being added in unincorporated 
areas and areas without access to sewer systems.  In areas with poor soils, it is important 
for development to tie into sewer systems wherever possible.  Septic systems that do exist 
need to be properly maintained and failing systems need to be identified.  The capacity of 
wastewater treatment facilities needs to be analyzed to identify which systems are at 
capacity and in need of expansion to handle the projected growth in the vicinity. 
 
On-site sewage disposal systems are designed and installed for the purpose of wastewater 
treatment.  Design and installation is site specific.  The systems may require high 
maintenance.  Failure of these systems can have a significant impact on the health and 
well being of a community and its waterbodies. 
 
Failure can often be attributed to incorrectly characterizing waste loads and not taking 
into account limiting soil or geologic features when the system is designed.  Soil and 
geologic features that need to be considered include depth to impermeable soil layers 
(e.g., glacial till, bedrock), depth to a highly permeable layer (e.g., sand and gravel) that 
does not allow for proper treatment of effluent, depth to a seasonal water table, organic 
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loading, and hydraulic loading.  An increase in water usage over a period of time also can 
exceed the design capability of a system and result in failure. 
 
The inherent properties of soils in Indiana also are limited with regard to supporting on-
site sewage disposal systems.  Severe limitations as described in the table below do not 
necessarily restrict the use of an on-site sewage disposal system, but is an indication that 
the soil conditions may not necessarily support a system without modification to the 
design. 
 

Table 3-3 Wastewater Disposal Data by County 
Percent of 

Households with 
Onsite 

Wastewater 
Disposal (Septic) 

Number of 
Households with 

Onsite Wastewater 
Disposal (Septic) 

County 
Area 

(acres) 

Density of 
Septic Systems 

(ac/septic 
system) 

Percent of Area 
with Soils Having 

“Severe 
Limitations” for 
Septic Systems 

Lake 10.0% 18,274 396,962 21.7 96.0% 
LaPorte 43.0% 18,002 389,865 21.7 74.0% 
Porter 31.0% 14,444 334,267 23.1 83.0% 

Sources: 1990 U.S. Census 
  Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey 
 
Discharge of wastes associated with failing systems can introduce pathogens, parasites, 
bacteria, and viruses which can cause communicable diseases through indirect or direct 
body contact or ingestion of contaminated water.  Pathogens pose a particular threat when 
sewage pools on soil surface or migrates to waters that are used for recreation. 
 
In addition, nitrogen and phosphorous are pollutants associated with on-site sewage 
disposal systems.  Nitrogen and phosphorous are nutrients that contribute to 
eutrophication and depletion of oxygen in surface waters.  Excessive nitrate-nitrogen in 
drinking water can also cause metheoglobinemia in infants and complications for 
pregnant women.  Livestock also can suffer health impacts from drinking water high in 
nitrate. 
 
Technology associated with on-site sewage disposal systems has progressed over the 
years and continues to do so.  In addition, state and local requirements for the installation 
of systems continues to be updated to ensure that the best available technology is used in 
the design and installation of systems.  The issue is most often with existing systems’ 
operation and maintenance. 

 
3.3.4  General Sources (Including Household, Commercial, and Landscaping) 
 
General sources of pollutants are those that are generated as the result of day-to-day 
activities by the public and businesses.  The primary sources include household activities, 
lawn and garden care, turfgrass management, vehicle use and maintenance, illegal 
discharges, and pet and domesticated animal waste.  
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Everyday household activities generate numerous pollutants that may affect water 
quality.  Common household waste includes, paint, solvents, lawn and garden care 
products, detergents and cleansers, and automotive products such as antifreeze and oil.  A 
household product that contains hazardous substances becomes household hazardous 
waste once the consumer no longer has a use for it and disposes of it.  These pollutants 
are typically introduced into the environment due to ignorance on the part of the user or 
the lack of proper disposal options.  The public unknowingly assumes that storm drains 
discharge into sanitary sewers and dump materials into storm drains under the assumption 
that treatment will occur at the sewage treatment plant.  Users commonly dump or 
dispose many of these products directly onto the ground, not realizing that the materials 
can be carried to surface waters by runoff or pollute groundwater if they leach through 
the soil.  Hazardous waste from households is not regulated as hazardous waste under 
federal and Indiana laws.  

 
Landscaping (e.g., homeowners, golf courses) can contribute to the pollutant loading of 
waterbodies within a watershed.  For example, improper application or over-application 
of fertilizers and pesticides can impair surface waters.  Over-application of nitrogen can 
contribute to water impairment either through entry into surface water bodies by runoff or 
it can pollute groundwater when it leaches through highly permeable soils.  Improper 
disposal of lawn trimmings also can lead to increased nutrient levels in water runoff.  
Lawn trimmings deposited in street gutters can be washed into the storm sewer system 
and result in elevated nutrient loadings in the receiving waterbody. 
 
Litter and debris can be significant contributors to the degradation of surface water and 
groundwater.  Smaller materials can be carried by runoff and deposited in surface waters.  
Larger items such as refrigerators and air conditioners can impair water quality through 
the release of fluids into surface water and groundwater.  These items also degrade the 
aesthetic and recreational value of surface waters and may be a hazard to some species of 
wildlife and aquatic organisms. 
 
Domestic pet droppings have been found to be an important contributor of nonpoint 
source pollution.  It has been shown that these waste materials can elevate fecal coliform 
and fecal streptococcal bacteria levels of waterbodies.  This type of pollutant is most 
commonly associated with dogs.  However, other urban animals such as domesticated or 
semi-wild ducks and Canadian geese can be major contributors to the nonpoint source 
problem in areas where their populations are high. 

 
3.3.5  Contaminated Sites 
 
Contaminated sites and sites with the potential to contaminate waterbodies and the water 
supply in northwest Indiana have been an issue of concern for some time and it continues 
to be an evolving issue.  As development is moving away from the urban cores, more 
potential Brownfield sites will remain rather than be redeveloped with existing 
infrastructure.  Brownfield sites typically are commercial, manufacturing, or industrial 
sites that are left behind when the owner relocates or closes the facility.  These sites have 
the potential to pollute waterbodies in the region.  A Brownfield site is contaminated or 
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there is a perception that it is contaminated.  These sites can be costly to redevelop.  
Superfund sites are contaminated sites that pose a risk to human health and the 
environment.  Those that have an immediate risk to human health may be placed on the 
National Priority List.  Issues surrounding landfills have been evolving as well.  Landfills 
also have the potential to impact the region’s water quality.  Appendix VIII identifies 
Superfund sites in northwest Indiana. 
 
3.3.6  Roads, Highways, and Bridges 
 
Pollutant sources associated with roads, highways, and bridges include both those 
generated during construction activity as well as those that are generated once the 
roadway becomes operational.  Sources of pollutants associated with construction 
activities include sediment, on-site fuel storage and fueling operations, solid waste 
generation, chemicals associated with day-to-day operations, and fertilizer used during 
site stabilization.  Pollutants associated with operational activities include roadway 
maintenance operations, solid waste generated from littering, and pollutants washed from 
the pavement (e.g., hydrocarbons, heavy metals, deicing chemicals). 
 
Highway maintenance garages and rest areas also can be major contributors to pollutant 
loadings.  Maintenance garages are typically used for refueling and storage of sand and 
salt materials.  If not properly managed, these substances can become potential 
pollutants.  Rest areas can contribute to pollutant loadings because of their large, 
impervious parking areas and the high volume of vehicles that utilize these facilities.   
 
3.3.7  Combined Sewer Overflows 
 
Combined sewers are a system designed to carry both sanitary wastewater and 
stormwater through the same pipe.  Indiana stopped approving combined sewer systems 
in the 1960s and now requires separate sanitary and stormwater sewer systems.  These 
systems are designed to overflow when capacity is exceeded, with the result a combined 
sewer overflow (CSO) discharging directly into surface waters.  CSOs contain raw 
sewage along with stormwater and contribute pathogens, solids, debris, and toxic 
pollutants to receiving waters.  CSOs can effect public health, water quality, and 
potentially contaminate drinking water supplies.  In northwest Indiana, CSOs have 
contributed to high levels of E. coli and beach closures.  CSO communities are required 
to submit a Long-Term Control Plan establishing the communities plan for eliminating 
CSOs with an implementation schedule of 10-15 years.  In northwest Indiana, the 
following communities are listed by IDEM as having CSO problems:  Chesterton, Crown 
Point, East Chicago, Gary, Hammond, LaPorte, Michigan City, and Valparaiso.   
 
3.3.8  Sanitary Sewer Overflows 
 
Sanitary sewer systems are separate from stormwater systems.  An overflow of the 
sanitary system can occur when capacity is exceeded due to wet weather, when the flow 
is blocked, or when a mechanical failure occurs preventing the system from operating 
properly.  When a sanitary sewer overflow (SSO) occurs raw sewage can enter 
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waterways or overflow onto land.  SSOs can potentially affect public health and has 
environmental concerns.  Table 3-4, 2004 Sewer Overflows, shows the gallons of sewer 
overflow, as reported in 2004 by County. 
 

Table 3-4 2004 Sewer Overflows, by County 
County Gallons Reported Events Reported SSO-Related 

(gallons reported) 
Not Rain-Related 
(gallons reported) 

 
Porter 1,256,247 44 114,787 29,739 
Lake 4,795,345 38 821,105 4,379,070 
LaPorte 307,900 7 0 117,900 
 
3.3.9  Water Supply 

As development moves away from Lake Michigan, drinking water sources will require 
more planning and study.  The Little Calumet-Galien relies heavily on Lake Michigan as 
a drinking water source.  There are areas that rely on well water where recharge issues 
need to be addressed.  Quality drinking water in the Kankakee River basin given the 
current growth projections and the reliance on groundwater sources was identified as a 
major concern.  The Water Conservation and Protection Tool Kit developed by NIRPC 
under a grant from the Joyce Foundation (Appendix IX) is an important tool designed to 
educate consumers on source water issues in the region.  This series of fact sheets 
provides resources for elected officials, land-use professionals, developers, utilities, and 
homeowners on protecting and conserving the region’s water assets. 
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3.4  Critical Areas 
 
Based on various factors including ease of implementation, agencies involved, and 
funding availability, the Watershed Advisory Group and the Lake Michigan Coastal 
Program identified the following priority critical areas on which to focus efforts to 
reduce the nonpoint source pollutants in the identified impaired waterbodies: 
 

1. New development 
2. Existing development 
3. Failing on-site sewage systems 
4. Roads, highways and bridges 

 
3.5  Goal and Objectives 
 
The Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan and the 
Regional Watershed Plan for northwest Indiana have consistently identified the same 
issues relating to urban and rural areas.  In an effort to send a consistent message, the 
Watershed Advisory Group adopted and modified the Goal and the Objectives in the 
Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan for Urban 
and Rural Areas. 
 
Goal: Implement urban and rural nonpoint source practices in northwest Indiana to the 
extent practicable to achieve and maintain applicable water quality standards and 
improve quality of life. 
 
Objectives: The following tables describe the objectives developed to achieve the 
goal.  The objectives were developed to execute management measures discussed in 
depth in the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan, 
Chapter 4 and have been grouped here by critical area.  Each of the objectives is 
accompanied by action items (tasks), resources needed, a listing of responsible 
entities, costs, measures of success (indicators), and a time frame for accomplishing 
each objective.  Possible funding sources for the action items are listed in Appendix 
XI. 
 
The example activities described in the table are intended to represent the types of 
practices that could be employed to achieve the goals and objectives but are not meant 
to include all potential activities.  The relative costs are provided to indicate the 
potential costs to be incurred by the groups implementing the activities and may vary 
considerably depending on the practices that are followed ($ = $10,000 to $50,000; $$ 
= $50,000 to $250,000; $$$ = $250,000 +).  The relative size and scope of specific 
projects are provided in the table. 
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Critical Areas 1 – New Development 
 
Objective 1A (Objective 1 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Ensure the reduction of pollution and stormwater associated with new development and induced changes in hydrology 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Ensure that post 
development average 
annual Total Suspended 
Solids loadings are no 
greater than 
predevelopment loadings  

(ii) Maintain post 
development peak runoff 
and average volume 
similar to pre-
development levels 

 

• Partnerships with local 
entities 

• Education & Outreach 
• Technical assistance 

o Pre-construction – 
Developers and 
local government 

o Post-construction –
Public and other 

• Funding 
• Staff 
• Policy/Program 

guidance/structure 

• Local Planning and Zoning 
• SWCDs 
• Drainage Boards 
• IDEM 
• IDNR 
• ACOE 
• Illinois-IN Sea Grant 
• Homebuilders Associations 

Provide technical 
assistance and 
outreach on Low 
Impact 
Development 
(LID) practices 
($$) 
 
Revise ordinances 
and provide 
assistance to local 
zoning and 
planning 
commissions on 
LID practices ($$)
 

Total suspended solids 
Stormwater runoff volume 

ongoing 
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Critical Areas 1 – New Development 
 
Objective 1B (Objective 2 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Encourage sound planning principles, management, and mitigation measures to protect, enhance, and restore natural resources and 
reduce runoff to surface waters 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Avoid conversion to the 
extent practicable of 
areas that are particularly 
susceptible to erosion 
and sediment loss; 

(ii) Preserve areas that 
provide important water 
quality benefits and/or 
are necessary to maintain 
riparian and aquatic biota 

(iii) Protect, to the extent 
practical, the natural 
integrity of waterbodies and 
natural drainage systems 
during site development 

• Funding 
• Partnerships with: 

Local Watershed groups 
Local Entities 
State Entities 
Federal Entities 
Land trusts 

• Staff 
• Technical Support 
• Education & Outreach 
• Model ordinance language 

• NIRPC 
• IDEM 
• IDNR  
• Sea Grant Planning with 

Power 
• Project WET 
• Hoosier Riverwatch 
• Indiana Local Technical 

Assistance Program 
• Indiana Conservation 

Districts 
• Planning & Zoning Boards 
• Drainage Boards 

Regional 
planning/zoning 
to direct 
development 
away from 
sensitive areas 
($$) 
 
Purchase 
conservation 
easements to 
protect sensitive 
water resources 
($$/100 ft.) 

• TSS 
• Amount of highly erodible land 

left undeveloped 
• Quality of riparian and aquatic 

biota 
• Acres of land placed in either public 

or private protection through 
acquisition, conservation easements, 
etc. 

 

ongoing 
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Critical Areas 1 – New Development 
 
Objective 1C (Objective 3 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Ensure that site-specific development designs protect, enhance, and restore natural resources and reduce runoff to surface waters 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Protect areas that provide 
important water quality 
benefits and/or are 
particularly susceptible to 
erosion and sediment loss; 

(ii) Limit increases of 
impervious areas, except 
where necessary; 

(iii) Limit land disturbance 
activities such as clearing 
and grading, and cut and fill 
to reduce erosion and 
sediment loss 

(iv) Limit disturbance of natural 
drainage features and 
vegetation. 

 

• Pilot Projects/Demonstration 
Sites 

• Funding 
• Technical 

Assistance/Education & 
Outreach 

• Model Ordinances 
 

• NIRPC 
• Planning & Zoning Boards 
• Drainage Boards 
• ACOE 
• Sea Grant 
• LMCP 
• SWCDs 
• DNR/IDEM 
• IDEM  
• IDNR  
• Project WET 
• Hoosier Riverwatch 
• Indiana Local Technical 

Assistance Program 
 

Regional 
planning/zoning 
to direct 
development 
away from 
sensitive areas 
($$) 
 
Technical 
assistance and 
Outreach for 
developers ($) 
Purchase 
conservation 
easements to 
protect sensitive 
water resources 
($$/100 ft.) 

• Protected land/land features 
• Percent imperviousness of site 
• TSS 
• Number of communities that require 

or promote erosion control practices 
be used in new developments and/or 
limit the disturbance of natural 
drainage patterns 

 

Years 1-15 
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Critical Area 2 - Existing Development 
 
Objective 2A (Objective 4 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Ensure the decrease of pollution being discharged from existing residential and industrial facilities 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Identify priority local 
and/or regional watershed 
pollutant reduction 
opportunities, e.g., 
improvements to existing 
urban runoff control 
structures 

(ii) Limit destruction of natural 
conveyance systems 

(iii) Where appropriate, 
preserve, enhance, or 
establish buffers along 
surface waterbodies and 
their tributaries. 

• Funding (for BMPs) 
• Staffing 
• Model Ordinances 
• Technical Assistance 
• Education & Outreach 

• IDNR  
• IDEM 
• Counties 
• Cities 
• SWCDs 
• Homeowners/Lake 

Associations 
• RC&Ds 

Municipal 
stormwater BMP 
retrofits 
($$$/acre) 
 
Technical 
assistance and 
outreach for 
property 
managers ($$) 
 

• E.coli 
• Phosphorus 
• Nitrogen 
• Ammonia 
• Riparian buffers 

Years 10-15 
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Critical Area 2 - Existing Development 
 
Objective 2B (Objective 7 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Reduce the amount of nonpoint source pollution from everyday residential and commercial uses and activities 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Properly store, use, and 
dispose of household 
hazardous chemicals, 
including automobiles 
fluids, pesticides, paints, 
solvents, etc.; 

(ii) Properly apply and dispose 
of lawn and garden care 
products and leaves and 
yard trimmings; 

(iii) Manage turf on golf 
courses, parks, and 
recreational areas with 
minimal application of 
pesticides and fertilizer; 

(iv) Properly operate and 
maintain  onsite sewage 
disposal systems; 

(v) Stop the discharge of 
pollutants into storm drains 
including floatables, waste 
oil, and litter; 

(vi) Ensure commercial 
activities including parking 
lots, gas stations and other 
entities not under NPDES 
purview implement BMPs 

(vii) Properly dispose of pet 
excrement 

Partnerships with  
o Solid Waste Districts 
o Park Districts 
o Private Entities 
o Sanitary Districts 
o City Services 

Model Ordinances 
Local Entities/IOSHA/IDEM 
Education/Outreach 

• Cities/Towns/Park 
Districts/State Parks 

• State Chemist Office 
• Purdue Extension 
• Solid Waste Management 

Districts 
• Sanitary Districts 
• IDEM 
• Hoosier Riverwatch  
• Project WET 

Provide 
household 
hazardous waste 
collection days 
($$$) 
 
Public education 
and outreach ($) 
 
Technical 
assistance and 
outreach for 
property owners 
($$) 
 
New ordinances 
and technical 
assistance for 
septic system 
management ($$)

• Amount of household hazardous 
waste collected annually 

• Decrease in the amounts of fertilizer 
and pesticide applied 

• Phosphorous and/or nitrogen loads 
• On-site sewage disposal system 

inspections 
• Decrease presence of floatables, 

litter, and waste oil in storm drains 
and/or local waterbodies that storm 
drains empty into 

• Decrease in impervious surface 
coverage associated with new 
commercial activities 

Year 1-15 
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Critical Area 3 - Failing On-site Sewage Systems 
 
Objective 3A (Objective 5 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Ensure state officials permit the use of best available technology for installation and maintenance of new onsite sewage disposal systems 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Ensure that new on-site 
sewage disposal systems 
are located, designed, 
installed, operated, 
inspected, and maintained 
to prevent the discharge of 
pollutants to the surface of 
the ground and to the extent 
practicable reduce the 
discharge of pollutants into 
groundwater that is 
hydrologically connected to 
surface waters 

(ii) Placement of on-site 
sewage disposal systems 
away from unsuitable areas 

(iii) Establish protective 
setbacks from surface 
waters, wetlands, and 
floodplains for 
conventional as well as 
alternative on-site sewage 
disposal systems 

• Funding 
• Staff 
• Model Ordinances 
• BMPs  
• Education/Outreach  
• Partnerships with 

o Cities 
o Counties 
o Planning Depts. 
o Researchers 
o Sanitary Districts 
o ISDH 
o County Dept 

Health 
o SWCDs 

• Indiana State Dept of Health 
• County Health Departments  
• Sanitary Districts 
• Purdue Extension 
• IDEM 
• Planning with Power 

Create septic 
system 
management 
utilities ($$) 
 
Implement 
ordinances 
governing site-
specific septic 
system sizing and 
siting 
requirements ($$)

• On-site sewage disposal systems 
permits (location of such facilities) 

• Inspections of on-site sewage 
disposal systems 

• Number of maintenance calls  
• Nitrogen load 
• Pathogen load 
• Number of failed septic systems 

 

Years 1-15 
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Critical Area 3 - Failing On-site Sewage Systems 
 
Objective 3B (Objective 6 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Reduce non-point source pollution resulting from onsite disposal system 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Establish and implement 
policies and systems to 
ensure that existing on-site 
sewage disposal systems 
are operated and 
maintained to prevent the 
discharge of pollutants to 
the surface of the ground 
and to the extent practicable 
reduce the discharge of 
pollutants into groundwater 
that is hydrologically 
connected to surface 
waters. 

(ii) Inspect on-site sewage 
disposal systems at a 
frequency adequate to 
ascertain whether the 
systems are failing; 

(iii) Reduce total nitrogen 
loadings in the effluent by 
50 percent. 

• Funding 
• Partnerships with  

o Local entities 
o Regulators (State)
o Private 

maintenance 
companies 

• Staff 
• Septic systems maps 

 

• County Health Departments 
• Sanitary Districts 
• Property Owners with septic 

systems 
• ISDH 
• IDEM 

 

Create septic 
system 
management 
utilities ($$) 
 
Implement 
ordinances 
governing site-
specific septic 
system sizing and 
siting 
requirements ($$)

• On-site disposal system 
maintenance calls 

• Nitrogen load 
• Number of on-site sewage disposal 

system inspections and findings 
from the inspections 

• Number of failed septic systems 
 

Years 1-15 
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Critical Area 4 - Roads, Highways and Bridges 
 

Objective 4A (Objective 8 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Ensure that state officials plan, site, and develop roads and highways away from areas classified as eco-significant and susceptible to 
erosion and sediment loss 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Protect areas that provide 
important water quality 
benefits or are particularly 
susceptible to erosion or 
sediment loss 

(ii) Limit land disturbance such 
as clearing and grading and 
cut and fill to reduce 
erosion and sediment loss 

(iii) Limit disturbance of natural 
drainage features and 
vegetation 

• Partnerships with 
o Cities 
o Counties 
o Planning Depts. 
o SWCD 

• Toll Road Commission 
• INDOT 
• NIRPC 
• IDNR  
• IDEM  
• IL/IN Sea Grant - Planning 

with Power 
• Indiana Local Technical 

Assistance Program 

Create maps of 
sensitive areas 
and distribute to 
municipalities 
($$$) 
 
Distribute 
example natural 
resource 
protection 
ordinances ($$) 
 
Purchase 
conservation 
easements to 
protect sensitive 
water resources 
($$/100 ft.) 

• Acres of land placed in either 
public or private protection through 
acquisition, conservation 
easements, etc. 

• Number of communities that 
require or promote erosion control 
practices be used in new 
developments and/or limit the 
disturbance of natural drainage 
patterns 

• Inspections of soil and erosion 
control 

Years 1-15 
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Critical Area 4 - Roads, Highways and Bridges 
 

Objective 4B (Objective 9 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Ensure runoff associated with bridges is assessed and that appropriate stormwater quality measures and treatment is utilized to protect 
critical habitat, wetlands, fisheries, and water supplies 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Site, design, and maintain 
bridge structure so that 
sensitive and valuable 
aquatic ecosystems and 
areas providing important 
water quality benefits are 
protected from adverse 
effects. 

 

• Partnerships with 
o Cities 
o Counties 
o Planning Depts. 
o SWCD 

• Toll Road Commission 
• INDOT 
• NIRPC 
• IDNR  
• IDEM  
• Planning with Power 
• Indiana LTAP 
 

Draft guidance for 
road contractors 
($$) 

• Critical habitat assessment associated 
with bridge construction and/or 
maintenance 
• Inspections after rain events to assess 
impact of runoff 
 

Years 1-15 

 
Objective 4C (Objective 10 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Utilize operation and maintenance controls to reduce pollutant loadings to receiving waters from roads, highways, and bridges 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Incorporate pollution 
prevention procedures into 
the operation and 
maintenance of roads, 
highways, and bridges to 
reduce pollutant loadings to 
surface waters 

 

• Partnerships with 
o Cities 
o Counties 
o Planning Depts. 
o SWCDs 
o Highway Departments 
o Toll Road Authority 
o Drainage Boards 

• Toll Road Commission 
• INDOT 
• Highway Department 
• County Gov. 
• City Gov. 
• State Gov. 
• IDNR  
• IDEM 

Draft technical 
guidance reducing 
road salt 
applications ($$) 
 
Require 
stormwater 
collection systems 
include oil/grease 
separators and 
wet detention 
($$$) 

• Number of favorable inspections of 
BMPs 

• Implementation of pollution 
prevention procedures 

• Pollutant loads 

Years 1-15 
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Critical Area 4 - Roads, Highways and Bridges 
 

Objective 4D (Objective 11 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Runoff management systems for existing roads, highways, and bridges should identify priority pollutant reduction opportunities and 
schedule implementation of retrofit projects to protect impacted areas and threatened surface waters 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

(i) Identify priority and 
watershed pollutant 
reduction opportunities 
(e.g., improvements to 
existing urban runoff 
control structures) 

 

• Partnerships with 
o Cities 
o Counties 
o Planning Depts. 
o SWCDs 
o Highway Departments 
o Toll Road Authority 
o Drainage Boards 

• Toll Road Commission 
• INDOT 
• Highway Department 
• County Gov. 
• City Gov. 
• State Gov. 
• IDNR 
• IDEM 
 

Draft technical 
guidance reducing 
road salt 
applications ($$) 
 
Require 
stormwater 
collection systems 
include oil/grease 
separators and 
wet detention 
($$$) 

• Implementation of identified 
pollutant reduction opportunities 

• Pollutant load of impacted 
waterbodies 

Years 1-15 
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Chapter 4 
Agricultural Sources 

 
4.1  Introduction 
 
The issues related to agriculture for the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee River 
watersheds are essentially the same, it is the degree at which some of the uses exist in 
each basin in addition to the topography, hydrology, and soils that establish the extent of 
the impact on the region’s water quality.  This chapter was developed and adapted based 
on the information obtained through discussions with Kankakee River watershed 
stakeholders, the Little Calumet-Galien Technical Team, and information found in the 
6217 plan in an effort to provide a consistent approach to agricultural nonpoint pollution 
reduction. 
 
The total land area for the three-county region is 968,532 acre (Table 4-1).  517,008 acres 
(53%) are considered agricultural land.  Agricultural uses in the Kankakee River 
watershed represent a much larger percentage of the land use than in the Little-Calumet 
Galien.  The majority of the agricultural land is in LaPorte County.  The primary 
agricultural land use is row cropland which includes corn and soybean production.  The 
balance of the land described as agricultural is primarily in hay and pasture which 
includes land used for recreational horses; perennial grass and legume cover; enrolled in 
the Conservation Reserve Program; or year-round vegetative cover while waiting to be 
developed.   
 
Table 4-1: Agriculture Land Use Within the Three-County Region (1,000s acres) 

Category Lake Porter LaPorte Total 
Corn 62 65.4 117 244.4 
Soybean 53.4 54.5 82.6 190.5 
Winter Wheat 3.7 3 5.8 12.5 
Hay 3.3 4.3 9 16.6 
Cattle 2.7 5.2 15.9 23.8 

Source:  NRCS (www.nass.usda.gov.in accessed 9/2/05) 
 
Agricultural uses contribute to nonpoint pollution problems throughout northwest 
Indiana.  E. coli, nutrients (phosphorus and nitrogen), and impaired biotic communities 
are all associated with agricultural uses.  Agricultural practices can impact water quality 
by farming up to waterbodies, allowing livestock to graze through waterbodies, and the 
application of pesticides and fertilizer.  The issues of greatest concern to the Kankakee 
River Basin Commission include practices that contribute to or accelerate soil erosion 
and the erosion of streambanks. 
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4.2  Problems, Causes, and Sources 
 
4.2.1  Erosion from Cropland 
 
Erosion of soils is a significant issue, especially in the Kankakee River watershed.  As 
described in the previous chapter, urban and rural areas contribute runoff that can contain 
soils.  However, disturbed soils associated with agriculture may contribute more soil than 
uses associated with developed communities.  When vegetation is cleared from land, soils 
become exposed to natural elements like wind and rain which cause erosion.  Farming the 
banks of ditches, creeks, streams, and rivers can exacerbate erosion as well.  The 
vegetation that grows along these waterbodies is necessary to hold soils in place.  The 
erosion of soils into waterbodies can impact biotic communities and lead to nutrient 
overloading.  Storm events can further contribute to the problem by moving more 
sediment into waterbodies. 
 
Soil erosion can be characterized as the transport of particles that are detached by rainfall, 
flowing water, or wind.  Eroded soil is either re-deposited in the same field or transported 
from the field in stormwater runoff.  Sediment that leaves the cropland and enters 
waterbodies becomes an agricultural nonpoint source pollutant.  Sediment that originates 
from cropland has a higher pollution potential than from other agricultural land uses.  The 
topsoil of a crop field is usually richer in nutrients and other chemicals because of past 
fertilizer and pesticide applications, as well as nutrient cycling and biological activity.  
Unprotected cropland with slopes greater than two percent may be the most susceptible to 
the erosive effects of rainfall and subsequent water movement over its surface.  Table 4-2 
shows the estimated number of acres of cropland within Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
Counties with slopes of two percent or greater by county. 
 
Table 4-2 Acres of Row Cropland with 2 percent Slopes or Greater  

County Acres of Cropland 
Lake 14,578 
LaPorte 18,887 
Porter 10,126 
Total 43,591 

Source: Information gathered from local USDA/NRCS, DNR/DSC, SWCD, and 
USDA/FSA Personnel April 25, 2003. 
 
Sediment affects the use of water in many ways.  Suspended solids reduce the amount of 
sunlight available to aquatic plants, cover fish spawning areas and food supplies, clog the 
filtering capacity of filter feeders, and clog and harm the gills of fish.  Turbidity interferes 
with the feeding habits of fish.  These effects combine to reduce fish, shellfish, and plant 
populations and decrease the overall productivity of lakes, streams, estuaries, and coastal 
waters.  In addition, recreation is limited because of the decreased fish population and the 
water's unappealing, turbid appearance.  Turbidity also reduces visibility, making 
swimming less safe. 
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The most effective practices that can be applied on working row cropland to reduce 
erosion and resulting off-site sedimentation are conservation tillage and no-till.  
Conservation tillage is defined as leaving at least 30% of the soil surface covered with 
crop residue after planting.  Conservation tillage can reduce soil losses to about half of 
the losses expected when a field is clean-tilled.  No-till is even more effective at reducing 
soil losses.  No-till maintains higher vegetative cover because the soil is only disturbed 
during seeding.  Typical no-till practice knifes the seed into the ground thus minimizes 
the soil exposed to possible erosion.  The second strategy is to route runoff from fields 
through practices that remove sediment.  Practices that could be used to accomplish this 
are filter strips, field borders, grade stabilization structures, sediment retention ponds, 
water and sediment control basins, and conservation reserve acres.  Site conditions will 
dictate the appropriate combination of practices for any given situation.  Site-specific 
practices should be suggested during the development of subwatershed plans. 

4.2.2  Facility Wastewater and Runoff Control from Confined Animal Facilities 

“Indiana Agricultural Statistics 2001-2002” issued cooperatively by the USDA National 
Agricultural Statistics Service and Purdue University Agricultural Research Programs 
documented the following livestock numbers in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties: 
33,800 cattle (2002); 50,679 hogs, and 1,546 sheep (1997).  Poultry numbers were 
insignificant.  The number of small livestock operations in the target area is limited.  
IDEM reports only one (1) permitted Confined Feeding Operation (CFO) subject to 327 
IAC5-4-3, Rule 3, Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations, operating in the Little 
Calumet-Galien Watershed (located in Lake County) and 30 IDEM permitted CFOs in 
the Kankakee River basin.  Most of the CFOs in the Kankakee River watershed are in 
LaPorte County with only four each in Lake and Porter Counties.  Table 4-3 provides an 
estimate provided by local technical experts of the number and types of small livestock 
operations within the Little Calumet-Galien watershed that, because of their size, 
currently are not required to hold permits from IDEM.  Information for the Kankakee 
Basin will need to be gathered in future subwatershed planning efforts.   
 

Table 4-3 Estimated Number & Types of Livestock Operations Not Requiring 
IDEM CFO Permits within the Little Calumet – Galien Watershed 

County Swine Beef Dairy Ducks Chickens Turkeys Sheep Horses*
Lake 4 15 1 0 0 0 3 10 
LaPorte 2 3 5 0 0 0 0 1 
Porter 1 6 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Totals 7 24 7 0 0 0 3 12 
*Includes only operations with an average of 20 or more horses. 
Data Source: Information gathered from local USDA/NRCS, DNR/DSC, SWCD, and 
USDA/FSA Personnel April 25, 2003. 

 
There is potential for more of these facilities to locate in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
Counties, primarily in the Kankakee River watershed.  It is important that these facilities 
are properly permitted and developed according to the current IDEM guidelines.  
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Monitoring nearby waterbodies should be considered by sub-watersheds to determine if 
negative water quality impacts associated with this type of use are occurring.   
 
Facility Wastewater 
 
Animal waste (manure) includes the fecal and urinary wastes of livestock and poultry; 
process water from milking parlors; and the feed, bedding, litter, etc. from livestock 
operations.  Confinement operations concentrate animal wastes from large numbers of 
animals on feeding floors, concrete pits below animal housing units, lagoons, settling 
basins, and other temporary holding structures designed to store animal wastes until they 
can be applied to cropland.  Unless adequate storage capacity is planned for the storage of 
animal wastes, overflows from confined animal facilities have the potential of 
contributing to offsite water quality problems.  The potential for additional pollution 
problems is often compounded by rainfall, which if not handled properly, has the effect 
of adding volume to feeding floors and manure storage areas.   
 
Wastewater from confined animal facilities often contains the following pollutants: 
oxygen demanding substances; nitrogen, phosphorus, and many other major and minor 
plant nutrients; organic solids; salts; bacteria, viruses, and other microorganisms; and 
sediments.  When runoff, wastewater, and manure from confined feeding operations 
occur in surface waters, fish kills often result because of oxygen depletion or dissolved 
ammonia.  Decomposing organic material in surface waters often results in the depletion 
of dissolved oxygen.  The result is anoxic or anaerobic conditions.  Under these 
conditions, the water has an unpleasant taste, odor, and appearance due to the 
accumulation of methane, sulfides, and amines.  Domestic or recreational uses of the 
water are then rendered unsuitable.  Because of the high nutrient and salt content of 
manure and runoff from confined feeding areas, eutrophication of waterbodies may be 
accelerated over time by the release of nutrients from solids.  The potential also exists for 
groundwater pollution if inadequate storage/seepage of livestock wastes occurs. 
 
Runoff 
 
Water quality contamination from livestock wastes is most often affected by the method 
of application, timing, and the amount applied.  Manure applied to the surface has the 
greatest potential for runoff.  When livestock wastes are applied to frozen ground, the 
potential for runoff is even greater during rainfall or snow melt.  When livestock manures 
are “knifed into” the soil, the potential for runoff and the pollution of surface water is 
reduced significantly.  
 
Manure from livestock operations contains high numbers of pathogens.  Runoff from 
cropland receiving livestock manure that has not been incorporated exhibits high 
numbers of bacteria.  The result can be high coliform counts, stream advisories, and 
beach closings. 
 
Groundwater and surface water also are susceptible to pollution when the application rate 
of livestock waste to cropland exceeds the amount of nitrogen, phosphorus, and 
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potassium utilized by the crop.  Soils generally have the capacity to adsorb the 
phosphorus contained in livestock manures; however, surface water may still be impacted 
with phosphorus if soil particles are transported offsite through the soil erosion process.  
Phosphorus is also water-soluble and moves with the drainage water.  Nitrates are water-
soluble and can move freely with drainage water into both surface and ground water 
supplies. 
 
4.2.3  Application of Nutrients to Cropland 
 
In addition to the nutrient sources discussed in Chapter 3, Urban and Rural Areas, the 
application of fertilizer to crops, especially grain producing crops such as corn, soybeans 
and wheat, is a common practice on cropland and for the most part a necessary 
production practice to achieve economically viable crop yields.  Nitrogen (N) and 
phosphorus (P) are the two major nutrients applied to cropland that have the potential to 
degrade water quality.  Agricultural fertilizer is applied to cropland in several different 
forms including dry, liquid and gas (anhydrous ammonia) and is applied a variety of 
ways including broadcasting, banding, injecting and incorporating.  Data obtained from 
the Indiana Agricultural Statistics Report (2001-2002) shows a small decrease in the total 
tons of fertilizer sold statewide from 1991 to 2001 (Figure 4-1).  The distribution of 
fertilizer in 1991 was 3,101,533 tons compared to 2,227,300 tons in 2001. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4-1 Tons of Fertilizer Distributed in Indiana (1990-2002) 

Data Source: Indiana State Chemist Office, Indiana Agricultural Statistics
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The Indiana Agricultural Statistics Service also was able to supply historical information 
on the amount of agricultural fertilizer distributed countywide in each of the three 
counties that encompass the Little Calumet-Galien Watershed and Kankakee River 
watersheds.  As illustrated in Figure 4-2, the downward trend in agricultural fertilizer 
sales in the three counties was more significant than the statewide trend.  The total tons 
distributed in the three counties were 70,345 in 2002 as compared to 91,756 in 1991, a 
reduction of 21,411 tons.  
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Source: Indiana State Chemist Office, Indiana Agricultural Statistics 
 
Figure 4-2 Tons of Fertilizer Distributed in Lake, LaPorte and Porter Counties 
 
All living things require adequate nutrients for growth.  In aquatic environments, low 
nutrient availability usually limits plant growth.  Nitrogen and phosphorus generally are 
present in aquatic environments at background or natural levels below 0.3 and 0.05 mg/L, 
respectively.  When these nutrients are introduced into a stream, lake, or estuary at higher 
rates, aquatic plant productivity may increase dramatically.  This process, referred to as 
cultural eutrophication, may adversely affect the suitability of the water for recreation, 
swimming and other uses.  Increased aquatic plant productivity results in more organic 
material.  The organic material eventually dies and decays.  The decaying organic matter 
produces unpleasant odors and depletes the oxygen supply required by aquatic organisms.  
Depleted oxygen levels, especially in colder bottom waters where dead organic matter 
tends to accumulate, can reduce the quality of fish habitat and encourage the propagation 
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of fish that are adapted to less oxygen or to warmer surface waters.  Highly enriched 
waters will stimulate algae production, with consequent increased turbidity and color.  
Increased turbidity results in less sunlight penetration and availability to submerged 
aquatic vegetation (SAV).  Since SAV provides habitat for small or juvenile fish, the loss 
of SAV has severe consequences for the food chain. 
 
Nitrogen 
 
Nitrogen is naturally present in soils but must be added to increase crop production.  
Nitrogen is added to the soil primarily by applying commercial fertilizers and manure, 
but also by growing legumes (biological nitrogen fixation), and incorporating crop 
residues. 
 
The chemical form of nitrogen affects its impact on water quality.  The most biologically 
important inorganic forms of nitrogen are ammonium (NH4-N), nitrate (NO3-N), and 
nitrite (NO2-N).  Nitrate-nitrogen is highly mobile and can move readily below the crop 
root zone, especially in sandy soils.  It also can be transported with surface runoff, but not 
usually in large quantities.  Ammonium, on the other hand, becomes adsorbed to the soil 
and is lost primarily with eroding sediment.  Even if nitrogen is not in a readily available 
form as it leaves the field, it can be converted to an available form either during transport 
or after delivery to waterbodies. 
 
All forms of transported nitrogen are potential contributors to eutrophication in lakes, 
estuaries, and some coastal waters.  In addition to contributing to eutrophication, 
excessive nitrogen causes other water quality problems.  Dissolved ammonia at 
concentrations above 0.2 mg/L may be toxic to fish, especially trout.  Nitrates in drinking 
water are potentially dangerous, especially to newborn infants.  The U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency has set a limit of 10-mg/L nitrate-nitrogen in water used for human 
consumption (USEPA, 1989). 
 
Phosphorus 
 
Phosphorus typically plays the controlling role in algae growth in freshwater systems.  
The phosphorus content of most soils in their natural condition is low and can be found in 
dissolved, colloidal, or particulate forms.  Manure and fertilizers increase the level of 
available phosphorus in the soil to promote plant growth, but many soils now contain 
higher phosphorus levels than plants need. 
 
Runoff and erosion can carry some of the applied phosphorus to nearby waterbodies.  
Dissolved inorganic phosphorus (orthophosphate phosphorus) is probably the only form 
directly available to algae.  Particulate and organic phosphorus delivered to waterbodies 
may later be released and made available to algae when the bottom sediment of a stream 
becomes anaerobic, causing water quality problems. 
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Though the application of nutrients is a contributor to nonpoint source concerns, the 
Kankakee River Basin Commission does not identify this as a primary concern.  Nitrates 
can be found in waterbodies, but they are not found in alarming proportions. 
 
4.2.4  Pesticide Application to Cropland 
 
The term pesticide includes any substance or mixture of substances intended for 
preventing, destroying, repelling, or mitigating any pest or intended for use as a plant 
regulator, defoliant, or desiccant.  Herbicides, insecticides, fungicides, miticides, and 
nematicides all fall under the general term pesticides.  The principal pesticidal pollutants 
that may be detected in surface water and in groundwater are the active and inert 
ingredients and any persistent degradation products.  Pesticides may enter ground and 
surface water in solution, in emulsion, or bound to soil colloids.  Despite the documented 
benefits of using pesticides to control plant pests and enhance production, these 
chemicals may, in some instances, cause impairments to the uses of surface water and 
groundwater.  Some types of pesticides are resistant to degradation and may persist and 
accumulate in aquatic ecosystems. 
 
The application of pesticides to cropland to control weeds, insects and other pests during 
crop production is a common and most often-necessary production practice.  According 
to Indiana Agricultural Statistics 2001-2002 report, herbicides were applied to 99 percent 
of the corn in Indiana and 98 percent of the soybeans in the state.  Insecticides were 
applied to 47 percent of the corn. The most predominate herbicide used on corn was 
atrazine at 94 percent of the corn acreage.  Metolachlor was 32 percent and acetochlor 
was applied to 27 percent of the corn.  All other corn herbicides listed were used on less 
than 15 percent of the corn ground in 2001.  The highest used insecticide for corn was 
Tefluthrin at only 14 percent of the corn acreage.  No other insecticides listed were 
greater than 10 percent of the acreage.  The most predominately used herbicide on 
soybeans was glyphosate at 85 percent of the acreage.  No other herbicide listed for 
soybeans was greater than 10 percent of the acreage. 
 
No county data on agricultural pesticide use was available for the Lake, Porter, and 
LaPorte Counties, however, local agency personnel indicated on April 25, 2003 that the 
types of pesticides used and the percentage of corn and soybean acreage in the watershed 
treated with pesticides would mirror the patterns documented above for statewide use. 
 
If pesticides move offsite into rivers, streams, and lakes they may impact water quality 
and the environment by eliminating or reducing populations of desirable organisms, 
including endangered species.  Sub-lethal effects include the behavioral and structural 
changes of an organism that jeopardize its survival.  For example, certain pesticides were 
found to inhibit bone development in young fish or to affect reproduction by inducing 
abortion. 
 
Herbicides in the aquatic environment can destroy the food source for higher organisms, 
which may then starve.  Herbicides also can reduce the amount of vegetation available 
for protective cover and the laying of eggs by aquatic species.  
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Sources of pesticide contamination include: atmospheric deposition; spray drift during 
the application process; misuse; and spills, leaks, and discharges that may be associated 
with pesticide storage, handling, and waste disposal. 
 
Pesticide losses are generally greatest when rainfall is intense and occurs shortly after 
pesticide application, a condition for which water runoff and erosion losses also are 
greatest.  Pesticides can be transported to receiving waters either in dissolved form or 
attached to sediment.  Dissolved pesticides may be leached to groundwater supplies.  
Both the degradation and adsorption characteristics of pesticides are highly variable. 
 
Though the application of pesticides is a contributor to nonpoint source pollution, the 
Kankakee River Basin Commission does not identify this as a primary concern.  
Waterbodies within the watershed show the presence of pesticides, but they are not found 
in alarming proportions. 
 
4.2.5  Grazing Management 
 
Surface water quality problems associated with livestock grazing become evident when 
livestock are allowed free access to sensitive areas such as streambanks, wetlands, 
estuaries, ponds, lakeshores, and riparian areas.  The actual physical disturbance caused 
by livestock denudes vegetative cover and increases streambank, shoreline, and riparian 
area soil erosion and sedimentation.  In addition, the direct loading of animal wastes 
caused by livestock seeking water from surface waterbodies is increased significantly and 
can be reflected in the presence of E. coli bacteria in waterbodies.  Finally, overgrazing 
and overstocking also can lead to diminished vegetative cover and increase soil erosion 
accompanied with offsite sedimentation and nutrient problems.  
 
Local investigations indicate there is a limited amount of grazing by cattle and horses 
adjacent to streams in the Little Calumet-Galien watershed as well as some access by 
other types of livestock.  At a technical information gathering meeting held on April 25, 
2003, local USDA/NRCS, IDNR/DSC, SWCD, and USDA/FSA personnel provided the 
following estimates of acres of grazing land and miles of streams impacted in the Little 
Calumet - Galien Watershed: Lake - 850 acres, two miles of streams impacted; LaPorte - 
750 acres, two miles of streams impacted; and Porter – 300 acres, three miles of streams 
impacted.  The total estimated grazing acreage and streams impacted in the watershed 
was 1,900 acres and seven miles of streams.  Information for the Kankakee River Basin 
will need to be gathered in future subwatershed planning efforts. 
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4.3  Critical Areas 

 
The Watershed Advisory Group and the Lake Michigan Coastal Program have 
identified the following critical areas, or priorities, for northwest Indiana: 

 

1. Row cropland with 2 percent or greater slopes within a watershed of a stream 
or lake listed on the state’s 303(d) list for impaired biotic communities and /or 
pathogens 

2. Confined Animal Facilities with animal units well below the numbers that 
require Confined Feeding Operation Permits (20-300 animal units) but located 
with ½ mile of a perennial stream or a lake 

3. Nutrients applied to cropland within a watershed of a stream or lake listed on the 
state’s 303(d) list for impaired biotic communities and /or pathogens without 
reference to a nutrient management plan 

4. Pesticides applied to cropland within a watershed of a stream or lake listed on 
the state’s 303(d) list for impaired biotic communities and /or pathogens without 
reference to a pesticide management plan 

5. Livestock grazing within ½ mile of a perennial stream or a lake of 10 or more 
animal units 
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4.4  Goal and Objectives 

 
The Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan and the 
Regional Watershed Plan for northwest Indiana have consistently identified the same 
issues relating to agricultural sources.  In an effort to send a consistent message, the 
Watershed Advisory Group adopted and modified the Goal and the Objectives in the 
Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan for 
Agricultural Sources. 

 

Goal: Implement agricultural nonpoint source practices in northwest Indiana to the 
extent practicable to achieve and maintain applicable water quality standards and 
improve quality of life. 

 
Objectives: The following tables describe the objectives developed to achieve the 
goal.  The objectives were developed to execute management measures discussed in 
depth in the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan, 
Chapter 2 and have been grouped here by critical area.   Each of the objectives is 
accompanied by action items (tasks), resources needed, a listing of responsible 
entities, costs, measures of success (indicators), and a time frame for accomplishing 
each objective.  Possible funding sources for the action items are listed in Appendix 
XI. 

 
The example activities described in the table are intended to represent the types of 
practices that could be employed to achieve the goals and objectives but are not meant 
to include all potential activities.  The relative costs are provided to indicate the 
potential costs to be incurred by the groups implementing the activities and may vary 
considerably depending on the practices that are followed ($ = $10,000 to $50,000; $$ 
= $50,000 to $250,000; $$$ = $250,000 +).  The relative size and scope of specific 
projects are provided in the table. 
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Critical Area 1- Row Cropland With 2 percent or Greater Slopes 
 
Objective (Objective 1 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Minimize the delivery of sediment from agricultural lands to surface waters 

 
Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 

Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Work with landowners and 
operators to develop and apply 
the erosion control component of 
a conservation management 
system (CMS) on their cropland 
to reduce erosion 

• More technical personnel  
• More funds for cost-sharing/ 

incentives  
• Educational resources for 

educating the public 
• Cooperation and support 

from agricultural agencies, 
organizations and other 
interest groups 

 

• Natural Resource 
Conservation Service 

• Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources  

• Purdue Cooperative 
Extension Service  

• Indiana Department of 
Environmental  

• Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts 

Provide technical 
assistance and 
outreach 
regarding contour 
and conservation 
tillage ($$) 

• Number of conservation plans 
developed that include the erosion 
control component of a conservation 
management system (CMS) 

• Number of erosion control practices 
and technologies implemented to 
settle solids and associated 
pollutants in runoff from the 
contributing area for storms up to 
and including a 10 year, 24 hour 
frequency.  

• Reduced sediments and attached 
pollutants in surface water 

1-15 years 
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Critical Area 2- Confined Animal Facilities 
 
Objective (Objective 2 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Minimize the discharge of contaminants from facility wastewater and stormwater runoff 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Work with owners and operators 
of small confined animal 
facilities to design and 
implement animal waste storage 
and waste utilization systems 

• Increased technical personnel
• More funds for cost 

sharing/incentives 
• Educational resources for 

educating the public 
• Cooperation and support 

from agricultural agencies, 
organizations and other 
interest groups 

 

• Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management 

• Natural Resource 
Conservation Service 

• Purdue Cooperative 
Extension Service  

• Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources 

• Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts  

 

Inventory small 
animal feeding 
operations ($$) 
 
Provide technical 
assistance and 
outreach on 
manure 
management 
practices ($$) 
 
Provide grants for 
example facilities 
($$$) 

• Number of manure management 
plans developed which include the 
design of a system to collect, store, 
and properly utilize accumulated 
solids and wastewater from the 
confinement facility along with the 
runoff from storms up to and 
including 25 year, 24 hour 
frequency. 

• Number of animal waste storage 
facilities installed 

• Number of animal waste utilization 
systems implemented  

• Improved water quality by a 
reduction of pathogens in surface 
water 

1-10 years 
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Critical Area 3- Nutrients Applied to Cropland 
 
Objective (Objective 3 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Reduce the potential for runoff and/or leaching of nutrients applied to cropland into surface and/or groundwater  
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Work with landowners and 
operators to develop and 
implement nutrient management 
plans 

• More technical personnel  
• More funds for cost-sharing/ 

incentives  
• Educational resources for 

educating the public 
• Cooperation and support 

from agricultural agencies, 
organizations and other 
interest groups 

 

• Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management 

• Natural Resource 
Conservation Service 

• Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources  

• Purdue Cooperative 
Extension Service  

• Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts 

Provide technical 
assistance and 
outreach on 
integrated nutrient 
management 
practices ($$) 
 

• Number of nutrient management 
plans developed that describe the 
nutrient rates necessary to achieve 
realistic crop yields based on current 
soil tests and other agronomic 
information while maximizing 
nutrient use efficiency 

• Number of nutrient management 
plans implemented 

• Improved water quality as a result of 
a reduction of nutrients in surface 
and groundwater. 

 

1-15 years 
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Critical Area 4- Pesticides Applied to Cropland 
 
Objective (Objective 4 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Reduce the potential for runoff and/or leaching of pesticides applied to cropland into surface and/or groundwater 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Work with landowners and 
operators to develop and 
implement pesticide management 
plans 

• More technical personnel  
• More funds for cost-sharing/ 

incentives  
• Educational resources for 

educating the public 
• Cooperation and support 

from agricultural agencies, 
organizations and other 
interest groups 

 

• Purdue Cooperative 
Extension Service 

• Natural Resource 
Conservation Service  

• Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources  

• Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management 

• Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts 

 

Provide technical 
assistance and 
outreach on 
integrated 
pesticide 
management 
practices ($$) 
 

• Number of pest management plans 
developed that evaluate pest 
problems and incorporate integrated 
pest management strategies to 
improve use efficiency and 
effectiveness while minimizing risk 
of runoff and/or leaching  

• Number of pest management plans 
implemented 

• Improved water quality as a result 
of a reduction of pesticides in 
surface and groundwater. 

1-15 years 
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Critical Area 5- Livestock Grazing 
 
Objective (Objective 5 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Reduce physical disturbance and direct loading of animal waste and/or sediment caused by grazing livestock  
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities and 
Relative Cost

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Work with landowners and 
operators to plan and apply the 
pasture components of a 
conservation management 
system on grazing land 

• More grazing land specialists
• More funds for cost-sharing/ 

incentives  
• Educational resources for 

educating the public 
• Cooperation and support 

from agricultural agencies, 
organizations and other 
interest groups 

• Promotion of conservation 
easements by local planning 
groups 

 

• Natural Resource 
Conservation Service  

• Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources 

• Purdue Cooperative 
Extension Service 

• Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management 

• Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts  

 

Conduct regional 
survey of 
livestock in 
streams ($) 
 
Provide technical 
assistance and 
outreach on 
availability of 
EQIP and other 
resources for 
livestock control 
($) 

• Number of grazing land 
management plans developed that 
include the pasture components of a 
conservation management system 
(CMS). 

• Number of grazing land 
management plans implemented 

• Number of rotational grazing 
systems established 

• Number of feet of fencing installed 
to remove access of livestock to 
streams, riparian areas and wetlands 

• Improved surface water quality 
from reduced input of sediment 
and pathogens related to livestock 
access to sensitive areas and/or 
runoff from poorly vegetated 
grazing lands. 

1-10 years 
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Chapter 5 
Hydromodification 

 
5.1  Introduction 

 
Rivers and streams are influenced by several variables and if one variable is changed, it 
produces change in the others.  There are five variables that are controlling factors in 
rivers:  
 

 Flow:  The volume and velocity of water delivered to the stream. 
 Gradient:  The slope of the streambed. 
 Sediment Load:  The amount of natural sediment delivered to and transported by 

the river system. 
 Channel Width: The width from bank to bank of the stream (usually varies) 
 Channel Depth: The depth from the top of the bank to the bottom of the stream 

(usually varies) 
 
Changes in flow, gradient, sediment load, channel width, or channel depth are 
hydromodifications and the affect on the river system can produce severe changes 
throughout the watershed.  Hydromodification is the most prevalent source of 
degradation in streams, including primarily alterations caused by agricultural activities 
and urban development.   
 
Historically, agricultural activities were the most prevalent source of hydromodification, 
however as urbanization has occurred this has begun to change.  Currently, development 
trends show population shifts away from urban areas bringing new development further 
south and east into land that was previously open or used for agricultural purposes.  As 
this occurs many activities associated with hydromodification are occurring.  These 
activities not only impact a small stream or waterbody near where these activities are 
occurring, but potentially the entire watershed.  These activities result in both short and 
long term water quality degradation, accelerated erosion and sedimentation, destruction 
of aquatic habitat, and impairment or elimination of certain beneficial functions 
performed by the region’s waters.   
 
Some of the common hydromodifications are listed below (for more detailed refer to the 
Indiana Coastal Program’s Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan, Chapter 6): 
 

• Channelization 
• Stream relocating 
• Headwater stream and wetlands fills 
• Straightening 
• Levee construction 
• Bank armoring/bank stabilization 
• Clearing and snagging 
• Riparian encroachment 
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• Flow regulation 
• Bridge and culvert construction 
• Draining, filling  
• Urbanization 

 
The hydrology of northwest Indiana’s two major watersheds has been severely altered 
from pre-settlement conditions.  Both the Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee 
watersheds have experienced channelization, diversions, dredging, and drainage of large 
expanses of marshland.  These changes affect water quality.  In Chapter 2, Watershed 
Descriptions, many of these issues were highlighted in the natural history and land use 
sections.  This issue also is discussed specific to the Little Calumet-Galien watershed in 
the 6217 Coastal Plan and excerpts of that chapter are found below. 
 
5.2  Kankakee River Watershed 
 
The entire length of the Kankakee River has been channelized in Indiana by straightening 
and relocating the channel.  The Kankakee River, pre-channelization, was a naturally 
meandering river through Indiana, with approximately 2000 bends upstream from 
Momence, Illinois (IDNR, 1990).  Channelization of the Kankakee River was completed 
in the early twentieth century, by the beginning of World War I.  Channelization of the 
Kankakee River through Indiana has reduced the river to one-third of its historic natural 
stream distance.   
 
Most tributaries of the Kankakee River are manmade channels, particularly in 
downstream reaches that discharge into the river.  Historically many of the larger 
tributaries of natural origin outletted into the Kankakee Marsh, however the marsh was 
drained by excavated ditches (IDNR, et al, 1976).  These projects transpired between the 
late 1800s and early 1900s (IDNR, 1990).  The Grand Kankakee Marsh covered over 
400,000 acres with the main body varying from 3 to 10 miles in width from the 
headwaters (near South Bend) to the riverbed near Momence.  Some smaller arms of the 
marsh extended 5 to 10 miles further into tributary valleys and low-lying areas within the 
floodplain (IDNR, 1990).  The interior of the marsh contained isolated dunes and sand 
ridges.  The marsh was drained primarily for agricultural purposes using ditches.  In the 
late 1800s, technology allowed for large-scale drainage projects using the steam dredge.  
In the 1880s, Singleton Ditch (which drains most of southern Lake County) was the first 
of many ditching and dredging activities (IDNR, 1990).   
 
Levees, dikes, and spoil banks also have been put into place throughout the basin to 
provide flood protection.  Spoil banks, some of which are comprised of spoil from earlier 
dredging and ditching projects, provide some protection from flooding.  Levees are used 
to provide protection for residential and resort communities.  Levee breaks during flood 
events not only can affect these communities, but also wash out riverbanks, thus 
increasing sedimentation problems.  Agricultural dikes and spoil banks are used to 
protect large areas of farmland.  Pump stations usually are used to supplement these ditch 
and levee systems (IDNR, 1990). 
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5.3  Little Calumet-Galien Watershed 
 
The Little Calumet-Galien watershed has undergone significant changes, as well.  The 
changes along Lake Michigan have come mainly from development for residential, 
industrial, commercial and marine uses along the coastline.  The current Grand Calumet 
and Little Calumet River systems have a long history of channel modifications, flow 
reversals, and diversions (see IDNR, 1994 for a full history). 
 
Industrialization and urbanization of the Little Calumet-Galien watershed during the 20th 
century have altered the basin including the constant threat of destruction from 
excavation and sand mining of the dunes, while the beaches along Lake Michigan were 
threatened with filling.  Ten square miles of land have been transformed in this manner.  
At the same time, the region’s hydrology also has been impacted by channelization, 
construction of drainage canals, and the draining and filling of wetlands.  Specific 
impacts include channelization of the Little Calumet River, the Grand Calumet River and 
other tributaries to Lake Michigan, and the construction of drainage canals, in particular 
the Indiana Harbor Canal.  Additional changes include drainage and filling of vast 
acreages of wetlands while native soil surfaces have been replaced with impermeable, 
urban surfaces.  
 
5.4  Problems, Causes, and Sources 
 
As discussed in previous sections of this chapter, hydromodification has severely altered 
the watersheds in northwest Indiana.  Some of the most frequent hydromodifications 
include channel modifications, dams, wetland loss, and streambank and shoreline erosion. 
 
5.4.1  Channel Modification 
 
Channel modifications have occurred to improve flood control, navigation, and drainage.  
Examples of channel modification include straightening, widening, deepening or 
relocating existing stream channels.  The channelization of the Kankakee River in the 
early twentieth century is one such channel modification.  Another would be the use of 
dykes and levees to improve drainage for surrounding property. 
 
In the Little Calumet-Galien watershed, the alteration of the flow of the Calumet River 
and the subsequent changes creating the Little Calumet and Grand Calumet Rivers is 
another modification.  The creation of the Calumet Sag Channel permanently altered the 
Little Calumet-Galien watershed, forever diverting a portion of the watershed to the 
Mississippi Basin.  Channel modifications have sped up the flow of water in some 
instances carrying larger amounts of sediment downstream and further degrading an 
already stressed system. 
 
5.4.2  Dams 
 
A dam is a structure which impounds water exceeding the normal capacity of the channel 
during average flows and acts as a barrier to downstream and upstream transport in the 
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river.  Locating and construction of a dam can be undertaken for many purposes, 
including flood control, power generation, irrigation, livestock watering, fish farming, 
navigation, municipal water supplies, and recreation.   

Dams are associated with hydromodification for many reasons.  Locating a new dam can 
overwhelm wetlands, riparian areas, and upland areas with excess water or reduce, and 
sometimes eliminate, downstream flooding needed by some wetlands and riparian areas.  
Dams also can block migration routes of fish.  The construction of a dam can increase 
turbidity and sedimentation in the waterway.  Leaking of fuel and chemical spills from 
construction equipment may occur during construction and operation.  The operation of 
dams can generate nonpoint pollution from the controlled release of water including 
increased loads of organic materials, phosphorus, nitrogen; changes in pH; increased 
erosion of the streambed by scouring the channel below the dam; and changes in water 
temperature downstream. 
 
Numerous dams were built at the turn of the century for power to cut timber and grind 
grain.  Locations and details about dams in the Little Calumet-Galien Watershed are 
shown in Table 5-1 below.  There are no dams located along the Kankakee River.  
However there are some small dams found in tributaries of the Kankakee River. 
Information for the Kankakee River Basin will need to be gathered in future 
subwatershed planning efforts. 
 

Table 5-1 Dams in Little Calumet-Galien Watershed 
Dam State ID # Height In feet Surface Area-acres 

LAKE COUNTY    
Hobart Deep River (in channel) 45-1 Approx. 10 ? 
Hooseline &Molchan Lake Dam 45-10 16 – 20 12 
Lake George Dam 45-2 22 242 
Doubletree Lake Estates   N. 45-11 28.5 90 
Doubletree Lake Estates  W. 45-12 6 90 

PORTER COUNTY    
Cyrus Noayad Lake Dam 64-10 10-20 9.6 
Lake Louise Dam 64-8 45 228 
Lake of Four Seasons (dam “A”) 64-13 27 56.84 
Lake of Four Seasons (dam “B) 64-12 31 14.35 
Lake of the Woods Dam 64-2 22 20.41 
Linde Dam (in channel) 64-21 11 11 
Loomis Lake Dam 64-9 17 49.72 
Norman Olson Lake Dam 64-6 20 14 
Old Longs Mill Dam 64-3 15 9.91 
Rice Lake Dam 64-7 15 17.03 
Robbins Pond Dam 64-14 10 20 
Roy Nicholson Dam 64-4 10 1 
Bethlehem Steel Check Dam #1 64-16 4 1 
Bethlehem Steel Check Dam #2 64-17 4 1 
Bethlehem Steel Check Dam #3 64-18 4 1 
Bethlehem Steel Check Dam #4 64-19 4 1 
Bethlehem Steel Check Dam #5 64-20 ? 16 
Bethlehem Steel Check Dam #6 64-22 ? 21 

LAPORTE COUNTY    



WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN 
FOR LAKE, PORTER, AND LAPORTE COUNTIES 

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission 5-5 
 

Camp Red Mill Lake Dam 46-8 21 21.69 
Dingler Lake Dam 46-1 Approx. 16 10 
Jack Ragle Low Head Dam 46-12 4.3 1 
La Lumiere 46-11 15 15 
Seven Springs Lake Dam 46-4 12 42.2 
Seybert Lake Dam 46-3 6 1 

Wallace Lake Dam  46-9 Approx. 15 38 
Walton Lake Dam 46-10 8 19.44 
Lakeside Estates Dam 46-13 17.2 2.5 
Michigan City Golf Course  46-14 12 1 

 
5.4.3  Wetland Loss 
 
Wetland loss due to hydromodifications and urban development is significant in these 
watersheds.  Historical wetlands estimates based on NRCS hydric soils determinations 
for Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties place one-time wetlands acreage at approximately 
360,000 acres. 1986 inventories place the current amount of wetlands at approximately 
63,000 acres, or about 82.5 percent loss of previous wetlands acreages in the region.  
Figure 5-1 represents the wetland change over time. 
 
Roughly five percent, 100 to 200 square miles, of the total land area of the Kankakee 
River watershed (which lies within all or portions of 9 counties in Indiana and drains 
2,989 square miles) is covered by 17,000 to 27,000 wetlands.  Of that, approximately 
four percent are one acre or smaller; 42 percent are between one acre and 10 acres; 42 
percent are between 10 acres and 40 acres; and 12 percent are greater than 40 acres 
(IDNR, 1990).  In comparison, approximately 11 percent, 65 to 68 square miles, of the 
total land area of the Little Calumet-Galien Watershed (which lies within portions of 3 
counties in Indiana and encompasses approximately 604 square miles) is covered by 
7,242 wetlands.  Of that, about 40 percent are one acre or smaller; 48 percent are one acre 
to 10 acres; 10 percent range from 10 to 40 acres; and 2 percent are greater than 40 acres 
(IDNR, 1994). 
 
The region’s hydrology also has been impacted by urbanization and hydromodification, 
as described above.  Additional changes include draining and filling of vast acreages of 
wetlands while native soil surfaces have been replaced with impermeable, urban surfaces.  
The rich habitat types within the watershed wetland areas are particularly susceptible to 
degraded water quality.  While wetlands often are referred to as the “kidneys” of a natural 
system due to their ability to filter, contain, and transform nutrients, excessive levels of 
nutrients tend to drive biologically diverse wetland plant communities toward weedy 
species.  As a result, emergent marshes tend to become dominated by invasive species 
like narrow leaved cattail or phragmites; sedge meadows are replaced with reed canary 
grass; and bottomland forests are replaced with sandbar willow and box elder.  Animal 
diversity tends to decline as plant diversity declines. 
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Figure 5-1 Change in Lake, Porter and LaPorte Wetlands  
 
5.4.4  Streambank and Shoreline Erosion 
 
Erosion is the wearing away of land by wind or water, which occurs naturally, however it 
can be intensified by human activities.  Streambank erosion is the loss of land along 
rivers and creeks and shoreline erosion is the loss of beach along lakes including Lake 
Michigan. 
 
Excessive erosion of shorelines and streambanks can have adverse impacts on riparian 
habitats due to increased sediment loads, turbidity, and nutrients.  Development, or the 
change in land use from open space to residential or something of a higher intensity, can 
increase erosion impacts.  The impacts of increased impervious surfaces caused by 
development were discussed in Chapter 3.  Development up to streambanks or the 
removal of riparian vegetation for whatever purpose can accelerate erosion because this 
vegetation helps hold soils in place, reducing the rate of erosion.  Without the riparian 
buffers, stormwater from nearby development or human activities can increase the rate 
that streambanks and the shoreline are eroded. 
 
Streambank erosion is of great concern in the Kankakee River watershed.  The banks of 
the Kankakee and Yellow Rivers also serve as flood levees providing protection from 
major storm events.  Any erosion to the streambank can compromise the stability of the 
levee and threaten widespread flooding.  Thus any erosion is cause for concern and 
immediate maintenance. 
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In the Kankakee River watershed, there are two primary tributaries that contribute 
significant amounts of sediment to the Kankakee River due to streambank erosion.  The 
confluence of the Yellow River into the Kankakee River is at the LaPorte County border.  
The Yellow River is partially channelized upstream which increases its flow and as it 
flows through highly erodible soil in Starke County it carries a large amount of sand into 
the Kankakee River.  Even though this occurs outside of the study area, it is important to 
note the occurrence as it does ultimately affect Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties. 
 
In Lake County, streambank erosion occurs along drainage ditches and streams that 
empty into the Singleton Ditch.  The Singleton Ditch was originally dug to drain the 
marsh that covered much of southern Lake County.  The Singleton Ditch has been 
channelized and today the sediment flows into Illinois and into the Kankakee River. 
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5.5  Critical Areas 
 
The Watershed Advisory Group and the Lake Michigan Coastal Program have 
identified the following critical areas, or priorities, for northwest Indiana: 
 

1. Channelization 
2. Wetland Loss 
3. Erosion and sediment control associated with dams 
4. Streambank and shoreline erosion 
 

5.6  Goal and Objectives 
 
The Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan and the 
Regional Watershed Plan for northwest Indiana have consistently identified the same 
issues relating to hydromodifications.  In an effort to send a consistent message, the 
Watershed Advisory Group adopted and modified the Goal and the Objectives in the 
Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan for 
Hydromodifications. 
 
Goal: Ensure the protection of northwest Indiana’s waterbodies from further impacts 
of hydromodification and wetland loss to meet and maintain applicable water quality 
standards. 
 
Objectives: The following tables describe the objectives developed to achieve the 
goal.  The objectives were developed to execute management measures discussed in 
depth in the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan, 
Chapters 6 and 7 and have been grouped here by critical area.   Each of the objectives 
is accompanied by action items (tasks), resources needed, a listing of responsible 
entities, costs, measures of success (indicators), and a time frame for accomplishing 
each objective.  Possible funding sources for the action items are listed in Appendix 
XI. 
 
The example activities described in the table are intended to represent the types of 
practices that could be employed to achieve the goals and objectives but are not meant 
to include all potential activities.  The relative costs are provided to indicate the 
potential costs to be incurred by the groups implementing the activities and may vary 
considerably depending on the practices that are followed ($ = $10,000 to $50,000; $$ 
= $50,000 to $250,000; $$$ = $250,000 +).  The relative size and scope of specific 
projects are provided in the table. 
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Critical Area 1 – Channelization 
 
Objective 1A (Objective 1 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Evaluate the potential effects of proposed channelization on instream and riparian habitats 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Conduct an environmental 
assessment of proposed 
channelization projects prior to 
development 

Technical consultant 
 

Owners of properties affecting 
channel 
County Drainage Board 

Environmental 
Assessment ($$) 

Percentage of proposed projects with 
environmental assessments 

1 to 5 years 
 

 
Objective 1B (Objective 1 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Plan and design channelization to reduce undesirable impacts 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Plan and design channelization 
projects to minimize the impact 
on water volume, rate, and 
quality 

Technical consultant 
 

Owners of properties affecting 
channel 
County Drainage Board 
 

Develop design 
criteria ($$) 

Project designs with minimal impact 
on the environment 

2 to 5 years 
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Critical Area 1 – Channelization 
 
Objective 1C (Objective 1 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Develop an operation and maintenance program with specific timetables for existing modified channels which includes opportunity to 
restore instream and riparian habitat 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Inventory existing modified 
channels 
Assess potential for the 
restoration of instream and 
riparian habitats 

• Technical consultant 
• Funding 
 

IDNR-DOW Channelization 
inventory ($$) 

Number of Operation and Maintenance 
plans developed for existing modified 
channels 

3 to 5 years 
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Critical Area 2 – Wetland Loss 
 
Objective 2A (Objective 5 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Protect wetlands and riparian areas 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

• Inventory wetlands 
• Develop site plans that 

minimize disturbance of 
high quality wetlands and 
riparian areas 

• Investigate land protection 
measures for high quality 
wetlands and riparian areas 

• Funding 
• Technical Assistance  
• Educational 
• Land Trusts 

• IDEM 
• IDNR 
• SWCD 
• US Army Corps of Engineers
• USDA 
• US Fish & Wildlife 

Create and field 
check wetland 
maps ($$) 
 
Develop 
ordinances 
requiring wetland 
protection and 
mitigation ($) 
 
Investigate 
creation of 
regional wetland 
mitigation banks 
in disturbed areas 
($$) 

No net loss of wetlands and riparian 
areas 

1-5 years 
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Critical Area 2 – Wetland Loss 
 
Objective 2B (Objective 6 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Restore and enhance wetlands and riparian areas 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Inventory wetlands 
Assess quality of wetlands and 
riparian areas 
Develop restoration plan for 
designated wetlands and riparian 
areas 

• Funding 
• Technical Assistance 
• Educational Assistance 

• IDEM 
• IDNR 
• SWCD 
• US Army Corps of Engineers
• USDA 
• US Fish & Wildlife 

Create and field 
check wetland 
maps ($$) 
 
Develop 
ordinances 
requiring wetland 
protection and 
mitigation ($) 
 
Investigate 
creation of 
regional wetland 
mitigation banks 
in disturbed areas 
($$) 

Increase in quantity and quality of 
wetlands and riparian areas 

1-5 years 
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Critical Area 3 – Dams 
 
Objective 3A (Objective 2 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Construction and maintenance of dams must comply with MS4 guidelines 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Review plans for new 
construction and maintenance of 
dams 

Technical assistance The agencies with jurisdiction 
over the various MS4 areas 

Construction plan 
reviews ($$) 

• Percent of dam project in 
compliance with MS4 guidelines 

Currently in 
effect 

 
Objective 3B (Objective 3 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Develop and implement a program to manage dams for the improvement of surface water quality and instream and riparian habitat 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

• Maintain standards for 
releasing waters from dams 
to address water quality 
problems and minimize 
them 

•  

• Technical assistance 
• Funding 
 

• Owners of dams 
• IDNR-DOW  
 

Program 
development ($$) 

Reduced stream scouring and streambank 
erosion and stable water levels 
 

1 to 2 years 
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Critical Area 3 – Dams 
 
Objective 3C (Objective 3 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Develop and implement a program to manage dams to minimize problems caused by excess water withdrawal 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

• Dialogue with any industry 
or group withdrawing 
waters from dammed pools 

• Technical assistance 
• Funding 

• Owners of Dams and 
agencies withdrawing water 
from pools 

• IDNR-DOW 

Program 
development ($$) 

Improved water quality 1 to 2 years 
 

 



WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN 
FOR LAKE, PORTER, AND LAPORTE COUNTIES 

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission        5-15 
 

Critical Area 4 – Streambank and Shoreline Erosion 
 
Objective 4A (Objective 4 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Stabilize streambanks with vegetative materials 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Minimize erosion by planting 
streambanks 
 

• Funds for designing and 
implementing 
(bioengineering) plantings 
along streambanks and 
shorelines 

• Local agencies and interest 
groups to monitor progress of 
growth and to watch for 
damaged areas which need 
maintenance 

• Owners of the property  
• IDNR-DOW 
• Local interest groups 

Identify areas of 
high streambank 
erosion potential 
and property 
owners ($) 
 
Provide technical 
assistance and 
local match for 
319 and other 
grant sources for 
erosion control 
projects ($$) 

• No loss of streambanks 
• Improved water quality  
 

2 to 5 years 
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Critical Area 4 – Streambank and Shoreline Erosion 
 
Objective 4B (Objective 4 in 6217 Coastal Plan) 
Protect streambank and shoreline features with the potential to reduce nonpoint source pollution 
 

Action Items (Tasks) Resources Needed  Responsible Entities Example 
Activities 

and Relative 
Cost 

Measure of Success/Indicator Time Frame

Reduce nonpoint source 
pollution utilizing protective 
vegetation to trap soil and 
sediments and utilize nutrient in 
growth cycle 

• Funds for designing and 
implementing 
(bioengineering) plantings 
along streambanks and 
shorelines 

• Local agencies and interest 
groups to monitor progress of 
growth and to watch for 
damaged areas which need 
maintenance 

 

• Owners of the property  
• IDNR-DOW 
• Local interest groups 

Identify areas of 
high streambank 
erosion potential 
and property 
owners ($) 
 
Provide technical 
assistance and 
local match for 
319 and other 
grant sources for 
erosion control 
projects ($$ 

• No loss of streambanks 
• Improved water quality  

2 to 5 years 
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Chapter 6 
Adoption and Evaluation 

 
6.1  Plan Adoption 
 
This plan and any amendments will be approved by NIRPC’s Environmental 
Management Policy Committee and then adopted by the full NIRPC Commission.  It will 
be consistently reviewed for updates every five (5) years with a comprehensive review 
every 15 years.  Amendments and changes may be made more frequently as laws change 
or new information becomes available that will assist in providing a better outlook on the 
Little Calumet-Galien and Kankakee River Watersheds within northwest Indiana.  The 
responsibility for overseeing implementation of the plan falls on the Watershed Advisory 
Group housed at NIRPC. 
 
Additionally, as the 5-year action steps for implementation of objectives are adopted for 
the Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Nonpoint Pollution Control Plan they will be 
sent to the Watershed Advisory Group for review and adoption as an amendment to this 
plan. 
 
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) are scheduled for various waterbodies throughout 
the implementation time of this plan.  As these TMDLs are developed, NIRPC will track 
and participate in the process.  When TMDLs are completed, information and 
recommendations pertinent to this plan will be integrated into this document. 
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6.2  Subwatershed Plan Development 
 
This plan was developed to provide a framework for subwatershed plan development.  In 
order to develop detailed subwatershed plans that meet the USEPA/IDEM criteria for 
watershed plans, the following steps should be followed.  (Detailed guidance is available 
through IDEM’s Watershed Management Section - 
http://www.state.in.us/idem/water/planbr/wsm/index.html): 
 
 

Task Relationship to Regional Watershed Plan 
Define Watershed Look at Chapter 2 for existing efforts and use the watershed 

description as a general description.  The subwatershed group 
should provide more detail for their subwatershed including 
summarizing any additional subwatershed information or 
data. 

Identify Problems & 
Causes 

Reference and build upon appropriate sections from Chapters 
3-5 

Identify Sources Reference and build upon appropriate sections from Chapters 
3-5 including providing details on each source (e.g., number 
of acres of corn) and an estimate of existing loads especially 
for the Kankakee River watershed were many details were not 
available for this framework plan. 

Identify Critical Areas Reference and build upon appropriate sections from Chapters 
3-5 including the development of load estimates. 

Set Goals and 
Indicators 

Build upon the goals and objectives presented in Chapters 3-5 
with numeric goals and objectives and corresponding 
indicators.  This should include estimates of load reductions 
(or target loads) needed to meet water quality standards for 
each pollutant or target parameter. 

Choose Measures/ 
BMPs 

Develop specific management measures/actions by 
subwatershed for the specific problems, causes, and sources 
noted including: the identification of tasks, funding sources, 
estimated load reductions, time frame, responsible parties, and 
resource needs (i.e., technical assistance and financial).  In 
addition, the planned order of implementation of the measures 
should be outlined. 

Monitor Effectiveness Develop schedule of milestones and monitoring plan for 
specific subwatershed. 
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6.3  Evaluation 
 
Evaluation provides a feedback mechanism for periodically assessing the effectiveness of 
management practices and allows stakeholders to identify areas where program 
improvement is possible.  Programs that are periodically reviewed and evaluated (with 
results reported to participants, funders, and the general public) are more effective and 
are more likely to receive the public and political support necessary to achieve success 
(Friends of the St. Joe River Association, 2005). 

 
Typically, evaluation programs include two types of measures: quantitative and 

qualitative.  In the subwatershed planning process, as a specific management measure is 
chosen, the specific approach to its evaluation must be determined.  Below are some 
examples of the two approaches (Friends of the St. Joe River Association, 2005): 
 
Quantitative Measures 
 
• Chemical monitoring of surface waters (e.g. temperature, nutrients, dissolved oxygen, 

bacteria) 
• Biological monitoring of surface waters (e.g. fish, macroinvertebrate, plant 

communities) 
• Stream flow monitoring (e.g. volume, velocity) 
• Sediment monitoring (e.g. deposition, composition) 
• Increases in the amount of sediment/debris removed from streets and catch basins 
• Number of buffer ordinances adopted by townships and cities 
• Increase in the number of construction sites that are implementing soil erosion control 

BMPs 
• Educational workshop attendance levels 
 
Qualitative Measures 
 
• Public opinion surveys 
• Public assessments of surface water clarity, odor, color, etc. 
• Increased awareness of impacts of nonpoint source pollutants on aquatic habitats 
• More positive feelings about vegetated buffer strips along urban creeks 
• Increased cooperation and networking among watershed groups 
• Public confidence that groundwater is safe 
• Belief that information from NIRPC or other groups is accurate, non-partisan, and 

valuable 
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6.4  Monitoring 
 
The most common environmental assessment tool used to measure the effectiveness of 
watershed management practices is water quality monitoring.  This type of monitoring 
typically consists of chemical, biological, and habitat assessments.  It can provide 
valuable information and offers a fairly objective and verifiable way to track water 
quality over the short and long term once a baseline is established.   
 
As this plan is implemented, these agencies and other partners such as the Indiana Lake 
Michigan Coastal Program, the Kankakee River Basin Commission, and subwatershed 
organization, will need to develop a coordinated environmental monitoring program.  
Depending on the scale of future watershed planning efforts, each subwatershed may 
need to develop their own monitoring plan. 
 
Regional monitoring strategies should be utilized whenever possible, especially if the 
goal is to get an accurate picture of water quality trends on a watershed-wide scale over 
time or if multiple pollutant sources are involved.  IDEM’s Office of Water Quality 
(www.in.gov/idem/water/assessbr) has a water quality monitoring program that conducts 
ongoing biological, chemical and habitat assessments.  IDEM conducts its monitoring 
statewide in targeted basins on a five-year rotating basin cycle.  In addition, Hoosier 
Riverwatch (www.hoosierriverwatch.com), the United States Geological Survey 
(www.usgs.gov), the Indiana Clean Lakes program (www.spea.indiana.edu/clp), and 
county health departments also have monitoring programs in place.  Riverwatch relies on 
volunteers to collect samples and do field testing.  USGS maintains gauges that measure 
water level and flow data and occasionally conducts special assessments.  Health 
departments primarily monitor for E. coli bacteria.  When little or no funding is available 
for monitoring key indicators, visual observations of qualitative changes such as fewer 
algal blooms, clearer water, or increased recreational use can be helpful in assessing the 
effectiveness of the project. 
 



APPENDIX I
List of Projects and Areas with Concern (Past and Present)

Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties

County City/Town/Other Contact Project Type Project Description Year Affiliated 
Agencies/Contractors

Lake City of Hobart Denarie Kane CWA 319 Watershed Planning 
Grant - IDEM

Watershed mngmt plan for Deep 
River/Turkey Creek 2000 (grant) Goode & Assoc.

Porter City of Valparaiso Dave Pilz Stormwater Management Stimson Drain Study 2001 J.F. New, Earthtech, Stu 
Walesh

Lake US Steel Gary 
Works ? Dredge 4.8 miles of East Branch of 

Grand Calumet River
Dredge Contaminated sediments 
and create habitat 2002? EPA, IDEM

Lake IDEM Alex DaSilva Completion of Remedial Action 
Plan

Remove Grand Calumet River from 
Area of Concern ongoing IDEM, CARE

Lake City of Hammond Dave Dabertin Watershed Planning George Lake Watershed Plan ? Bascor Environmental

Porter
Valpo Chain of 
Lakes Watershed 
Group

Walt Breitinger Watershed Planning ongoing

Lake Grand Calumet 
River Staci Goodwin TMDL Development TMDL development to address 

impairments ongoing Many

Lake, 
Porter, 
LaPorte

Lake Michigan 
Shoreline Staci Goodwin TMDL Development Address FCA for PCB & Hg, E.coli 2001 Many

Lake, 
Porter

Little Calumet 
River Staci Goodwin TMDL Development Address FCA for PCB & Hg, E.coli, 

Cyanide, Pesticides, IBC 2001 Many

Porter Salt Creek Staci Goodwin TMDL Development Address E.coli 2001 Many
Lake, 
Porter, 
LaPorte

Kankakee River Staci Goodwin TMDL Development Address FCA for PCB & Hg, E.coli 2001 Many

Lake City of Hammond 319 Grant Wetland Development Develop conservation area wetland 
at Wolf Lake 2000

Boy Scouts of America, local 
Schools, Wolf Lake Watershed 
stakeholders

Lake Kankakee River The Nature 
Conservancy 319 Grant restoration project

Restore 11 square miles of 
conservation area (Conrad 
Savanna, Beaver Lake Prairie, 
Willow Slough FWA)

2000 The Nature Conservancy

Porter Coffee Creek
Coffee Creek 
Watershed 
Conservancy

319 Grant Watershed 
Management Planning

Develop watershed management 
plan for Coffee Creek 2000 Many

I-1
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List of Projects and Areas with Concern (Past and Present)

Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties

County City/Town/Other Contact Project Type Project Description Year Affiliated 
Agencies/Contractors

Lake Cedar Lake
Cedar Lake 
Enhancement 
Assoc.

319 Grant for Study, Restoration 
and Education outreach 

Diagnostic Feasibility Study of 
northern Cedar Lake.  Wetland 
treatment system at Sleepy Hollow 
Ditch

1999

Lake Cedar Lake
Cedar Lake 
Enhancement 
Assoc.

CWA 401 Water Quality 
Certification

Establish sediment trap on Sleepy 
Hollow Ditch

Applied for 
in 2001 Harza Engineering Co.

Porter Town of The 
Pines Groundwater Contamination

Ongoing investigation into 
groundwater contamination in 
residential and commercial wells

2001 IDEM, EPA

Lake
Cady Marsh 
Ditch/Little Cal 
River

US ACE CWA 401 Water Quality 
Certification

Reduce overbank flooding and 
interior drainage problems in 
watershed

Applied for 
in 2001

Porter Town of Burns 
Harbor Lee Nagai Sewer System Installation  Installation of 70,000 feet of sewer 

lines and 6 lift stations 2001

Lake Hammond 
Sanitary District Dave Innes Household Flood Protection 

Program

Reimbursement project for homeowners 
requiring basement repairs such as plug, 
standpipe and valve installation

2001-2002

Lake Town of Munster Tom DeGiulio Schoon Ditch Bank Protection Removal of trees, brush and debris 
to protect bank 2001 Dave's Tree Service

Lake Schrieber Ditch Lake County 
Drainage Board

CWA 401 Water Quality 
Certification

Enclose 700 linear feet of Schriever 
Ditch with a 24" drain tile

Applied for 
in 2001 Christopher B. Burke Eng.

LaPorte Clear Lake LARE Project Diagnostic Study 1989

LaPorte Tributary to Clear 
Lake LARE Project Design/Construction 1996

LaPorte Hudson Lake LARE Project Diagnostic Study 1988
LaPorte Lower Fish Lake LARE Project Diagnostic-Supplement 1991
LaPorte Mill Pond LARE Project Construction 1993
LaPorte Upper Fish Lake LARE Project Diagnostic-Supplement 1991

LaPorte Tributary to Fish 
Lake LARE Project Construction 1995

Lake Cedar Lake LARE Project Diagnostic Study 1989
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List of Projects and Areas with Concern (Past and Present)

Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties

County City/Town/Other Contact Project Type Project Description Year Affiliated 
Agencies/Contractors

Lake Tributaries to 
Cedar Lake LARE Project Engineering Feasibility Study 1997

Porter Flint Lake LARE Project Diagnostic Study 1988

Porter
Heinhold-
Listenberger 
Drain/Flint Lake

LARE Project Construction 1999

Lake Wolf Lake 
Initiative Mike Boos Restoration, protection, 

enhancement Ongoing

ALL Lake Michigan 
Drainage basin Mike Molnar Sect. 6217 Program NPS Plan for Coastal Area Ongoing Tony Hendricks Coordinator

Lake City of Hobart Denarie Kane LMCP Project Lake George shoreline Construction 2003

Lake City of Hobart Denarie Kane LMCP Project Lake George shoreline Construction 2004

Lake City of Hobart Denarie Kane LARE Project Design 2003

Lake City of Hobart Denarie Kane LMCP Lake George shoreline Construction 2005

Lake City of Hobart Denarie Kane LARE Project 2005

Lake City of Gary Dorreen Carey LMCP Project Marq. Park Lagoons Restoration 
Assess. And NPS Public Outreach 2004 partner w/ SDCF

LaPorte Town of Michiana 
Shores Joan Lewis LMCP Project Restoration of streambanks of 

White Ditch 2003 partner w/ LP Co. Drainage 
Board

Porter
Coffee Creek 
Watershed 
Conservancy

Steve Barker LMCP Project Coffee Creek Watershed Project 2004

Porter Indiana Dunes 
State Park Terry Coleman Great Lakes Coastal Restoration 

Grants
Dunes Creek Wetland Restoration 
Project 2002

Porter City of Valparaiso Dave Pilz Great Lakes Coastal Restoration 
Grants Stimson Drain Study 2002

Porter City of Valparaiso Dave Pilz Great Lakes Coastal Restoration 
Grants

Porter County Jail Stormwater 
Demonstration Project 2002
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Watershed Management Inventory

Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Water Information
Lake Michigan Lakewide Management Plan-LaMP 2000 United States Environmental Protection Agency April-2000

Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program-Scoping Document 
2001

Indiana Department of Natural Resources-DNR, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration-NOAA, and Indiana Lake 
Michigan Coastal Program June-2001

Watershed Diagnostic Study of the Little Calumet-Galien River 
Watershed

Applied Ecological Services,Inc. and submitted to IN DNR-Division 
of Water Resources September-2001

1999 Watershed Monitoring Program Study of the Kankakee 
River and Lower Wabash River Basins

Indiana Department of Environmental Management Office of Water 
Quality Assessment Branch June-2001

Drainage Areas of Indiana Streams Indiana Department of Natural Resources-DNR March-2002
Water Use in Indiana, Graphs by County and Water 
Management Basin

Indiana Department of Natural Resources-DNR, Division of Water 
in cooperation with the U.S. Geological Survey 1986 to 1997

Wastewater Treatment Plant Water Quality Facts and Events 
Prepared for and Presented to the City of Valparaiso Council City of Valparaiso Wastewater Utility December-2000
Stream Reach Characterization and Evaluation Report for the 
City of Valparaiso, Indiana

Malcolm Pirnie, Inc.  Environmental Engineers, Scientists & 
Planners

September of 1997, 
Revised July of 1999

Blackberry Creek Watershed Management Plan for Kane and 
Kendall Counties, Illinois  Volume I

Blackberry Creek Watershed Resource Planning Committee, 
Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission and USDA Natural 
Resource Conservation Service September of 1999

Water Analysis Watershed Presentation Hobart High School Water Analysis Class 2001-2002
Drought-Related Information United States Geological Survey -----
Testing the Waters- A Guide to Water Quality at Vacation 
Beaches Natural Resources Defense Council- NRDC July-2002
Testing the Waters- A Guide to Water Quality at Vacation 
Beaches Natural Resources Defense Council- NRDC July-2002
Water Withdrawal-List of who & where water is withdrawn DNR -----
Upper Illinois River Basin Study Home Page United States Geological Survey -----
Soil Information

Lake County, Indiana-Soil Survey

United States Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service    
In cooperation with Purdue University Agricultural Experiment 
Station

Issued July 1972   
Reissued June 1992

LaPorte County, Indiana-Soil Survey

United States Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service    
In cooperation with Purdue University Agricultural Experiment 
Station and the Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Soil and 
Water Conservation Committee Issued  January 1982
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date

Porter County, Indiana- Soil Survey

United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service 
with Purdue University, Agricultural Experiment Station, Indiana 
Department of Natural Resources, Soil and Water Conservation 
Committee

Issued February of 
1981

Erosion Properties of Soils for Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
Counties Natural Resources Conservation Service

Created in 2002, 
printed 10/31/02

Land Information
Moraine Nature Preserve IDNR Nature Preserves 25-Feb-02
Planning with POWER-Protecting Our Water and 
Environmental Resources

Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service, Illinois-Indiana 
Sea Grant College Program  March 2001

Planning with POWER-Protecting Our Water and 
Environmental Resources

Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service, Illinois-Indiana 
Sea Grant College Program  March 2001

Planning with POWER-Protecting Our Water and 
Environmental Resources

Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service, Illinois-Indiana 
Sea Grant College Program  March 2001

Planning with POWER-Protecting Our Water and 
Environmental Resources

Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service, Illinois-Indiana 
Sea Grant College Program  March 2001

Planning with POWER-Protecting Our Water and 
Environmental Resources

Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service, Illinois-Indiana 
Sea Grant College Program  March 2001

Land Use Decisions & Their Impact Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service September 2001
Shirley Heinze Environmental Fund- Property List Shirley Heinze Environmental Fund 15-Jul-02

Classified Wildlife Habitat Program
Indiana Department of Natural Resources-Division of  Fish and 
Wildlife ------

List of Nature Preserves and ETR Species in Lake, Porter and 
LaPorte Counties DNR ------
Classified Forest, Detail Report DNR August 19, 2002
Hazardous Waste Sites CERCLIS and NPL sites in all three counties printed August 2002
Izaak Walton League, Porter County Chapter Location of properties in Porter and LaPorte counties received 11\4\02
Flood Insurance Claims Federal Emergency Management Agency Region V Date revised 6/30/02
Guidance Information
Guidelines for Preparing Quality Assurance Projects Plans 
(QAPPs) For Section 319 Projects

IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental Management /Office of 
Water Quality August of 2001

Watershed Action Guide for Indiana-Straight Talk on 
Developing Watershed Plans

IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental 
Management/Watershed Management Section May of 1999

National Planning Procedures Handbook
United States Department of Agriculture/ Natural Resources 
Conservation Service January of 1996
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date

Watershed Inventory Workbook for Indiana

Jane Frankenberger, Purdue University; Susan McLoud, Natural 
Resources Conservation Service Liaison the Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management; and Alyson Faulkenburg, formerly of 
Purdue University, now of Earthtek March of 2002

Recreational Uses & the Natural Environment in the Area of 
Concern

prepared by Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission 
for IDEM September of 1992

Low-Flow Characteristics of Indiana Streams
Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Water and the 
U.S. Geological Survey Water Resource Division 1996

Executive Order 11988--Floodplain Management National Archive and Records Administration Federal Register

source May 24, 1977   
and reprinted in      

11/14/2001
Draft Rule #01-96(WPCB) Title 327 Water Pollution Control Board 2002
Water Resource Availability in the Kankakee River Basin, 
Indiana State of Indiana Department of Natural Resources Division of Water 1990
Water Resource Availability in the Lake Michigan Region, 
Indiana State of Indiana Department of Natural Resources Division of Water 1994
Draft Rule #01-96(WPCB) Title 327 Water Pollution Control Board 2002

Developing a Watershed Management Plan for Water Quality
Michigan State University and Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ) February of 2000

Protecting and Restoring America's Watersheds EPA-Environmental Protection Agency June-2001
Estimating Economic Benefits of Cleaning Up Contaminated 
Sediments in Great Lakes Areas of Concern University of Wisconsin Sea Grant Institute January-2002
Agriculture and Water Quality- Best Management Practices for 
Minnesota Minnesota Pollution Control Agency ------

Residential Guide for Soils, Drainage and Erosion Control in 
LaPorte County

LaPorte County Soil and Water Conservation District, IDNR-
Division of Soil Conservation, and USDA, Soil Conservation 
Service ------

Urban Targeting and BMP Selection     An Information and 
Guidance Manual for State NPS Program Staff Engineers and 
Managers Woodward-Clyde Consultants December-89
Chapter 27. Drainage Law Office of Code Revision Indiana Legislative Service Agency 2001

Model Urban Runoff Program-A How to Guide for Developing 
Urban Runoff Programs for Small Municipalities   Book 1 and 2

City of Monterey, City of Santa Cruz, California Coastal 
Commission, Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, Association 
of Monterey Bay Area Governments, Woodward-Clyde, and Central 
Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board Jul-98
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Coastal Zone Act Reauthorization Amendments (CZARA)-
Section 6217 U.S. Environmental Agency (EPA)

1990  (updated July 
24, 2002)

Stormwater BMP Design Supplement for Cold Climates Center for Watershed Protection Dec-97
Resources to Reconcile Failed Septic Systems County Health Departments and IDEM ----
Focus Area Sourcebook and Directory-Indiana Wetlands 
Conservation Plan Indiana Department of Natural Resources-DNR Jun-99
The County Drainage Board-A Copy of the Indiana Law 
pertaining to the organization and operation of County Drainage 
Boards in Indiana Indiana Farm Bureau, Inc.  Natural Resources Department Oct-99

Porter County, Indiana  Rainfall Frequency Based on 
Midwestern Climate Center Bulletin # 71 Porter County Surveyor

June 1999       
Received August 16, 

2002

Urban Hydrology for Small Watersheds
United States Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service 
Engineering Division Jan-90

City of Valparaiso,Indiana   Specifications and Standards for 
Acceptance of Municipal Improvements City of Valparaiso,IN the Office of the City Engineer 1991

Indiana Field Office Technical Guide- Books 1 and 2 Natural Resources Conservation Service-NRCS
Printed August 23, 

2002
Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Midwest The Midwestern Climate Center 1992
Remedial Action Plan Stage II.V Working Documents IDEM September, 1998
Conservation Buffer Facts Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Weed & Pest Management (IPM) Benefits Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Economic and Environmental Benefits Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
What's a Crop Nutrient Management Plan? Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Soil Quality: More than a Soil Test Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Top 10 Benefits Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Definitions Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Sewage Disposal Systems Permit Procedures LaPorte County Health Department received 9/10/02
No-Till on the Upswing Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/28/02
Indiana's Forest Legacy Program DNR-Division of Forestry 9-Aug-02
The Permit Program- A Brief Guide from the Detroit District US Army Corps of Engineers printed 9/12/02
Detroit District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 1993 Guidance 
to Applicants for Mitigation US Army Corps of Engineers printed 9/12/02
Wetlands and Agriculture-Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
and Swampbuster in the Food Security Act US Army Corps of Engineers printed 9/12/02
Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual US Army Corps of Engineers Jan-87
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date

Stormwater Drainage Manual
Highway Extension and Research Project for Indiana Counties and 
Cities Jul-95

327 IAC Article 2 - Water Quality Standards IDEM --
Estimating Load Reductions for Agriculture and Urban BMPs 
(Worksheet) IDEM
Community Culture and the Environment: A Guide to 
Understanding a Sense of Place USEPA 2003
Watershed Restoration Toolkit:  A Citizen's Guide to Improving 
Water Quality Hoosier Environmental Council 2002

Opportunities for Water Resource Protection in Local Planc, 
Ordinances, and Programs: A Workbook for Local Governments Southeast Michigan Council of Governments Aug-02
The Practice of Watershed Protection Center for Watershed Protection 2000?
Illinois Urban Manual-A Technical Manual Designed for Urban 
Ecosystem Protection and Enhancement Illinois Natural Resources Conservation Service Dec-02
Tools to Measure Source Control Program Effectiveness Water Environment Research Foundation 2000

Indiana Drainage Handbook-An Administrative and Technical 
Guide for Activities within Indiana Streams and Ditches Christopher B. Burke Engineering, LTD. revised October, 1999
Reports/Studies
Watershed Diagnostic Study of the Little Calumet-Galien River 
Watershed DNR-Division of Water Resources September-2001

Indiana Fish Consumption Advisory

IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental Management  and              
DNR-Indiana Department of Natural Resources         and          
Indiana State Department of Health January-2001

Suspended Sediment in the Indiana Harbor Canal and the Grand 
Calumet River, Northwestern Indiana, May 1996-June 1998

USGS-U.S. Geological Survey and also with US Army Corps of 
Engineers February-2001

St. Joseph-Lake Michigan Watershed Restoration Action 
Strategy

IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental Management/ Office of 
Water Management  January 2001

Report on the Collection of Water Quality Data for the 
Development of Total Maximum Daily Loads for E. Coli 
Bacteria in the Kankakee River Lake and LaPorte Counties, 
Indiana

IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental Management/ Office of 
Water Management

August 2,1999 to 
September 2, 1999
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Concentrations of Escherichia coli in Streams in the Kankakee 
and Lower Wabash River Watersheds in Indiana, June-
September 1999

USGS-U.S. Geological Survey and also IDEM-Indiana Department 
of Environmental Management August-2001

Coastal Recreation Study of the Lake Michigan Watershed in 
Indiana

Indiana Department of Natural Resources Division of Water Lake 
Michigan Coastal Coordination Program October-2000

Indiana Wetland Compensatory Mitigation: Inventory IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental Management May-2000
Urban Targeting of Nonpoint Source Pollution in the Grand 
Calumet River Watershed for Lake County Soil and Water 
District of Crown Point, IN USDA Soil Conservation Service December-1992
Growth and Development Issues in the Dowagiac River 
Watershed Southwestern Michigan Commission December-1998

Water Resources Data Indiana Water Year 2001
United States Department of the Interior, United States Geological 
Survey 2002

Trail Creek Watershed Management Plan Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission September-1993

Trail Creek Natural Resource Plan           LaPorte County, 
Indiana

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission, LaPorte 
County Soil & Water Conservation District, and Trail Creek 
Improvement Plan Steering Committee August-1993

Suspended Sediment in Trail Creek at Michigan City, Indiana U.S. Geological Survey, and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
received December 

14, 1992

Kankakee River Basin Special Report  Land Treatment Study   
Lake County, Indiana

Lake County Soil and Water Conservation District, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service, Forest Service, Economic 
Research Service, Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service, Sate Soil and Water Conservation Conservation Committee, 
Indiana Department of Natural Resources, and Kankakee River 
Basin Commission October-1984

Michigan City Harbor and Trail Creek Sampling and Analysis at 
Michigan City, Indiana U.S. Army Corps of Engineers October-1992

Environmental Assessment for Ongoing Repair of North and 
West Breakwaters at Burns Harbor, Porter County, Indiana U.S. Army Corps of Engineers May-2002
Toxics Release Inventory-All of Indiana, Porter County, LaPorte 
County, and Lake County (Data) EPA-Environmental Protection Agency 2000
2000 Toxics Release Inventory-All States and All of Indiana EPA-Environmental Protection Agency 2000
Toxics Release Inventory-All of Indiana, Porter County, LaPorte 
County, and Lake County (Data) EPA-Environmental Protection Agency 1999
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Toxics Release Inventory-All of Indiana, Porter County, LaPorte 
County, and Lake County (Data) EPA-Environmental Protection Agency 1998
Toxics Release Inventory-All of Indiana, Porter County, LaPorte 
County, and Lake County (Data) EPA-Environmental Protection Agency 1997
Proposed Grand Kankakee Marsh National Wildlife Refuge-
Draft Environmental Assessment U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 1998
Kankakee River Master Plan Kankakee River Basin Commission February 1989
Great Lakes Strategy 2002 U.S. Policy Committee for the Great Lakes 2002

Indiana Fixed Station Statistical Analysis 1997
Indiana Department of Environmental Management Office of Water 
Management Assessment Branch Surveys Section May of 1998

Kankakee River Basin Indiana

Indiana Department of Natural Resources State Planning Services 
Agency State Board of Health, U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department of Interior November of 1976

1999 Watershed Monitoring Program Study of the Kankakee 
River and Lower Wabash River Basins

Indiana Department of Environmental Management Office of Water 
Management Assessment Branch Surveys Section June of 2001

An Assessment of Pesticides in the Lower Wabash River Basin 
and Kankakee River Basin

Indiana Department of Environmental Management Office of Water 
Quality Assessment Branch February of 2002

Watts Branch Watershed Study and Management Plan Final 
Report City of Rockville, Maryland August-2001
Use of Isotopes to Identify Sources of Groundwater, Estimate 
Groundwater Flow Rates, and Assess Aquifer Vunerability in 
the Calumet Region of Northwestern Indiana and Northeastern 
Illinois USGS 2002
Use of Borehole and Surface Geophysics to Investigate 
Groundwater Quality near a Road Deicing Salt Storage Facility, 
Valparaiso, Indiana USGS, INDOT 2000

An Estimate of Chemical Loads From Groundwater to the Grand 
Calumet River and Indiana Harbor Canal, Northwestern Indiana USGS, USACE 2001
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) Loan Program 
Annual Report SFY 2001 IDEM and State Budget Agency 2001
Improvement of the Kankakee River and the Drainage of the 
Marsh Lands in Indiana John L. Campbell, Chief Engineer 1883
Preliminary 305 (b) Water Quality Report Indiana Department of Environmental Management 2001
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Water Levels in the Calumet Aquifer and Their Relation to 
Surface-Water Levels in Northern Lake County,Indiana, 1985-
92

U.S. Geological Survey, and Indiana Department of Environmental 
Management 1995

Indiana Fish Consumption Advisory (2001, 2002)

IDEM-Indiana Department of Environmental Management  and              
DNR-Indiana Department of Natural Resources         and          
Indiana State Department of Health 2002

Trout & Other Fish Stocking for lakes, streams, and rivers
Indiana Department of Natural Resources-Division of Fish and 
Wildlife 2002

The Kalamazoo River:  Beauty and the Beast-Remedial and 
Preventive Action Plan for the Kalamazoo River Watershed 
Area of Concern Kalamazoo River Watershed Public Advisory Council 1998
Environmental Geology of Lake and Porter Counties,Indiana- 
An Aid to Planning Department of Natural Resources-DNR, 1975
Hydraulic Conductivity of the Streambed, East Branch Grand 
Calumet River, Northern Lake County, Indiana

U.S. Geological Survey and Indiana Department of Environmental 
Management 1996

Floods of March 1982 in Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and Illinois
U.S. Geological Survey and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 1988

Grand Calumet River Lagoons Watershed Plan Save the Dunes Conservation Fund October-1998
Effects of Coal Fly-Ash Disposal on Water Quality in and 
Around the Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore, Indiana

U.S. Geological Survey Water-Resources Division, and National 
Park Service April-1981

The Economic Benefits of Parks and Open Space-How Land 
Conservation Helps Communities Grow Smart and Protect the 
Bottom Line The Trust for Public Land June-1999

Effects of Highway-Deicer Application on Ground-Water 
Quality in a Part of the Calumet Aquifer, Northwestern Indiana U.S. Department of Transportation, U.S. Geological Survey 2002
Biodiversity Conservation Opportunities in the Toleston 
Strandplain of Northern Lake County, Indiana: A Strategic Plan 
for Conservation Success The Nature Conservancy and Ball State University Fall 1999

Performance & Results Measurement System-PRMS Reports Natural Resources Conservation Service-NRCS 2000
Natural Resources Inventory Department of Natural Resources-DNR 1997
Deer Harvest Data Department of Natural Resources-DNR March 5, 2002
Fish Community Data Indiana Department of Environmental Management-IDEM 2002
Characterization of Fill Deposits in the Calumet Region of 
Northwestern Indiana and Northeastern Illinois U.S. Geological Survey and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 1997
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Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program & Final Environmental 
Impact Statement

Department of Natural Resources, National Oceanic & Atmosheric 
Administration April 2002

Sea Grant Abstracts-Publications from the Nation's Sea Grant 
Programs National Sea Grant Library 2002
Glacial Terrain, Sequences, & Aquifer Sensitivity, Porter 
County, Indiana (Open File Report 93-2) Indiana Geological Survey 1993
Nonpoint Source Control Plan for the East River Priority 
Watershed Project Wisconsin Dept. of Natural Resources (lead) March 1993
Geological Investigations of Sunset Hill Farm Park, Porter 
County, Indiana Timothy Fisher (IUN) and Steven Brown (IGS) April 2002
River Geometry, Bank Erosion, and Sand Bars within the Main 
Stem of the Kankakee River in Illinois and Indiana

Illinois State Water Survey Watershed Science Section, Illinois 
Department of Natural Resources June 2001

Biodiversity at Sunset Hill Farm County Park: Present Status, 
Value and Prospects Spencer Cortwright, Sandy O'Brien, Helen Dancy 2000
Fish Community Data IDEM 2000
Comprehensive Plans
Kouts, Indiana Comprehensive Land Use Plan 1995
Chesterton, Indiana Comprehensive Land Use Plan March 28, 1994
Portage, Indiana Comprehensive Plan 2001
Burns Harbor, Indiana Comprehensive Land Use Plan -----
Valparaiso, Indiana Comprehensive Plan February of 2000
Hobart, Indiana Parks & Recreation Master Plan March of 2002
Lake Station, Indiana Comprehensive Land Use Plan June of 1988
Winfield, Indiana Comprehensive Plan December 20, 1995
Merrillville, Indiana Comprehensive Plan July of 1999
Dyer, Indiana Comprehensive Plan 1997
Crown Point, Indiana Master Plan January of 1995
Lake County, Indiana(Unicorporated Lake County) Comprehensive Plan June of 1997
Porter County, Indiana Land Use Thoroughfare Plan May of 2001
Schererville, Indiana Comprehensive Plan July of 1987
Highland, Indiana Master Plan for Future Land Use 1-Dec-95
Cedar Lake, Indiana Master Plan February of 1980

East Chicago, Indiana
Comprehensive Plan and the Establishment of a General Land Use Plan for 
the City of East Chicago, Indiana 17-Jun-96

Hammond, Indiana Comprehensive Land Use Plan 1992
Hessville Neighborhood Plan (Hammond, Indiana) Neighborhood Plan July of 2001
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Whiting, Indiana Comprehensive Plan, Phase II Report 22-Jun-99
Wanatah, Indiana Comprehensive Master Plan November of 1986
Lowell, Indiana Comprehensive Plan 25-Jul-94
Michigan City, Indiana Comprehensive Plan Jun-88
LaPorte County Master Plan Zoning Ordinance and Comprehensive Plan 2000
LaPorte, Indiana Comprehensive/Land Use Plan 1992
Hobart, Indiana Master Plan for Future Land Use 1-Sep-95
Town of Porter, Indiana Comprehensive Plan for Future Land Use 12-Dec-99
Griffith, Indiana Comprehensive Plan for Future Land Use 1-Dec-99
Westville, Indiana Comprehensive Plan 1983

Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties Vision 2020 Northwestern Indiana Regional Transportation Plan

February 11,1999 and 
updated version January 

25, 2001
Hebron, Indiana Comprehensive Master Plan 1992
Dyer Parks & Recreation Department Five Year Parks & Recreation Master Plan 2001-2005 21-Mar-01
Portage, Indiana Park Master Plan 21-Jan-02
Town of Burns Harbor Park Department Park Master Plan 2000
Porter County Park and Recreation Master Plan 2001-2005 Park Master Plan April 2001
Valparaiso Parks & Recreation Master Plan Update 2002 to 2006 Park Master Plan April 2002
Town of Porter Park Board Park and Recreation Master Plan 1998
City of Gary Comprehensive Plan Year 2000 7-Jun-05
Dune Acres, Indiana Park Comprehensive Master Plan August 24,1992

Projects

Water Quality Survey Coffee Creek Watershed Conservancy
November of 1999 to 

Present(6/5/02)

Fish Community Survey Coffee Creek Watershed Conservancy

Oct.10, 1997; Nov.11 
and 12, 1998; Oct.28, 

1999; and Oct. 11, 
2000

Stimson Drain Stormwater Management Study J.F. New & Associates, Inc. with Earth Tech, Inc. April 15, 2002

Calumet Ecological Park Feasibility Study
U.S. Department of the Interior National Park Service Midwest 
Region

August of 1998 and 
Recorded on February 

8, 1999

List of Lake and River Enhancement (LARE) Projects by 
County Department of Natural Resources

received 6/25/02, 
projects range from 

1988 to 2000
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Indiana's River Friendly Farmer Program Indiana Soil & Water Conservation District received 6/25/02 

LaPorte County Drainage Board-meeting minutes LaPorte County
January 13,  1997 to 

May 13, 2002
Ivanhoe Dune and Swale HTML document The Nature Conservancy 2002
Kankakee Sands HTML document The Nature Conservancy 2002
Deep River/Turkey Creek Watershed Plan DRAFT City of Hobart May-2002
Turtle Creek and Little Turtle Creek Watershed Management 
Plan Partnership for Turtle Creek, Sullivan County Indiana Mar-2002

Ducks Unlimited Projects Ducks Unlimited updated August 2002
Gary Green Link Conceptual Plan Gary Environmental Affairs 2002
Other
National Priorities List Sites in Indiana (3-county area)
CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites (3-county area)
Historical Site Locations (3-county area)
Land -Preserves/Protected
Funding -Watershed based and SRF

LaPorte County Health Department

This gives the estimated total number of private sewage disposal 
systems in LaPorte County in the year 2000 and the number of new 
permits in 2000 and 2001. It also gives the estimated number of 
failing systems in the year 2000 and 2001 and the cost to repair 
them.

Agriculture
Registered Compost for Indiana IDEM 1998 to 2000
Agricultural Chemical Usage 2001 Field Crops Summary Agricultural Statistics Board NASS, USDA May-02
Pesticides and the Environment Cooperative Extension Service Purdue University 1994
Conservation Tillage and Water Quality Cooperative Extension Service Purdue University 1995
Chemical Usage Agricultural Statistics Board NASS, USDA 2001
Agricultural Waste Management Field Handbook Part 651-
Chapter 11 Waste Utilization United States Department of Agriculture  Soil Conservation Service 1996
Agricultural Waste Management Field Handbook Part 651-
Chapter 3 Agricultural Wastes nd Water, Air, and Animal 
Resources United States Department of Agriculture  Soil Conservation Service 1996
Agricultural Waste Management Field Handbook Part 651-
Chapter 6  Role of Plants in Waste Management United States Department of Agriculture  Soil Conservation Service 1996
What Soil Erosion Means to Land Productivity Purdue University Cooperative Extension Service
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Type/Name Who Produced It Date
Turkey, Seeding, and Farmland Information in LaPorte County, 
IN DNR-Kingsbury Fish and Wildlife Area
Conservation Tillage Analysis of Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
Counties, Indiana Conservation Technology Information Center-CTIC
Bio-Solid Applications IDEM 1997-2001
1990-2000 Conservation Tillage Trends Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
No-Till Soybean Adoption in the U.S. 1990-2000 Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
No-Till Corn Adoption in the U.S. 1990-2000 Core4-Conservation for Agriculture's Future printed 8/29/02
Agency Strategies/Assessments

Unified Watershed Assessment
IDEM~NRCS~ IDNR~Indiana Geological Survey~USGS~Purdue 
University~   ORSANCO~  EPA

1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001

Kankakee River Watershed Restoration Action Strategy
IDEM-Indiana Department fo Envionmental Management/ Office of 
Water Quality January of 2001

Surface Water Quality Monitoring Strategy 2001-2005
IDEM-Indiana Department fo Envionmental Management/ Office of 
Water Quality/Assessment Branch May of 2001

Strategic Plan for Water Resource Management Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission September of 2001
Indiana Wetlands Conservation Plan Indiana Department of Natural Resources-DNR Jun-96
Information on CD
Stormwater Strategies NRDC
Desdemona's Splash CTIC
The Practice of Watershed Protection CWP
River Bank GREEN
Watershed Diagnostic Study of the Little Calumet-Galien River 
Watershed NOAA and Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program
Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program Document & Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement NOAA, INDNR, and Indiana Lake Michigan Coastal Program
Lake Michigan Coastal Coordination Program Eppley Institute for Parks & Public Lands at Indiana University
Hydrogeologic Atlas of Aquifers of Indiana (Lake Michigan and 
Kankakee basins only) USGS Water Resources Invetigations Report 92-4142
Maps

Lake County
A map of what tributaries drain into the Little Calumet Watershed or 
the Kankakee Watershed -----

LaPorte County 

LaPorte County drainage map, and an assessment of  each 
ditch/drain with it's SA Code, tax year, annual assessment, balance, 
sent to/date, and yearly collection.  -----
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APPENDIX II
Watershed Management Inventory

Type/Name Who Produced It Date
All of Indiana 303 (d) Map of impaired waters 1998

Lake County

Lake County Drainage Board final budgets from 1997 to 2001. This 
shows the money spent on the drainage ditches in the Kankakee 
River Watershed and Little Calumet Watershed. 1997 to 2001

Gary,Indiana This is a map of undeveloped and abandoned land in Gary,In.  2002

Note on FEMA information

These are the flood insurance claims for Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
counties for the years 2002, 2001, 2000, 1999, 1998, 1997, 1992, 
and 1982.  These documents list the company name (community), 
date of loss, coverage, property value, loss sustained, total paid, and 
status.  Note that some counties had no claims for certain years. Also 
attached to this are some print outs from the internet containing 
claims for the state of Indiana.
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APPENDIX III
Little Calumet-Galien Basin and Kankakee Basin

2004 - 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies

Waterbody Name County Parameters of Concern

TMDL 
Development 

Schedule
303(d) 
List #

Main Beaver Dam Dt - above Niles 
Ditch & Crown Point WWTP Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2013-2019 1
Portage Burns Waterway (Previously 
Burns Ditch) Porter FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 2
Portage Burns Waterway (Previously 
Burns Ditch) Porter Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 2
Portage Burns Waterway (Previously 
Burns Ditch) Porter E.coli 2000-2004 2
Burns Ditch (Previously Little 
Calumet River) Lake E.coli 2000-2004 24
Burns Ditch (Previously Little 
Calumet River) Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 24
Burns Ditch Lake FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 24

Deep River-Tributary (Merrillville) Lake
Impaired Biotic Communities, 
siltation 2005-2012 218

Deep River Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2012-2019 5
Deep River US 30; Deep River 
above Lake George Dam Lake E.coli 2015-2020 219
Dunes Creek Porter E.coli 2010-2015 6
Dunes Creek Porter Impaired Biotic Communities 2013-2020 6

Grand Calumet River - Gary to 
Indiana Harbor Canal Lake

FCA for PCB & Mercury; Cyanide; 
oil and grease, impaired biotic 
communities 1998-2004 8

Grand Calumet River - Gary to 
Indiana Harbor Canal Lake E.coli 2015-2020 8

Grand Calumet River - headwaters Lake
FCA for PCB & Mercury; Cyanide; 
oil and grease; Ammonia 1998-2004 8

Grand Calumet River - headwaters Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 8
Grand Calumet River - Gary to 
Indiana Harbor Canal Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 8
Grand Calumet River - Gary to 
Indiana Harbor Canal Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 8

Grand Calumet River - Illinois to 
Indiana Harbor Canal Lake

FCA for PCB & Mercury; Ammonia; 
Cyanide;impaired biotic 
communities 1998-2004 9

Grand Calumet River - Illinois to 
Indiana Harbor Canal Lake E.coli 2015-2020 9
Marquette Park Lagoons Lake FCA for PCB 2015-2020 10

Indiana Harbor Canal Main Channel Lake FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 11

Indiana Harbor Canal Main Channel Lake E.coli 1998-2004 11
Lake George Branch-Indiana Harbor 
Canal Lake Oil and Grease 1998-2004 12

Little Calumet-Galien Basin
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APPENDIX III
Little Calumet-Galien Basin and Kankakee Basin

2004 - 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies

Waterbody Name County Parameters of Concern

TMDL 
Development 

Schedule
303(d) 
List #

Little Calumet-Galien Basin

Lake George Branch-Indiana Harbor 
Canal Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 12
Lake George Branch-Indiana Harbor 
Canal Lake E.coli; FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 12
Lake George Lake FCA for PCB 2015-2020 15

Lake Michigan Shoreline

Lake, 
Porter, 
LaPorte E.coli 2000-2004 17

Lake Michigan Shoreline

Lake, 
Porter, 
LaPorte FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 17

Little Calumet River Porter E.coli 2000-2004 21

Little Calumet River
Porter, 
LaPorte E.coli 2000-2004 22

Little Calumet River
Porter, 
LaPorte FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 22

Little Calumet River Lake Cyanide, E.coli 23
Little Calumet River Lake Cyanide; E.coli 2000-2004 24
Little Calumet River Lake FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 24
Burns Ditch Lake E.coli, FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2022 24
Niles Ditch Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2013-2020 29
Salt Creek; Clark Ditch and other 
tribs Porter E.coli 2000-2004 34
Salt Creek Porter Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 34
Trail Creek LaPorte E.coli 2000-2004 37
Trail Creek LaPorte FCA for PCB & Mercury 2015-2020 37
Trail Creek Tributary Basin LaPorte Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 211
Turkey Creek mainstem; Turkey 
Creek - Merrillville Lake E.coli 2010-2015 38
Turkey Creek mainstem; Turkey 
Creek - Merrillville Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2015-2022 38
Wolf Lake Lake FCA for PCB 2015-2020 39
East Branch Trail Creek and other 
Tribs LaPorte E.coli 2005-2010 209
Galena River LaPorte E.coli 2015-2020 210
Galena River LaPorte Impaired Biotic Communities 2013-2020 210
West Branch Trail Creek and other 
Tribs LaPorte E.coli 2005-2010 212

Kintzele Ditch and Tribs
LaPorte/P

orter E.coli 2015-2020 213
Rice Lake tributaries and outlet 
stream Porter E.coli 2015-2020 214
Coffee Creek Basin Porter E.coli 2015-2020 215
Damon Run-Swanson Lamporte 
Ditch; Damon Run & Trib Porter E.coli 2005-2010 216

Damon Run and Tributary Porter
Impaired Biotic Communities; 
E.coli 2013-2020 217
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APPENDIX III
Little Calumet-Galien Basin and Kankakee Basin

2004 - 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies

Waterbody Name County Parameters of Concern

TMDL 
Development 

Schedule
303(d) 
List #

Little Calumet-Galien Basin

Gustafson Ditch - other tributaries Porter E.coli 2015-2020 484
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APPENDIX III
Little Calumet-Galien Basin and Kankakee Basin

2004 - 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies

Waterbody Name County Parameters of Concern

TMDL 
Development 

Schedule
303(d) 
List #

Cedar Creek Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2004-2011 51
Cedar Lake Lake FCA for PCBs 52

Cobb Creek/Breyfogel Ditch Porter Impaired Biotic Communities 2009-2016 53
Crooked Creek LaPorte, Porter Impaired Biotic Communities 2004-2011 54
Dyer Ditch Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 55

Kankakee River - Mainstem Lake, LaPorte Impaired Biotic Communities 2009-2016 57

Kankakee River - Mainstem Lake, LaPorte FCA for PCB & Mercury 2014-2019 57

Kankakee River - Mainstem Lake, LaPorte E.coli 2009-2014 57
Bull Run Basin Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2007-2014 239

East Branch  Stony Run Lake Nutrients; Total Dissolved Solids; 2009-2014 240
Singleton Ditch - Bruce 
Ditch/Bailey Ditch Lake Impaired Biotic Communities 2009-2016 241
Singleton Ditch - Bryant 
Ditch Lake E.coli 2014-2019 242

Cobb Ditch - Sievers Creek Porter Impaired Biotic Communities 2009-2016 243
Salisbury Ditch LaPorte Impaired Biotic Communities 2009-2016 245
Kankakee River - Travis 
Ditch/Long Ditch LaPorte E.coli 2009-2014 246

Little Kankakee River - Byron LaPorte E.coli 2009-2014 247
Little Kankakee River - Mill 
Creek-Fish Lakes LaPorte Impaired Biotic Communities 2009-2016 248
Pine Creek-Horace Miller 
Ditch LaPorte E.coli 2014-2019 250
Lower Fish Lake LaPorte FCA for PCB & Mercury 2014-2019 433

Kankakee River Basin
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APPENDIX IV
Watershed Management Framework Development for Little Calumet/Galien and Kankakee Basins

Matrix of Watershed Concerns

Concern In
di

ca
to

St
re

ss
o

Ac
tio

n
O

th
er

Sources or Comments Current Status/What We Know Goal Objectives Recommendations/Action

(1)  Hydrological Modification
X Dams; channelization of stream; in-stream goals vs. 

landscape goals
Dams at Sunset Hill Farm, Red Mill Park, Lake 
George

To prevent, minimize & remediate, as appropriate, 
the adverse impacts from hydrological modification

Preliminary - develop drainage plans; come into 
compliance with plans; ordinances

          (a) Economic Development

X X Initiatives ongoing

TD Draft - To reduce and/or minimize impervious 
area in new development or redevelopment projects 
so that new development imperviousness is less 
than 10% and redevelopment imperviousness is 
reduced by 10%

          (b)  Impervious Surfaces

X X increased development, increased pavement can 
often lead to impaired water quality need to reduce imperviousness, increase infiltration

TD Draft - To reduce the impact of existing 
impervious areas by reducing the directly connected 
impervious areas by 25% is subwatersheds with an 
existing imperviousness of greater than 15%

         (c) Stream restoration/enhancement X Need for more restoration and enhancement dollars LARE, various local projects & studies,    To have non-eroding streambanks & protect aquatic 
habitat

         (d) Suburban sprawl X X Density issue, septics and soils Land use decisions TD Draft - To prevent and minimize suburban 
sprawl

         (e)  Flood control X Increased flooding damages & costs, loss of flood 
plain area

Flood control ordinance development, watershed 
management, Phase II

TD Draft - To prevent and reduce adverse impacts 
of flooding

         (f)  Lack of fishery habitat due to alteration of 
river course X Channelization and destruction of habitat stream course restoration projects

(2)  Water's edge erosion

X
Stream, river & lake edge erosion due to increased 
flows, loss of vegetation, course alteration; 
contaminated sediment

Program funding 
To prevent, minimize & remediate, as appropriate, 
the adverse impacts of anthropomorphic activities 
on shoreline/waterbody edges.

Preminary - differentiate between natural & man-
made waterbodies

(3)   Erosion management
X

Need Best Management Practices (BMPs) put in 
place, education of public, shoreline protection 
measures

Long list of BMPs available, funding opportunities; 
Rule 5, T by 2000 (cropland erosion)

To ensure compliance with existing regulatory and 
voluntary programs associated with soil erosion 
management. 

(4) Resource development (withdrawal of water) X Lake Michigan, surface and groundwater uses, lack 
of recharge Ban on Lake Michigan water diversion, Annex 2001 Discussion tabled 10-28-02

(5)  NPDES Management X TD Draft - To ensure industrial NPDES adequately 
protect water quality

          (a)  Industrial
X Concern over administratively extended permits

*At end of 8/2002, (statewide) 99 renewal 
applications pending for Admin Ext Permits and 173 
permit renewals pending

          (b)  Municipal X Permitting for nonpoint source stormwater runoff Rules in draft form, expected to be effective in 2003  
Rule adopted 

          (c)  Combined Sewer Overflows X Municipalities with combined sewer systems, 
reduction in overflows

Long Term Control Plans being developed and 
submitted at this time

To minimize adverse impacts to water quality by 
CSO discharges. 

          (d)  MS4-Stormwater Phase II (SWQMPs)

X

Addresses illicit discharges, 1 or more acre 
construction and post-construction sites, pollution 
prevention, good housekeeping, education and 
public involvement

Baseline characterization and reporting of water 
quality of stormwater runoff receiving waters; 
Section 7 (327 IAC 15-13-7)

TD Draft - To maximize the implementation of 
Phase II SWQMP to protect water quality and 
reduce pollutant loading to Lake Michigan

          (e) Great Lakes Initiative (GLI) issues resolved X see Tom Anderson

(6)  Cooperative governments

X Development of memorandums of agreements?, 
coordinated efforts

TD Draft - To promote coordinated and consistent 
government decision making and implementations 
of environmental programs within the watershed

(7)  Environmental Remediation X Need to complete remediation sooner?, funding CERCLA, LUST,and other programs

(8) Local Government Regulatory Programs
Promoted, allowed by regulations To develop and/or sustain environmentally sound 

local government programs and efforts

Preliminary - Comprehensive plans should include 
agriculture, open space, etc. with a date for 
completion/development

        (a) Comprehensive Management Plans-Land 
Use X Agriculture not included in comp plans, property 

rights issues NIRPC has 30 comp master plans  (4-7-03) Preliminary - revise county and local comp plans on 
a cycle 

        (b)  Development
        (c)  Redevelopment (brownfields) X X
        (d)  Development standards X Making sure everyone is on the same page?

        (e)  Flood plain restoration & protection X Reduce flooding costs, protection of property Little Calumet River, Kankakee River Basin 
Commission

        (f)  Parks and recreation X Subdivision control ordinances for open space 
development, regulatory needs 

Ecological studies, land conservation/protection 
groups
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To promote a watershed planning and management 
framework through education, communication, and 

coordination.
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APPENDIX IV
Watershed Management Framework Development for Little Calumet/Galien and Kankakee Basins

Matrix of Watershed Concerns

Concern In
di

ca
to

St
re

ss
o

Ac
tio

n
O

th
er

Sources or Comments Current Status/What We Know Goal Objectives Recommendations/Action

(9) Siltation/sediments X Water and wind erosion, based on location,  To manage causes of sediments to prevent & 
eliminate water quality use impairments.

Preliminary - Identify watersheds where there is a 
problem, see "Goals to Action"

(10)  Nutrients X Fertilizers, feed lots, land application, septics, 
wildlife Nutrient standard development? To manage causes of nutrients to prevent & 

eliminate water quality use impairments.
Preliminary - Identify watersheds where there is a 
problem

(11)  Pathogens X Septics, CSOs, wildlife, desire to reach 
fishable/swimmable in recreational waters TMDLs for e.coli To manage causes of bacteria to prevent & 

eliminate water quality use impairments.
Preliminary - Identify watersheds where there is a 
problem

(12)  Metals X Mercury (deposition and methylation cycle), global 
issue

To manage causes of metals to prevent & eliminate 
water quality use impairments.

(13)  Organics X PCBs cycling, legacy issues, global issue To manage causes of organics to prevent & 
eliminate water quality use impairments.

(14)  Road applied salt runoff 

X Road application in colder months, salt storage, 
EPA good housekeeping goals

Review 2002 study done by USDOT and USGS (in 
inventory)

DRAFT To minimize impacts to surface water and 
groundwater from road applied salt runoff and 
airborne particulates, and to identify critical areas in 
need of immediate protection

(15)  NPS pollution X Water quality degradation (various impairments), 
Phase II implementation

Stormwater manual, watershed plan, Coastal 
Program, Phase II Regs, education

Checking on status of management measures 
4/29/03 Utilize 6217 (Nonpoint Source) in Coastal area

(16)  Aquatic Habitat restoration X Loss of habitat To promote and enhance aquatic habitat quality

       (a)  Wetlands loss and degradation X Addresses habitat, flood control wetland regulations DRAFT  To promote the protection, enhancement, 
and restoration of wetlands

       (b) Lake degradation
X Herbicide application, shoreline development, 

boating practices, nps pollution, dredging, etc. LARE studies, TMDLs, DNR fish surveys
To promote the protection of lake quality by 
supporting the development of lake management 
plans.

       (c) Stream degradation X To promote the protection & enhancement of the 
biological integrity of streams

(17)  303(d) list and TMDLs-water quality
X

305(b) Report, number of waterbodies on 303(d) 
list, TMDLs done in timely fashion, implementability 
of TMDLs

5 TMDLs in planning stage - Grand Calumet River, 
Salt Creek, Lake Michigan, Little Calumet 
River/Burns Ditch, Trail Creek

DRAFT  To promote the development and 
implementation of sound TMDLs to address water 
quality impairments

(18)  Fish consumption
X Air and water deposition of metals and PCBs, fish 

consumption advisories Global issue, legacy issues
DRAFT  To promote continued efforts to educate 
fishermen and consumers regarding fish 
consumption advisories.

(19) Land Stewardship X Personal management issues, economic impacts, 

        (a) Agriculture X Need involvement, conservation, increased #s in 
CRP program

Ag conservation programs being implemented, 
Farm bill

To increase agricultural land managed uner a 
Core4 system through land stewardship.

        (b) Urban X Implementing runoff controls and protection by 
property owners Stormwater Manual

        (c) Urbanizing
        (c) Open Space X Landowner practices to provide recharge areas

(20)  Parks and Recreation X
Quality of life, trails, green space, id what is needed 
for creating more open space NIRPC has 9 park plans (4-7-03)

  Consistent testing of waters X
  Adequate testing of waters X

*  According to IDEM Commissioner's 9/12/02 Report to the Environmental Quality Service Council
SWQMP = Stormwater Quality Management Plans
TD Draft is drafted text contributed by Tom Davenport, EPA Region 5, Watershed expert
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To promote the attainment and maintenance of 
water quality and quantity sufficient to meet the 

public's needs in northwest Indiana.

To promote a watershed planning and management 
framework by minimizing adverse offsite impacts 

using sound land management practices. 

Will be handled through the creation of a monitoring 
plan under the watershed plan

IV-2



Watershed Management Framework Development
Concern Matrix 

Goals and Objectives Indicators Strategic Action: Next Steps ?????
Desired Condition Impairment Spatial/Temporal Stressor Source Recommendation

Healthy fisheries
Lack of fishery 
habitat Alteration of river course

Hydrological Modification
Lake edge erosion Erosion management

Resource development (withdrawal of water)
NPDES permits issued

Cooperative governments
No regional approach to 
watershed management

Reduction in CSOs, Long 
Term Control Plan 
implementation Combined sewer overflows

NPDES permits

MS4-stormwater regulations
Siltation/sediments
Nutrients Reduction in nutrients
Bacteria
Stormwater runoff (salt)
NPS pollution

Wetlands restoration
Geese and e.coli

Outreach to agriculture
303(d) list and TMDLs-
water quality

Great Lakes Initiative (GLI) 
issues resolved

Consistent testing of waters
Lack of planning-land use
Urban runoff

We can all eat any fish.

Chemical contamination 
is fish, fish consumption 
advisories Fish consumption

Urbanization
Impervious surfaces
Suburban sprawl

Adequate testing of waters
Flood plain restoration & 
protection

Environmental remediation
Flood control

Comprehensive 
watershed plan

Lack of overall 
watershed plan Plan to be completed in 2004

Development standards
Stream 
restoration/enhancement

Economic development
Recreation-water quality

Water 
quality/environmental 
quality
Social

Stressor Sources and LoadsCurrent Status
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Watershed Management Framework Development
Concern Matrix 

Goals and Objectives Indicators Strategic Action: Next Steps ?????Stressor Sources and LoadsCurrent Status
Land use-economic 
development
Parks and recreation
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APPENDIX V 
Natioanl Registers of Historic Places 
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APPENDIX V 
Northwest Indiana Sites Listed on the  

State and National Registers of Historic Places 
 
Lake County 
Louis J. Bailey Branch Library-Gary 
International Institute 
Gary 
Architecture, Ethnic Heritage (Black, 
European, Hispanic), Social History 
 
Buckley Homestead, 1849. 
Lowell vicinity 
Architecture, Agriculture 
 
Clark A. Wellington House, 1847. 
Crown Point 
Architecture, Exploration/Settlement 
 
Crown Point Courthouse Square Historic 
District, 1873-1940. 
Crown Point 
Architecture, Politics/Government, 
Commerce 
 
Morse Dell Plain House and Landscape, 
1923, 1926. 
Hammond 
 
Architecture, Landscape Architecture 
Ralph Waldo Emerson School, 1908. 
Gary 
Education, Social History 
 
First Unitarian Church of Hobart, 1875. 
Hobart 
Architecture 
 
Gary Bathing Beach Aquatorium, 1921. 
Gary 
Architecture, Engineering, 
Entertainment/Recreation 
 
Gary City Center Historic District, 1906-
1944. 
Gary 

Commerce, Community Planning and 
Development, Architecture 
 
Gary Land Company Building, 1906. 
Gary 
Community Planning and Development, 
Exploration/Settlement 
 
Griffith E J and E Interlocking Tower, 1924-
1953. 
Griffith 
Transportation, Architecture 
 
Griffith Grand Trunk Depot, 1911-1953. 
Griffith 
Transportation 
 
Melvin A. Halsted House, 1850. 
Lowell 
Architecture, Industry, 
Exploration/Settlement 
 
Hobart Carnegie Library, 1915. 
Hobart 
Archiecture, Social History 
 
Hoosier Theater Building, 1924. 
Whiting 
Architecture 
 
Knights of Columbus Building, 1925. 
Gary 
Architecture 
 
Lake County Courthouse, 1878. 
Crown Point 
Architecture, Social History 
 
Lake County Sheriff’s House and Jail, 1882. 
Crown Point 
Architecture 
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Lassen Hotel, 1895, 1920. 
Cedar Lake 
Entertainment/Recreation 
 
Marktown Historic District, 1888-1926. 
East Chicago 
Architecture, Community Planning and 
Development, Industry, Social History 
 
Joseph Ernest Meyer House, 1931. 
Dyer 
Architecture 
 
Miller Town Hall, 1911. 
Gary 
Politics/Government 
 
Monon Dancing Pavilion, 1897. 
Cedar Lake 
Transportation, Entertainment/Recreation, 
Religion, Architecture 
Pennsylvania Railroad Station, 1910. 
Hobart 
Industry, Transportation 
 
John Ross Farm, 1871-1989. 
Leroy vicinity 
Ethnic Heritage 
 
State Bank of Hammond Building, 1927. 
Hammond 
Architecture, Commerce 
 
Stallbohm Barn -- Kaske House, c.1890, 
c.1920. 
Munster 
Agriculture, Architecture 
 
 
State Street Commercial Historic District, 
1885-1946. 
Hammond 
Architecture, Commerce 
 
West 5th Avenue Apartments Historic 
District, 1922-1928. 

Gary 
Architecture, Community Planning and 
Development 
 
William Whitaker Landscape and House, 
1926-1929. 
Crown Point 
Landscape Architecture 
 
Whiting Memorial Community House, 
1923. 
Whiting 
Industry 
 
John Wood Old Mill, 1838. 
Merrillville vicinity 
Architecture, Commerce, 
Exploration/Settlement 
 
Wilbur Wynant House, 1916. 
Gary 
Architecture 
 
LaPorte County 
 
John H. Barker Mansion, 1905. 
Michigan City 
Architecture, Industry 
 
Barker House, c.1900. 
Michigan City 
Architecture 
 
Downtown LaPorte Historic District, 1850-
1914. 
LaPorte 
Archiecture, Community Planning and 
Development 
 
First Congregational Church of Michigan 
City, 1881 / 1909. 
Michigan City 
Architecture 
 
Garrettson-Baine-Bartholomew House, 
1908. 
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Michigan City 
Archtiecture 
 
Michigan City East Pierhead Light Tower 
and Elevated 
Walk (Michigan City Lighthouse), 1904. 
Eastside of entrance to Michigan City 
Harbor 
Architecture, Transportation 
 
Michigan City Lighthouse, 1858. 
Michigan City 
Conservation, Architecture 
 
Michigan City Post Office, 1909. 
Michigan City 
Architecture 
 
Francis H. Morrison House, 1904. 
LaPorte 
Architecture, Commerce 
 
MUSKEGON Shipwreck Site. 
Archaeology 
 
William Orr House, 1875. 
LaPorte 
 
Archtiecture 
Pinehurst Hall, 1853. 
LaPorte 
Architecture 
 
Marion Ridgeway Polygonal Barn, 1878. 
LaPorte 
Agriculture, Architecture 
(Round and Polygonal Barns of Indiana 
Multiple Property Listing) 
 
Everel S. Smith House, 1879. 
Westville 
Architecture, Commerce 
 
Washington Park, 1891, 1933-1941. 
Michigan City 

Entertainment/Recreation, Landscape 
Architecture, Social History, Architecture 
 
Porter County 
 
Joseph Bailly Homestead, 1822-1919. 
Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore 
NHL 
Architecture, commerce, 
Exploration/Settlement, Social History 
 
Bartlett Real Estate Office, 1927-1946. 
Beverly Shores 
Architecture, Community Planning and 
Development 
 
Beverly Shores-Century of Progress 
Architectural District, 1934-35. 
Beverly Shores 
Architecture, Invention 
 
Beverly Shores South Shore Railroad 
Station, 1929. 
Beverly Shores 
Architecture, Transportation 
 
George Brown Mansion, 1885. 
Chesterton 
Architecture 
 
Chesterton Commercial Historic District, 
c.1895-1949. 
Chesterton 
Commerce, Architecture, 
Politics/Government 
 
Norris and Harriett Coambs Lustron House, 
1950. 
Chesterton 
Architecture 
Clinton D. Gilson Barn, 1892. 
Hebron vicinity 
Agriculture, Architecture 
 
Heritage Hall, 1875. 
Valparaiso 
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Education 
 
Imre and Maria Horner House, 1949. 
Beverly Shores 
Architecture 
 
Immanuel Lutheran Church, 1891. 
Valparaiso 
Architecture 
 
Dr. David J. Loring Residence and Clinic, 
1906. 
Valparaiso 
Health/Medicine, Social History 
 
New York Central Railroad Passenger 
Depot, 1914. 
Chesterton 
Architecture, Transportation 
 
 
 
Nike Missile Site C-47, 1956-1972. 
Portage vicinity 
Military, Politics/Government, Social 
History 

 
Porter County Jail and Sheriff’s House, 
House, c.1860. Jail, 1871. 
Valparaiso 
Architecture, Politics/Government, Social 
History 
 
Porter County Memorial Hall, 1893. 
Valparaiso 
Architecture, Performing Arts 
 
David Garland Rose House, c.1860. 
Valparaiso 
Architecture 
 
Valparaiso Downtown Commercial District, 
c.1870-1930. 
Valparaiso 
Architecture, Commerce, 
Politics/Government 
 
Weller House, c.1870. 
Chesterton 
Architecture 

 
 



APPENDIX VI
Northwest Indiana Managed Lands

Park
Property location 

(county) Federal State County Non-profit Notes

Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore
Lake, Porter, & 
LaPorte

National Park 
Service

Indiana Dunes State Park Porter
IDNR - Division of 
Nature Preserves

Kingsbury Fish & Wildlife Area LaPorte
IDNR - Division of 
Nature Preserves

Cressmoor Prairie Nature Preserve Lake
IDNR - Division of 
Nature Preserves

Gibson Woods Nature Preserve Lake
IDNR - Division of 
Nature Preserves

Hoosier Prairie Nature Preserve Lake
IDNR - Division of 
Nature Preserves

Dunes Nature Preserve Porter
IDNR - Division of 
Nature Preserves

Sunset Hill Farm County Park Porter Porter County Parks
Lemon Lake Lake Lake County Parks
Stoney Run Lake Lake County Parks
Deep River County Park Lake Lake County Parks
Lake Etta Lake Lake County Parks
Grand Kankakee Marsh Lake Lake County Parks

Oak Ridge Prairie & Oak Savannah Trail LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

Whihala Beach LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

Luhr County Park LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

Creek Ridge County Park LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

currently no public 
access

Bluhm Park LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

Kankakee Property LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

currently no public 
access

Managed by:
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Managed by:

Red Mill County Park LaPorte
LaPorte County 
Parks

currently no public 
access

Menkes Nature Preserve Lake
The Nature 
Conservancy

Sebert Property LaPorte
The Nature 
Conservancy

Ivanhoe Dune & Swale Preserve
Barker Woods Preserve

Coffee Creek Watershed Conservancy Porter 

Coffee Creek 
Watershed 
Conservancy, Inc.

public access - part 
of Coffee Creek 
Development
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VASCULAR PLANT
AGALINIS AURICULATA                      EARLEAF FOXGLOVE                         SE     **     S1         G3        
AGALINIS SKINNERIANA                     PALE FALSE FOXGLOVE                      SE     **     S1         G3        
AMELANCHIER HUMILIS                      RUNNING SERVICEBERRY                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ANDROSACE OCCIDENTALIS                   WESTERN ROCKJASMINE                      ST     **     S2         G5        
ARALIA HISPIDA                           BRISTLY SARSAPARILLA                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ARCTOSTAPHYLOS UVA-URSI                  BEARBERRY                                SR     **     S2         G5        
ARENARIA STRICTA                         MICHAUX'S STITCHWORT                     SR     **     S2         G5        
ARETHUSA BULBOSA                         SWAMP-PINK                               SX     **     SX         G4        
ARISTIDA INTERMEDIA                      SLIM-SPIKE THREE-AWN GRASS               SR     **     S2         G?        
ARISTIDA TUBERCULOSA                     SEABEACH NEEDLEGRASS                     SR     **     S2         G5        
ARMORACIA AQUATICA                       LAKE CRESS                               SE     **     S1         G4?       
ASCLEPIAS MEADII                         MEAD'S MILKWEED                          SRE    LT     SX         G2        
ASTER BOREALIS                           RUSHLIKE ASTER                           SR     **     S2         G5        
ASTER FURCATUS                           FORKED ASTER                             SR     **     S2         G3        
ASTER SERICEUS                           WESTERN SILVERY ASTER                    SR     **     S2         G5        
AUREOLARIA GRANDIFLORA VAR PULCHRA       LARGE-FLOWER FALSE-FOXGLOVE              SX     **     SX         G4G5T?    
BETULA POPULIFOLIA                       GRAY BIRCH                               SX     **     SX         G5        
BIDENS BECKII                            BECK WATER-MARIGOLD                      SE     **     S1         G4G5T4    
BOTRYCHIUM MATRICARIIFOLIUM              CHAMOMILE GRAPE-FERN                     ST     **     S2         G5        
BOTRYCHIUM SIMPLEX                       LEAST GRAPE-FERN                         SE     **     S1         G5        
BUCHNERA AMERICANA                       BLUEHEARTS                               SE     **     S1         G5?       
CAREX AUREA                              GOLDEN-FRUITED SEDGE                     SR     **     S2         G5        
CAREX BEBBII                             BEBB'S SEDGE                             ST     **     S2         G5        
CAREX BRUNNESCENS                        BROWNISH SEDGE                           SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX CONOIDEA                           PRAIRIE GRAY SEDGE                       SE     **     S1         G4        
CAREX CRAWEI                             CRAWE SEDGE                              ST     **     S2         G5        
CAREX EBURNEA                            EBONY SEDGE                              SR     **     S2         G5        
CAREX GARBERI                            ELK SEDGE                                ST     **     S2         G4        
CAREX LIMOSA                             MUD SEDGE                                SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX RICHARDSONII                       RICHARDSON SEDGE                         SE     **     S1         G4        
CEANOTHUS HERBACEUS                      PRAIRIE REDROOT                          SX     **     SX         G5        
CIRSIUM HILLII                           HILL'S THISTLE                           SE     **     S1         G3        
CIRSIUM PITCHERI                         DUNE THISTLE                             ST     LT     S2         G3        
CLINTONIA BOREALIS                       CLINTON LILY                             SE     **     S1         G5        
COELOGLOSSUM VIRIDE VAR VIRESCENS        LONG-BRACT GREEN ORCHIS                  ST     **     S2         G5T5      
CORNUS AMOMUM SSP AMOMUM                 SILKY DOGWOOD                            SE     **     S1         G5T?      
CORNUS CANADENSIS                        BUNCHBERRY                               SE     **     S1         G5        
CORNUS RUGOSA                            ROUNDLEAF DOGWOOD                        SR     **     S2         G5        
CORYDALIS SEMPERVIRENS                   PALE CORYDALIS                           SE     **     S1         G4G5      
CYPERUS DENTATUS                         TOOTHED SEDGE                            SE     **     S1         G4        
CYPRIPEDIUM CALCEOLUS VAR PARVIFLORUM    SMALL YELLOW LADY'S-SLIPPER              SR     **     S2         G5        
CYPRIPEDIUM CANDIDUM                     SMALL WHITE LADY'S-SLIPPER               SR     **     S2         G4        
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DIERVILLA LONICERA                       NORTHERN BUSH-HONEYSUCKLE                SR     **     S2         G5        
DROSERA INTERMEDIA                       SPOON-LEAVED SUNDEW                      SR     **     S2         G5        
ELEOCHARIS GENICULATA                    CAPITATE SPIKE-RUSH                      ST     **     S2         G5        
ELEOCHARIS MELANOCARPA                   BLACK-FRUITED SPIKE-RUSH                 ST     **     S2         G4        
ELEOCHARIS WOLFII                        WOLF SPIKERUSH                           SR     **     S2         G4        
EQUISETUM VARIEGATUM                     VARIEGATED HORSETAIL                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ERIOPHORUM ANGUSTIFOLIUM                 NARROW-LEAVED COTTON-GRASS               SR     **     S2         G5        
ERIOPHORUM GRACILE                       SLENDER COTTON-GRASS                     ST     **     S2         G5        
GENTIANA PUBERULENTA                     DOWNY GENTIAN                            ST     **     S2         G4G5      
GERANIUM BICKNELLII                      BICKNELL NORTHERN CRANE'S-BILL           SE     **     S1         G5        
GLYCERIA BOREALIS                        SMALL FLOATING MANNA-GRASS               SE     **     S1         G5        
HUDSONIA TOMENTOSA                       SAND-HEATHER                             ST     **     S2         G5        
JUGLANS CINEREA                          BUTTERNUT                                WL     **     S3         G3G4      
JUNCUS BALTICUS VAR LITTORALIS           BALTIC RUSH                              SR     **     S2         G5T5      
JUNCUS PELOCARPUS                        BROWN-FRUITED RUSH                       ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNCUS SCIRPOIDES                        SCIRPUS-LIKE RUSH                        ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNIPERUS COMMUNIS                       GROUND JUNIPER                           SR     **     S2         G5        
LATHYRUS MARITIMUS VAR GLABER            BEACH PEAVINE                            SE     **     S1         G5T4T5    
LATHYRUS VENOSUS                         SMOOTH VEINY PEA                         ST     **     S2         G5        
LECHEA STRICTA                           UPRIGHT PINWEED                          SX     **     SX         G4?       
LINNAEA BOREALIS                         TWINFLOWER                               SX     **     SX         G5        
LINUM SULCATUM                           GROOVED YELLOW FLAX                      SR     **     S2         G5        
LUDWIGIA SPHAEROCARPA                    GLOBE-FRUITED FALSE-LOOSESTRIFE          SE     **     S1         G5        
LYCOPODIELLA INUNDATA                    NORTHERN BOG CLUBMOSS                    SE     **     S1         G5        
MALAXIS UNIFOLIA                         GREEN ADDER'S-MOUTH                      SE     **     S1         G5        
MELAMPYRUM LINEARE                       AMERICAN COW-WHEAT                       SR     **     S2         G5        
MIKANIA SCANDENS                         CLIMBING HEMPWEED                        SE     **     S1         G5        
MYOSOTIS LAXA                            SMALLER FORGET-ME-NOT                    SE     **     S1         G5        
MYRIOPHYLLUM VERTICILLATUM               WHORLED WATER-MILFOIL                    ST     **     S2         G5        
OENOTHERA PERENNIS                       SMALL SUNDROPS                           ST     **     S2         G5        
OROBANCHE FASCICULATA                    CLUSTERED BROOMRAPE                      SE     **     S1         G4        
PANICUM BOREALE                          NORTHERN WITCHGRASS                      SR     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM LEIBERGII                        LEIBERG'S WITCHGRASS                     ST     **     S2         G5        
PERIDERIDIA AMERICANA                    EASTERN EULOPHUS                         SE     **     S1         G4        
PINUS BANKSIANA                          JACK PINE                                SR     **     S2         G5        
PINUS STROBUS                            EASTERN WHITE PINE                       SR     **     S2         G5        
PLANTAGO CORDATA                         HEART-LEAVED PLANTAIN                    SE     **     S1         G4        
PLATANTHERA CILIARIS                     YELLOW-FRINGE ORCHIS                     SE     **     S1         G5        
PLATANTHERA HOOKERI                      HOOKER ORCHIS                            SX     **     SX         G5        
PLATANTHERA HYPERBOREA                   LEAFY NORTHERN GREEN ORCHIS              ST     **     S2         G5        
PLATANTHERA LEUCOPHAEA                   PRAIRIE WHITE-FRINGED ORCHID             SE     LT     S1         G2        
PLATANTHERA PSYCODES                     SMALL PURPLE-FRINGE ORCHIS               SR     **     S2         G5        
POLYGONELLA ARTICULATA                   EASTERN JOINTWEED                        SR     **     S2         G5        
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POLYGONUM CAREYI                         CAREY'S SMARTWEED                        ST     **     S2         G4        
POLYTAENIA NUTTALLII                     PRAIRIE PARSLEY                          SE     **     S1         G5        
POPULUS BALSAMIFERA                      BALSAM POPLAR                            SX     **     SX         G5        
POTAMOGETON PULCHER                      SPOTTED PONDWEED                         SE     **     S1         G5        
POTAMOGETON PUSILLUS                     SLENDER PONDWEED                         SR     **     S2         G5        
POTAMOGETON RICHARDSONII                 REDHEADGRASS                             ST     **     S2         G5        
POTAMOGETON ROBBINSII                    FLATLEAF PONDWEED                        ST     **     S2         G5        
POTAMOGETON STRICTIFOLIUS                STRAIGHT-LEAF PONDWEED                   SE     **     S1         G5        
POTENTILLA ANSERINA                      SILVERWEED                               ST     **     S2         G5        
PRENANTHES ASPERA                        ROUGH RATTLESNAKE-ROOT                   SR     **     S2         G4?       
PRUNUS PENSYLVANICA                      FIRE CHERRY                              SR     **     S2         G5        
PYROLA SECUNDA                           ONE-SIDED WINTERGREEN                    SX     **     SX         G5        
RHUS AROMATICA VAR ARENARIA              BEACH SUMAC                              ST     **     S2         G5T3Q     
RHYNCHOSPORA GLOBULARIS VAR RECOGNITA    GLOBE BEAKED-RUSH                        SE     **     S1         G5T5?     
RHYNCHOSPORA MACROSTACHYA                TALL BEAKED-RUSH                         SR     **     S2         G4        
RUBUS SETOSUS                            SMALL BRISTLEBERRY                       SE     **     S1         G5        
SALIX CORDATA                            HEARTLEAF WILLOW                         ST     **     S2         G5        
SATUREJA GLABELLA VAR ANGUSTIFOLIA       CALAMINT                                 SE     **     S1         G5        
SCIRPUS HALLII                           HALL'S BULRUSH                           SE     **     S1         G2        
SCIRPUS SMITHII                          SMITH'S BULRUSH                          SE     **     S1         G5?       
SCIRPUS SUBTERMINALIS                    WATER BULRUSH                            SR     **     S2         G4G5      
SCLERIA RETICULARIS                      RETICULATED NUTRUSH                      ST     **     S2         G3G4      
SELAGINELLA APODA                        MEADOW SPIKE-MOSS                        SE     **     S1         G5        
SELAGINELLA RUPESTRIS                    LEDGE SPIKE-MOSS                         ST     **     S2         G5        
SHEPHERDIA CANADENSIS                    CANADA BUFFALO-BERRY                     SE     **     S1         G5        
SISYRINCHIUM MONTANUM                    STRICT BLUE-EYED-GRASS                   SE     **     S1         G5        
SOLIDAGO PTARMICOIDES                    PRAIRIE GOLDENROD                        SR     **     S2         G5        
SOLIDAGO SIMPLEX VAR GILLMANII           STICKY GOLDENROD                         ST     **     S2         G5T3?     
SPIRANTHES LUCIDA                        SHINING LADIES'-TRESSES                  SR     **     S2         G5        
SPIRANTHES MAGNICAMPORUM                 GREAT PLAINS LADIES'-TRESSES             SE     **     S1         G4        
STROPHOSTYLES LEIOSPERMA                 SLICK-SEED WILD-BEAN                     ST     **     S2         G5        
TALINUM RUGOSPERMUM                      PRAIRIE FAME-FLOWER                      ST     **     S2         G3?       
THUJA OCCIDENTALIS                       NORTHERN WHITE CEDAR                     SE     **     S1         G5        
TOFIELDIA GLUTINOSA                      FALSE ASPHODEL                           SR     **     S2         G5        
TRICHOSTEMA DICHOTOMUM                   FORKED BLUECURL                          SR     **     S2         G5        
TRIGLOCHIN PALUSTRE                      MARSH ARROW-GRASS                        ST     **     S2         G5        
UTRICULARIA CORNUTA                      HORNED BLADDERWORT                       ST     **     S2         G5        
UTRICULARIA MINOR                        LESSER BLADDERWORT                       SE     **     S1         G5        
UTRICULARIA PURPUREA                     PURPLE BLADDERWORT                       SR     **     S2         G5        
UTRICULARIA RESUPINATA                   NORTHEASTERN BLADDERWORT                 SX     **     SX         G4        
UTRICULARIA SUBULATA                     ZIGZAG BLADDERWORT                       ST     **     S2         G5        
VIBURNUM OPULUS VAR AMERICANUM           HIGHBUSH-CRANBERRY                       SE     **     S1         G5T5      
VIOLA PEDATIFIDA                         PRAIRIE VIOLET                           ST     **     S2         G5        
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ZANNICHELLIA PALUSTRIS                   HORNED PONDWEED                          SE     **     S1         G5        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: ODONATA (DRAGONFLIES; DAMSELFLIES)
SOMATOCHLORA HINEANA                     OHIO EMERALD DRAGONFLY                   SX     LE     SX         G2G3      

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: HOMOPTERA (CICADAS; HOPPERS; SCALES; APHIDS)
PRAIRIANA KANSANA                        A LEAFHOPPER                             ST     **     S1         G?        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: COLEOPTERA (BEETLES)
NICROPHORUS AMERICANUS                   AMERICAN BURYING BEETLE                  SX     LE     SH         G1        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: LEPIDOPTERA (BUTTERFLIES; SKIPPERS)
ATRYTONOPSIS HIANNA                      DUSTED SKIPPER                           ST     **     S2S3       G4G5      
BOLORIA SELENE MYRINA                    SILVER-BORDERED FRITILLARY               **     **     S2S3       G5T5      
ERYNNIS MARTIALIS                        MOTTLED DUSKYWING                        ST     **     S3         G4        
EUCHLOE OLYMPIA                          OLYMPIA MARBLEWING                       ST     **     S2         G4        
EUPHYDRYAS PHAETON                       BALTIMORE                                **     **     S2S4       G4        
EUPHYES BIMACULA                         TWO-SPOTTED SKIPPER                      SR     **     S2         G4        
GLAUCOPSYCHE LYGDAMUS COUPERI            SILVERY BLUE                             SE     **     S1         G5T4      
HESPERIA LEONARDUS                       LEONARDUS SKIPPER                        SR     **     S2         G4        
HESPERIA OTTOE                           OTTOE SKIPPER                            SE     **     S1         G3G4      
LYCAEIDES MELISSA SAMUELIS               KARNER BLUE BUTTERFLY                    SE     LE     S1         G5T2      
LYCAENA HELLOIDES                        PURPLISH COPPER                          **     **     S2S4       G5        
LYCAENA XANTHOIDES                       GREAT COPPER                             WL     **     S?         G5        
POANES VIATOR VIATOR                     BIG BROAD-WINGED SKIPPER                 SR     **     S2         G5T4      
PROBLEMA BYSSUS                          BUNCHGRASS SKIPPER                       SR     **     S2         G3G4      
SPEYERIA IDALIA                          REGAL FRITILLARY                         SE     **     S1         G3        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: LEPIDOPTERA (MOTHS)
METARRANTHIS APICIARIA                   BARRENS METARRANTHIS MOTH                WL     **     SH         GU        
PAPAIPEMA BEERIANA                       BLAZING STAR STEM BORER                  **     **     S?         G3        
PAPAIPEMA LEUCOSTIGMA                    COLUMBINE BORER                          WL     **     S?         G4        
PAPAIPEMA SILPHII                        SILPHIUM BORER MOTH                      **     **     S?         G3G4      
SCHINIA GLORIOSA                         GLORIUS FLOWER MOTH                      WL     **     SU         G4        
SCHINIA INDIANA                          PHLOX MOTH                               SE     **     S1         GU        

FISH
ACIPENSER FULVESCENS                     LAKE STURGEON                            SE     **     S1         G3        
NOTROPIS ARIOMMUS                        POPEYE SHINER                            SX     **     SX         G3        

AMPHIBIANS
AMBYSTOMA LATERALE                       BLUE-SPOTTED SALAMANDER                  SSC    **     S2         G5        
NECTURUS MACULOSUS                       MUDPUPPY                                 SSC    **     S2         G5        
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RANA PIPIENS                             NORTHERN LEOPARD FROG                    SSC    **     S2         G5        

REPTILES
CLEMMYS GUTTATA                          SPOTTED TURTLE                           SE     **     S2         G5        
EMYDOIDEA BLANDINGII                     BLANDING'S TURTLE                        SE     **     S2         G4        
LIOCHLOROPHIS VERNALIS                   SMOOTH GREEN SNAKE                       SE     **     S2         G5        
OPHISAURUS ATTENUATUS                    SLENDER GLASS LIZARD                     **     **     S2         G5        
SISTRURUS CATENATUS CATENATUS            EASTERN MASSASAUGA                       SE     **     S2         G3G4T3T4  
TERRAPENE ORNATA                         ORNATE BOX TURTLE                        SE     **     S2         G5        
THAMNOPHIS PROXIMUS                      WESTERN RIBBON SNAKE                     SSC    **     S3         G5        

BIRDS
ACCIPITER COOPERII                       COOPER'S HAWK                            **     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
AMMODRAMUS HENSLOWII                     HENSLOW'S SPARROW                        SE     **     S3B,SZN    G4        
ANAS CLYPEATA                            NORTHERN SHOVELER                        **     **     SHB,SAN    G5        
ARDEA ALBA                               GREAT EGRET                              SSC    **     S1B,SZN    G5        
ARDEA HERODIAS                           GREAT BLUE HERON                         **     **     S4B,SZN    G5        
BARTRAMIA LONGICAUDA                     UPLAND SANDPIPER                         SE     **     S3B        G5        
BOTAURUS LENTIGINOSUS                    AMERICAN BITTERN                         SE     **     S2B        G4        
BUTEO LINEATUS                           RED-SHOULDERED HAWK                      SSC    **     S3         G5        
CERTHIA AMERICANA                        BROWN CREEPER                            **     **     S2B,SZN    G5        
CHARADRIUS MELODUS                       PIPING PLOVER                            SE     LE     SXB,SAN    G3        
CHLIDONIAS NIGER                         BLACK TERN                               SE     **     S1B,SZN    G4        
CISTOTHORUS PALUSTRIS                    MARSH WREN                               SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
CISTOTHORUS PLATENSIS                    SEDGE WREN                               SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
EMPIDONAX MINIMUS                        LEAST FLYCATCHER                         **     **     S3B        G5        
EUPHAGUS CYANOCEPHALUS                   BREWER'S BLACKBIRD                       **     **     SHB,S1N    G5        
FALCO PEREGRINUS                         PEREGRINE FALCON                         SE     E(S/A) S2B,SZN    G4        
IXOBRYCHUS EXILIS                        LEAST BITTERN                            SE     **     S3B        G5        
LANIUS LUDOVICIANUS                      LOGGERHEAD SHRIKE                        SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
NYCTANASSA VIOLACEA                      YELLOW-CROWNED NIGHT-HERON               SE     **     S2B        G5        
NYCTICORAX NYCTICORAX                    BLACK-CROWNED NIGHT-HERON                SE     **     S1B,SAN    G5        
PHALAROPUS TRICOLOR                      WILSON'S PHALAROPE                       SX     **     SHB,SZN    G5        
RALLUS ELEGANS                           KING RAIL                                SE     **     S1B,SZN    G4G5      
RALLUS LIMICOLA                          VIRGINIA RAIL                            SSC    **     S3B,SZN    G5        
TYTO ALBA                                BARN OWL                                 SE     **     S2         G5        
XANTHOCEPHALUS XANTHOCEPHALUS            YELLOW-HEADED BLACKBIRD                  SE     **     S1B        G5        

MAMMALS
LUTRA CANADENSIS                         NORTHERN RIVER OTTER                     SE     **     S?         G5        
SPERMOPHILUS FRANKLINII                  FRANKLIN'S GROUND SQUIRREL               SE     **     S2         G5        
TAXIDEA TAXUS                            AMERICAN BADGER                          SE     **     S2         G5        
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HIGH QUALITY NATURAL COMMUNITY
FOREST - FLOODPLAIN WET                  WET FLOODPLAIN FOREST                    SG     **     S3         G3?       
FOREST - FLOODPLAIN WET-MESIC            WET-MESIC FLOODPLAIN FOREST              SG     **     S3         G3?       
FOREST - UPLAND DRY                      DRY UPLAND FOREST                        SG     **     S4         G4        
FOREST - UPLAND DRY-MESIC                DRY-MESIC UPLAND FOREST                  SG     **     S4         G4        
FOREST - UPLAND MESIC                    MESIC UPLAND FOREST                      SG     **     S3         G3?       
LAKE - POND                              POND                                     SG     **     S?                   
PRAIRIE - DRY-MESIC                      DRY-MESIC PRAIRIE                        SG     **     S2         G3        
PRAIRIE - MESIC                          MESIC PRAIRIE                            SG     **     S2         G2        
PRAIRIE - SAND DRY                       DRY SAND PRAIRIE                         SG     **     S2         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND DRY-MESIC                 DRY-MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                   SG     **     S3         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND MESIC                     MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                       SG     **                          
PRAIRIE - SAND WET                       WET SAND PRAIRIE                         SG     **     S3         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND WET-MESIC                 WET-MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                   SG     **     S2         G1?       
PRIMARY - DUNE LAKE                      FOREDUNE                                 SG     **     S1         G3        
SAVANNA - MESIC                          MESIC SAVANNA                            SG     **                          
SAVANNA - SAND DRY                       DRY SAND SAVANNA                         SG     **     S2         G2?       
SAVANNA - SAND DRY-MESIC                 DRY-MESIC SAND SAVANNA                   SG     **     S2S3       G2?       
SAVANNA - SAND MESIC                     MESIC SAND SAVANNA                       SG     **                          
WETLAND - FEN                            FEN                                      SG     **     S3         G3        
WETLAND - MARSH                          MARSH                                    SG     **     S4         GU        
WETLAND - MEADOW SEDGE                   SEDGE MEADOW                             SG     **     S1         G3?       
WETLAND - PANNE                          PANNE                                    SG     **     S1         G2        
WETLAND - SWAMP SHRUB                    SHRUB SWAMP                              SG     **     S2         GU        

OTHER FEATURE OF SIGNIFICANCE
MIGRATORY BIRD CONCENTRATION SITE        MIGRATORY BIRD CONCENTRATION SITE        SG     **                          

APPENDIX VII - Endangered and Threatened Species Found in Northwest Indiana

Page 6 of 17



November 16, 1999

ENDANGERED, THREATENED AND RARE SPECIES DOCUMENTED FROM PORTER COUNTY, INDIANA

SPECIES NAME                             COMMON NAME                              STATE  FED    SRANK      GRANK 

STATE: SX=extirpated, SE=endangered, ST=threatened, SR=rare, SSC=special concern, WL=watch list, SG=significant,** no status but
rarity warrants concern

FEDERAL: LE=endangered, LT=threatened, LELT=different listings for specific ranges of species, PE=proposed endangered,
PT=proposed threatened, E/SA=appearance similar to LE species, **=not listed

Page 1

VASCULAR PLANT
ACTAEA RUBRA                             RED BANEBERRY                            SR     **     S2         G5        
AMELANCHIER HUMILIS                      RUNNING SERVICEBERRY                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ARABIS GLABRA                            TOWER-MUSTARD                            ST     **     S2         G5        
ARALIA HISPIDA                           BRISTLY SARSAPARILLA                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ARCTOSTAPHYLOS UVA-URSI                  BEARBERRY                                SR     **     S2         G5        
ARENARIA STRICTA                         MICHAUX'S STITCHWORT                     SR     **     S2         G5        
ARISTIDA INTERMEDIA                      SLIM-SPIKE THREE-AWN GRASS               SR     **     S2         G?        
ARISTIDA TUBERCULOSA                     SEABEACH NEEDLEGRASS                     SR     **     S2         G5        
ASTER BOREALIS                           RUSHLIKE ASTER                           SR     **     S2         G5        
ASTER FURCATUS                           FORKED ASTER                             SR     **     S2         G3        
ASTER SERICEUS                           WESTERN SILVERY ASTER                    SR     **     S2         G5        
BETULA POPULIFOLIA                       GRAY BIRCH                               SX     **     SX         G5        
BOTRYCHIUM MATRICARIIFOLIUM              CHAMOMILE GRAPE-FERN                     ST     **     S2         G5        
BOTRYCHIUM MULTIFIDUM VAR INTERMEDIUM    LEATHERY GRAPE-FERN                      SX     **     SX         G5T4?     
BUCHNERA AMERICANA                       BLUEHEARTS                               SE     **     S1         G5?       
CAREX ATHERODES                          AWNED SEDGE                              SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX ATLANTICA SSP CAPILLACEA           HOWE SEDGE                               SE     **     S1         G5T5?     
CAREX AUREA                              GOLDEN-FRUITED SEDGE                     SR     **     S2         G5        
CAREX BRUNNESCENS                        BROWNISH SEDGE                           SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX CONOIDEA                           PRAIRIE GRAY SEDGE                       SE     **     S1         G4        
CAREX DEBILIS VAR RUDGEI                 WHITE-EDGE SEDGE                         ST     **     S2         G5T5      
CAREX EBURNEA                            EBONY SEDGE                              SR     **     S2         G5        
CAREX FLAVA                              YELLOW SEDGE                             ST     **     S2         G5        
CAREX FOLLICULATA                        LONG SEDGE                               ST     **     S2         G4G5      
CAREX GARBERI                            ELK SEDGE                                ST     **     S2         G4        
CAREX LEPTONERVIA                        FINELY-NERVED SEDGE                      SE     **     S1         G4        
CAREX LIMOSA                             MUD SEDGE                                SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX PEDUNCULATA                        LONGSTALK SEDGE                          SR     **     S2         G5        
CAREX SEORSA                             WEAK STELLATE SEDGE                      SR     **     S2         G4        
CHIMAPHILA UMBELLATA SSP CISATLANTICA    PIPSISSEWA                               ST     **     S2         G5T5      
CHRYSOSPLENIUM AMERICANUM                AMERICAN GOLDEN-SAXIFRAGE                ST     **     S2         G5        
CIRCAEA ALPINA                           SMALL ENCHANTER'S NIGHTSHADE             SX     **     SX         G5        
CIRSIUM HILLII                           HILL'S THISTLE                           SE     **     S1         G3        
CIRSIUM PITCHERI                         DUNE THISTLE                             ST     LT     S2         G3        
CLINTONIA BOREALIS                       CLINTON LILY                             SE     **     S1         G5        
COELOGLOSSUM VIRIDE VAR VIRESCENS        LONG-BRACT GREEN ORCHIS                  ST     **     S2         G5T5      
CORNUS AMOMUM SSP AMOMUM                 SILKY DOGWOOD                            SE     **     S1         G5T?      
CORNUS CANADENSIS                        BUNCHBERRY                               SE     **     S1         G5        
CORNUS RUGOSA                            ROUNDLEAF DOGWOOD                        SR     **     S2         G5        
CYPERUS HOUGHTONII                       HOUGHTON'S NUTSEDGE                      SR     **     S2         G4?       
CYPRIPEDIUM CALCEOLUS VAR PARVIFLORUM    SMALL YELLOW LADY'S-SLIPPER              SR     **     S2         G5        
CYPRIPEDIUM CANDIDUM                     SMALL WHITE LADY'S-SLIPPER               SR     **     S2         G4        
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DIERVILLA LONICERA                       NORTHERN BUSH-HONEYSUCKLE                SR     **     S2         G5        
DROSERA INTERMEDIA                       SPOON-LEAVED SUNDEW                      SR     **     S2         G5        
DRYOPTERIS CLINTONIANA                   CLINTON WOODFERN                         SX     **     SX         G5        
ELEOCHARIS GENICULATA                    CAPITATE SPIKE-RUSH                      ST     **     S2         G5        
ELEOCHARIS MELANOCARPA                   BLACK-FRUITED SPIKE-RUSH                 ST     **     S2         G4        
ELEOCHARIS MICROCARPA                    SMALL-FRUITED SPIKE-RUSH                 SE     **     S1         G5        
ELEOCHARIS ROBBINSII                     ROBBINS SPIKERUSH                        SR     **     S2         G4G5      
ERIOCAULON AQUATICUM                     PIPEWORT                                 SE     **     S1         G5        
ERIOPHORUM ANGUSTIFOLIUM                 NARROW-LEAVED COTTON-GRASS               SR     **     S2         G5        
FIMBRISTYLIS PUBERULA                    CAROLINA FIMBRY                          SE     **     S1         G5        
FUIRENA PUMILA                           DWARF UMBRELLA-SEDGE                     ST     **     S2         G4        
GENTIANA ALBA                            YELLOW GENTIAN                           SR     **     S2         G4        
GENTIANA PUBERULENTA                     DOWNY GENTIAN                            ST     **     S2         G4G5      
GERANIUM BICKNELLII                      BICKNELL NORTHERN CRANE'S-BILL           SE     **     S1         G5        
HUDSONIA TOMENTOSA                       SAND-HEATHER                             ST     **     S2         G5        
HYPERICUM ADPRESSUM                      CREEPING ST. JOHN'S-WORT                 SE     **     S1         G2G3      
HYPERICUM PYRAMIDATUM                    GREAT ST. JOHN'S-WORT                    SE     **     S1         G4        
JUGLANS CINEREA                          BUTTERNUT                                WL     **     S3         G3G4      
JUNCUS ARTICULATUS                       JOINTED RUSH                             SE     **     S1         G5        
JUNCUS BALTICUS VAR LITTORALIS           BALTIC RUSH                              SR     **     S2         G5T5      
JUNCUS MILITARIS                         BAYONET RUSH                             SE     **     S1         G4        
JUNCUS PELOCARPUS                        BROWN-FRUITED RUSH                       ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNCUS SCIRPOIDES                        SCIRPUS-LIKE RUSH                        ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNIPERUS COMMUNIS                       GROUND JUNIPER                           SR     **     S2         G5        
LATHYRUS MARITIMUS VAR GLABER            BEACH PEAVINE                            SE     **     S1         G5T4T5    
LATHYRUS OCHROLEUCUS                     PALE VETCHLING PEAVINE                   SE     **     S1         G4G5      
LATHYRUS VENOSUS                         SMOOTH VEINY PEA                         ST     **     S2         G5        
LECHEA STRICTA                           UPRIGHT PINWEED                          SX     **     SX         G4?       
LEMNA VALDIVIANA                         PALE DUCKWEED                            SX     **     SX         G5        
LINNAEA BOREALIS                         TWINFLOWER                               SX     **     SX         G5        
LUDWIGIA SPHAEROCARPA                    GLOBE-FRUITED FALSE-LOOSESTRIFE          SE     **     S1         G5        
LYCOPODIELLA INUNDATA                    NORTHERN BOG CLUBMOSS                    SE     **     S1         G5        
LYCOPODIELLA SUBAPPRESSA                 NORTHERN APPRESSED BOG CLUBMOSS          SE     **     S1         G2        
LYCOPODIUM HICKEYI                       HICKEY'S CLUBMOSS                        SR     **     S2         G5        
LYCOPODIUM OBSCURUM                      TREE CLUBMOSS                            SR     **     S2         G5        
LYCOPODIUM TRISTACHYUM                   DEEP-ROOT CLUBMOSS                       ST     **     S2         G5        
MELAMPYRUM LINEARE                       AMERICAN COW-WHEAT                       SR     **     S2         G5        
MIKANIA SCANDENS                         CLIMBING HEMPWEED                        SE     **     S1         G5        
MILIUM EFFUSUM                           TALL MILLET-GRASS                        SR     **     S2         G5        
MYOSOTIS LAXA                            SMALLER FORGET-ME-NOT                    SE     **     S1         G5        
OROBANCHE FASCICULATA                    CLUSTERED BROOMRAPE                      SE     **     S1         G4        
ORYZOPSIS ASPERIFOLIA                    WHITE-GRAINED MOUNTAIN-RICEGRASS         SE     **     S1         G5        
ORYZOPSIS PUNGENS                        SLENDER MOUNTAIN-RICEGRASS               SX     **     SX         G5        
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ORYZOPSIS RACEMOSA                       BLACK-FRUIT MOUNTAIN-RICEGRASS           ST     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM BOREALE                          NORTHERN WITCHGRASS                      SR     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM COLUMBIANUM                      HEMLOCK PANIC-GRASS                      SR     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM LEIBERGII                        LEIBERG'S WITCHGRASS                     ST     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM MATTAMUSKEETENSE                 A PANIC-GRASS                            SX     **     SX         G?        
PANICUM VERRUCOSUM                       WARTY PANIC-GRASS                        ST     **     S2         G4        
PINUS BANKSIANA                          JACK PINE                                SR     **     S2         G5        
PINUS STROBUS                            EASTERN WHITE PINE                       SR     **     S2         G5        
PLANTAGO CORDATA                         HEART-LEAVED PLANTAIN                    SE     **     S1         G4        
PLATANTHERA CILIARIS                     YELLOW-FRINGE ORCHIS                     SE     **     S1         G5        
PLATANTHERA HOOKERI                      HOOKER ORCHIS                            SX     **     SX         G5        
PLATANTHERA HYPERBOREA                   LEAFY NORTHERN GREEN ORCHIS              ST     **     S2         G5        
PLATANTHERA PSYCODES                     SMALL PURPLE-FRINGE ORCHIS               SR     **     S2         G5        
POA ALSODES                              GROVE MEADOW GRASS                       SR     **     S2         G4G5      
POA PALUDIGENA                           BOG BLUEGRASS                            WL     **     S3         G3        
POLYGALA PAUCIFOLIA                      GAY-WING MILKWORT                        SE     **     S1         G5        
POLYGONELLA ARTICULATA                   EASTERN JOINTWEED                        SR     **     S2         G5        
POLYGONUM CAREYI                         CAREY'S SMARTWEED                        ST     **     S2         G4        
POLYGONUM HYDROPIPEROIDES VAR            NORTHEASTERN SMARTWEED                   ST     **     S2         G5        
OPELOUSANUM                                                                                                          
POPULUS BALSAMIFERA                      BALSAM POPLAR                            SX     **     SX         G5        
POTAMOGETON RICHARDSONII                 REDHEADGRASS                             ST     **     S2         G5        
POTAMOGETON VASEYI                       VASEY'S PONDWEED                         SE     **     S1         G4        
POTENTILLA ANSERINA                      SILVERWEED                               ST     **     S2         G5        
PRUNUS PENSYLVANICA                      FIRE CHERRY                              SR     **     S2         G5        
PSILOCARYA NITENS                        SHORT-BEAKED BALD-RUSH                   SX     **     SX         G4        
PSILOCARYA SCIRPOIDES                    LONG-BEAKED BALDRUSH                     ST     **     S2         G4        
PYROLA ROTUNDIFOLIA VAR AMERICANA        AMERICAN WINTERGREEN                     SR     **     S2         G5        
PYROLA SECUNDA                           ONE-SIDED WINTERGREEN                    SX     **     SX         G5        
RHUS AROMATICA VAR ARENARIA              BEACH SUMAC                              ST     **     S2         G5T3Q     
RHYNCHOSPORA GLOBULARIS VAR RECOGNITA    GLOBE BEAKED-RUSH                        SE     **     S1         G5T5?     
RHYNCHOSPORA MACROSTACHYA                TALL BEAKED-RUSH                         SR     **     S2         G4        
SALIX CORDATA                            HEARTLEAF WILLOW                         ST     **     S2         G5        
SCIRPUS EXPANSUS                         BULRUSH                                  SE     **     S1         G4        
SCIRPUS HALLII                           HALL'S BULRUSH                           SE     **     S1         G2        
SCIRPUS PURSHIANUS                       WEAKSTALK BULRUSH                        SE     **     S1         G4G5      
SCIRPUS SMITHII                          SMITH'S BULRUSH                          SE     **     S1         G5?       
SCIRPUS SUBTERMINALIS                    WATER BULRUSH                            SR     **     S2         G4G5      
SCIRPUS TORREYI                          TORREY'S BULRUSH                         SE     **     S1         G5?       
SCLERIA RETICULARIS                      RETICULATED NUTRUSH                      ST     **     S2         G3G4      
SELAGINELLA RUPESTRIS                    LEDGE SPIKE-MOSS                         ST     **     S2         G5        
SISYRINCHIUM MONTANUM                    STRICT BLUE-EYED-GRASS                   SE     **     S1         G5        
SOLIDAGO PTARMICOIDES                    PRAIRIE GOLDENROD                        SR     **     S2         G5        
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SOLIDAGO SIMPLEX VAR GILLMANII           STICKY GOLDENROD                         ST     **     S2         G5T3?     
SORBUS DECORA                            NORTHERN MOUNTAIN-ASH                    SX     **     SX         G4G5      
SPARGANIUM ANDROCLADUM                   BRANCHING BUR-REED                       ST     **     S2         G4G5      
SPIRANTHES LUCIDA                        SHINING LADIES'-TRESSES                  SR     **     S2         G5        
STIPA AVENACEA                           BLACKSEED NEEDLEGRASS                    ST     **     S2         G5        
TALINUM RUGOSPERMUM                      PRAIRIE FAME-FLOWER                      ST     **     S2         G3?       
THALICTRUM PUBESCENS                     TALL MEADOWRUE                           ST     **     S2         G5        
THUJA OCCIDENTALIS                       NORTHERN WHITE CEDAR                     SE     **     S1         G5        
TRICHOSTEMA DICHOTOMUM                   FORKED BLUECURL                          SR     **     S2         G5        
TRILLIUM CERNUUM VAR MACRANTHUM          NODDING TRILLIUM                         SE     **     S1         G5T4      
UTRICULARIA CORNUTA                      HORNED BLADDERWORT                       ST     **     S2         G5        
UTRICULARIA MINOR                        LESSER BLADDERWORT                       SE     **     S1         G5        
UTRICULARIA PURPUREA                     PURPLE BLADDERWORT                       SR     **     S2         G5        
UTRICULARIA SUBULATA                     ZIGZAG BLADDERWORT                       ST     **     S2         G5        
VACCINIUM OXYCOCCOS                      SMALL CRANBERRY                          ST     **     S2         G5        
VALERIANELLA CHENOPODIIFOLIA             GOOSE-FOOT CORN-SALAD                    SE     **     S1         G5        
VERONICA ANAGALLIS-AQUATICA              BROOK-PIMPERNELL                         ST     **     S2         G5        
VIBURNUM OPULUS VAR AMERICANUM           HIGHBUSH-CRANBERRY                       SE     **     S1         G5T5      
VIOLA PRIMULIFOLIA                       PRIMROSE-LEAF VIOLET                     SR     **     S2         G5        
WOODWARDIA AREOLATA                      NETTED CHAINFERN                         SR     **     S2         G5        
XYRIS DIFFORMIS                          CAROLINA YELLOW-EYED GRASS               ST     **     S2         G5        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: ODONATA (DRAGONFLIES; DAMSELFLIES)
SYMPETRUM SEMICINCTUM                    BAND-WINGED MEADOWFLY                    **     **     S2S3       G5        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: COLEOPTERA (BEETLES)
NICROPHORUS AMERICANUS                   AMERICAN BURYING BEETLE                  SX     LE     SH         G1        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: LEPIDOPTERA (BUTTERFLIES; SKIPPERS)
CALLOPHRYS IRUS                          FROSTED ELFIN                            SR     **     S2         G3G4      
ERYNNIS MARTIALIS                        MOTTLED DUSKYWING                        ST     **     S3         G4        
EUCHLOE OLYMPIA                          OLYMPIA MARBLEWING                       ST     **     S2         G4        
HESPERIA LEONARDUS                       LEONARDUS SKIPPER                        SR     **     S2         G4        
LYCAEIDES MELISSA SAMUELIS               KARNER BLUE BUTTERFLY                    SE     LE     S1         G5T2      
POANES VIATOR VIATOR                     BIG BROAD-WINGED SKIPPER                 SR     **     S2         G5T4      
PROBLEMA BYSSUS                          BUNCHGRASS SKIPPER                       SR     **     S2         G3G4      

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: LEPIDOPTERA (MOTHS)
SCHINIA INDIANA                          PHLOX MOTH                               SE     **     S1         GU        

FISH
ACIPENSER FULVESCENS                     LAKE STURGEON                            SE     **     S1         G3        
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AMPHIBIANS
AMBYSTOMA LATERALE                       BLUE-SPOTTED SALAMANDER                  SSC    **     S2         G5        
HEMIDACTYLIUM SCUTATUM                   FOUR-TOED SALAMANDER                     SE     **     S2         G5        
NECTURUS MACULOSUS                       MUDPUPPY                                 SSC    **     S2         G5        
RANA PIPIENS                             NORTHERN LEOPARD FROG                    SSC    **     S2         G5        

REPTILES
CLEMMYS GUTTATA                          SPOTTED TURTLE                           SE     **     S2         G5        
CLONOPHIS KIRTLANDII                     KIRTLAND'S SNAKE                         SE     **     S2         G2        
EMYDOIDEA BLANDINGII                     BLANDING'S TURTLE                        SE     **     S2         G4        
LIOCHLOROPHIS VERNALIS                   SMOOTH GREEN SNAKE                       SE     **     S2         G5        
OPHISAURUS ATTENUATUS                    SLENDER GLASS LIZARD                     **     **     S2         G5        
SISTRURUS CATENATUS CATENATUS            EASTERN MASSASAUGA                       SE     **     S2         G3G4T3T4  
THAMNOPHIS BUTLERI                       BUTLER'S GARTER SNAKE                    SE     **     S1         G4        
THAMNOPHIS PROXIMUS                      WESTERN RIBBON SNAKE                     SSC    **     S3         G5        

BIRDS
AMMODRAMUS HENSLOWII                     HENSLOW'S SPARROW                        SE     **     S3B,SZN    G4        
ARDEA ALBA                               GREAT EGRET                              SSC    **     S1B,SZN    G5        
ARDEA HERODIAS                           GREAT BLUE HERON                         **     **     S4B,SZN    G5        
ASIO OTUS                                LONG-EARED OWL                           **     **     S2         G5        
BARTRAMIA LONGICAUDA                     UPLAND SANDPIPER                         SE     **     S3B        G5        
BOTAURUS LENTIGINOSUS                    AMERICAN BITTERN                         SE     **     S2B        G4        
BUTEO LINEATUS                           RED-SHOULDERED HAWK                      SSC    **     S3         G5        
BUTEO PLATYPTERUS                        BROAD-WINGED HAWK                        SSC    **     S3B,SRFN   G5        
CIRCUS CYANEUS                           NORTHERN HARRIER                         SE     **     S2         G5        
CISTOTHORUS PALUSTRIS                    MARSH WREN                               SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
CISTOTHORUS PLATENSIS                    SEDGE WREN                               SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
DENDROICA CERULEA                        CERULEAN WARBLER                         SSC    **     S3B        G4        
FALCO PEREGRINUS                         PEREGRINE FALCON                         SE     E(S/A) S2B,SZN    G4        
IXOBRYCHUS EXILIS                        LEAST BITTERN                            SE     **     S3B        G5        
LANIUS LUDOVICIANUS                      LOGGERHEAD SHRIKE                        SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
MNIOTILTA VARIA                          BLACK-AND-WHITE WARBLER                  SSC    **     S1S2B      G5        
NYCTICORAX NYCTICORAX                    BLACK-CROWNED NIGHT-HERON                SE     **     S1B,SAN    G5        
RALLUS ELEGANS                           KING RAIL                                SE     **     S1B,SZN    G4G5      
RALLUS LIMICOLA                          VIRGINIA RAIL                            SSC    **     S3B,SZN    G5        
STURNELLA NEGLECTA                       WESTERN MEADOWLARK                       SSC    **     S2B        G5        
VERMIVORA CHRYSOPTERA                    GOLDEN-WINGED WARBLER                    SE     **     S1B        G4        
WILSONIA CANADENSIS                      CANADA WARBLER                           **     **     S2B        G5        
WILSONIA CITRINA                         HOODED WARBLER                           SSC    **     S3B        G5        

MAMMALS
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SPERMOPHILUS FRANKLINII                  FRANKLIN'S GROUND SQUIRREL               SE     **     S2         G5        
TAXIDEA TAXUS                            AMERICAN BADGER                          SE     **     S2         G5        

HIGH QUALITY NATURAL COMMUNITY
FOREST - UPLAND DRY                      DRY UPLAND FOREST                        SG     **     S4         G4        
FOREST - UPLAND DRY-MESIC                DRY-MESIC UPLAND FOREST                  SG     **     S4         G4        
FOREST - UPLAND MESIC                    MESIC UPLAND FOREST                      SG     **     S3         G3?       
LAKE - LAKE                              LAKE                                     SG     **     S2                   
LAKE - POND                              POND                                     SG     **     S?                   
PRAIRIE - DRY-MESIC                      DRY-MESIC PRAIRIE                        SG     **     S2         G3        
PRAIRIE - MESIC                          MESIC PRAIRIE                            SG     **     S2         G2        
PRAIRIE - SAND DRY                       DRY SAND PRAIRIE                         SG     **     S2         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND DRY-MESIC                 DRY-MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                   SG     **     S3         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND WET-MESIC                 WET-MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                   SG     **     S2         G1?       
PRAIRIE - WET                            WET PRAIRIE                              SG     **     S1         G3        
PRIMARY - DUNE LAKE                      FOREDUNE                                 SG     **     S1         G3        
SAVANNA - SAND DRY                       DRY SAND SAVANNA                         SG     **     S2         G2?       
SAVANNA - SAND DRY-MESIC                 DRY-MESIC SAND SAVANNA                   SG     **     S2S3       G2?       
WETLAND - FEN                            FEN                                      SG     **     S3         G3        
WETLAND - FEN FORESTED                   FORESTED FEN                             SG     **     S1         G3        
WETLAND - MARSH                          MARSH                                    SG     **     S4         GU        
WETLAND - MEADOW SEDGE                   SEDGE MEADOW                             SG     **     S1         G3?       
WETLAND - PANNE                          PANNE                                    SG     **     S1         G2        
WETLAND - SWAMP SHRUB                    SHRUB SWAMP                              SG     **     S2         GU        
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VASCULAR PLANT
ANDROMEDA GLAUCOPHYLLA                   BOG ROSEMARY                             SR     **     S2         G5        
ARABIS GLABRA                            TOWER-MUSTARD                            ST     **     S2         G5        
ARALIA HISPIDA                           BRISTLY SARSAPARILLA                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ARCTOSTAPHYLOS UVA-URSI                  BEARBERRY                                SR     **     S2         G5        
ARENARIA STRICTA                         MICHAUX'S STITCHWORT                     SR     **     S2         G5        
ARISTIDA INTERMEDIA                      SLIM-SPIKE THREE-AWN GRASS               SR     **     S2         G?        
ARISTIDA TUBERCULOSA                     SEABEACH NEEDLEGRASS                     SR     **     S2         G5        
ASTER BOREALIS                           RUSHLIKE ASTER                           SR     **     S2         G5        
BETULA POPULIFOLIA                       GRAY BIRCH                               SX     **     SX         G5        
BIDENS BECKII                            BECK WATER-MARIGOLD                      SE     **     S1         G4G5T4    
CALLA PALUSTRIS                          WILD CALLA                               SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX ARCTATA                            BLACK SEDGE                              SE     **     S1         G5?       
CAREX ATHERODES                          AWNED SEDGE                              SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX ATLANTICA SSP CAPILLACEA           HOWE SEDGE                               SE     **     S1         G5T5?     
CAREX CHORDORRHIZA                       CREEPING SEDGE                           SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX DEBILIS VAR RUDGEI                 WHITE-EDGE SEDGE                         ST     **     S2         G5T5      
CAREX ECHINATA                           LITTLE PRICKLY SEDGE                     SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX FLAVA                              YELLOW SEDGE                             ST     **     S2         G5        
CAREX FOLLICULATA                        LONG SEDGE                               ST     **     S2         G4G5      
CAREX LEPTONERVIA                        FINELY-NERVED SEDGE                      SE     **     S1         G4        
CAREX LIMOSA                             MUD SEDGE                                SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX PEDUNCULATA                        LONGSTALK SEDGE                          SR     **     S2         G5        
CAREX SCABRATA                           ROUGH SEDGE                              SE     **     S1         G5        
CAREX SEORSA                             WEAK STELLATE SEDGE                      SR     **     S2         G4        
CAREX SPARGANIOIDES VAR CEPHALOIDEA      THINLEAF SEDGE                           ST     **     S2         G5        
CHRYSOSPLENIUM AMERICANUM                AMERICAN GOLDEN-SAXIFRAGE                ST     **     S2         G5        
CIRCAEA ALPINA                           SMALL ENCHANTER'S NIGHTSHADE             SX     **     SX         G5        
CONIOSELINUM CHINENSE                    HEMLOCK PARSLEY                          SE     **     S1         G5        
CORNUS RUGOSA                            ROUNDLEAF DOGWOOD                        SR     **     S2         G5        
CORYDALIS SEMPERVIRENS                   PALE CORYDALIS                           SE     **     S1         G4G5      
CYPERUS DENTATUS                         TOOTHED SEDGE                            SE     **     S1         G4        
CYPRIPEDIUM CALCEOLUS VAR PARVIFLORUM    SMALL YELLOW LADY'S-SLIPPER              SR     **     S2         G5        
CYPRIPEDIUM CANDIDUM                     SMALL WHITE LADY'S-SLIPPER               SR     **     S2         G4        
DESCHAMPSIA CESPITOSA                    TUFTED HAIRGRASS                         SR     **     S2         G5        
DIERVILLA LONICERA                       NORTHERN BUSH-HONEYSUCKLE                SR     **     S2         G5        
DROSERA INTERMEDIA                       SPOON-LEAVED SUNDEW                      SR     **     S2         G5        
DRYOPTERIS CLINTONIANA                   CLINTON WOODFERN                         SX     **     SX         G5        
ELEOCHARIS MELANOCARPA                   BLACK-FRUITED SPIKE-RUSH                 ST     **     S2         G4        
EQUISETUM VARIEGATUM                     VARIEGATED HORSETAIL                     SE     **     S1         G5        
ERIOCAULON AQUATICUM                     PIPEWORT                                 SE     **     S1         G5        
ERIOPHORUM ANGUSTIFOLIUM                 NARROW-LEAVED COTTON-GRASS               SR     **     S2         G5        
ERIOPHORUM SPISSUM                       DENSE COTTON-GRASS                       SX     **     SX         G5T5      
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ERIOPHORUM VIRIDICARINATUM               GREEN-KEELED COTTON-GRASS                SR     **     S2         G5        
FRAGARIA VESCA VAR AMERICANA             WOODLAND STRAWBERRY                      SE     **     S1         G5T?      
GENTIANA PUBERULENTA                     DOWNY GENTIAN                            ST     **     S2         G4G5      
GERANIUM ROBERTIANUM                     HERB-ROBERT                              ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNCUS BALTICUS VAR LITTORALIS           BALTIC RUSH                              SR     **     S2         G5T5      
JUNCUS PELOCARPUS                        BROWN-FRUITED RUSH                       ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNCUS SCIRPOIDES                        SCIRPUS-LIKE RUSH                        ST     **     S2         G5        
JUNIPERUS COMMUNIS                       GROUND JUNIPER                           SR     **     S2         G5        
LATHYRUS MARITIMUS VAR GLABER            BEACH PEAVINE                            SE     **     S1         G5T4T5    
LATHYRUS VENOSUS                         SMOOTH VEINY PEA                         ST     **     S2         G5        
LONICERA CANADENSIS                      AMERICAN FLY-HONEYSUCKLE                 SX     **     SX         G5        
LUZULA ACUMINATA                         HAIRY WOODRUSH                           SE     **     S1         G5        
LYCOPODIELLA INUNDATA                    NORTHERN BOG CLUBMOSS                    SE     **     S1         G5        
LYCOPODIUM HICKEYI                       HICKEY'S CLUBMOSS                        SR     **     S2         G5        
LYCOPODIUM OBSCURUM                      TREE CLUBMOSS                            SR     **     S2         G5        
LYCOPODIUM TRISTACHYUM                   DEEP-ROOT CLUBMOSS                       ST     **     S2         G5        
MALAXIS UNIFOLIA                         GREEN ADDER'S-MOUTH                      SE     **     S1         G5        
MATTEUCCIA STRUTHIOPTERIS                OSTRICH FERN                             SR     **     S2         G5        
MELAMPYRUM LINEARE                       AMERICAN COW-WHEAT                       SR     **     S2         G5        
MILIUM EFFUSUM                           TALL MILLET-GRASS                        SR     **     S2         G5        
MYRIOPHYLLUM PINNATUM                    CUTLEAF WATER-MILFOIL                    SE     **     S1         G5        
OENOTHERA PERENNIS                       SMALL SUNDROPS                           ST     **     S2         G5        
ORYZOPSIS ASPERIFOLIA                    WHITE-GRAINED MOUNTAIN-RICEGRASS         SE     **     S1         G5        
ORYZOPSIS PUNGENS                        SLENDER MOUNTAIN-RICEGRASS               SX     **     SX         G5        
PANICUM BOREALE                          NORTHERN WITCHGRASS                      SR     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM LEIBERGII                        LEIBERG'S WITCHGRASS                     ST     **     S2         G5        
PANICUM VERRUCOSUM                       WARTY PANIC-GRASS                        ST     **     S2         G4        
PINUS BANKSIANA                          JACK PINE                                SR     **     S2         G5        
PINUS STROBUS                            EASTERN WHITE PINE                       SR     **     S2         G5        
PLATANTHERA CILIARIS                     YELLOW-FRINGE ORCHIS                     SE     **     S1         G5        
PLATANTHERA HYPERBOREA                   LEAFY NORTHERN GREEN ORCHIS              ST     **     S2         G5        
PLATANTHERA LEUCOPHAEA                   PRAIRIE WHITE-FRINGED ORCHID             SE     LT     S1         G2        
PLATANTHERA PSYCODES                     SMALL PURPLE-FRINGE ORCHIS               SR     **     S2         G5        
POA ALSODES                              GROVE MEADOW GRASS                       SR     **     S2         G4G5      
POA PALUDIGENA                           BOG BLUEGRASS                            WL     **     S3         G3        
POLYGONELLA ARTICULATA                   EASTERN JOINTWEED                        SR     **     S2         G5        
POLYGONUM CAREYI                         CAREY'S SMARTWEED                        ST     **     S2         G4        
POLYGONUM CILINODE                       FRINGED BLACK BINDWEED                   SE     **     S1         G5        
POLYTAENIA NUTTALLII                     PRAIRIE PARSLEY                          SE     **     S1         G5        
POTAMOGETON EPIHYDRUS                    NUTTALL PONDWEED                         SE     **     S1         G5        
POTAMOGETON FRIESII                      FRIES' PONDWEED                          SE     **     S1         G4        
POTAMOGETON PUSILLUS                     SLENDER PONDWEED                         SR     **     S2         G5        
POTAMOGETON ROBBINSII                    FLATLEAF PONDWEED                        ST     **     S2         G5        
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POTENTILLA ANSERINA                      SILVERWEED                               ST     **     S2         G5        
PRENANTHES ASPERA                        ROUGH RATTLESNAKE-ROOT                   SR     **     S2         G4?       
PRUNUS PENSYLVANICA                      FIRE CHERRY                              SR     **     S2         G5        
PSILOCARYA SCIRPOIDES                    LONG-BEAKED BALDRUSH                     ST     **     S2         G4        
PYROLA ROTUNDIFOLIA VAR AMERICANA        AMERICAN WINTERGREEN                     SR     **     S2         G5        
PYROLA SECUNDA                           ONE-SIDED WINTERGREEN                    SX     **     SX         G5        
RHYNCHOSPORA GLOBULARIS VAR RECOGNITA    GLOBE BEAKED-RUSH                        SE     **     S1         G5T5?     
RUBUS ALUMNUS                            A BRAMBLE                                SX     **     SX         G5        
SATUREJA GLABELLA VAR ANGUSTIFOLIA       CALAMINT                                 SE     **     S1         G5        
SCHEUCHZERIA PALUSTRIS SSP AMERICANA     AMERICAN SCHEUCHZERIA                    SE     **     S1         G5T5      
SILENE REGIA                             ROYAL CATCHFLY                           ST     **     S2         G3        
SISYRINCHIUM MONTANUM                    STRICT BLUE-EYED-GRASS                   SE     **     S1         G5        
SOLIDAGO SIMPLEX VAR GILLMANII           STICKY GOLDENROD                         ST     **     S2         G5T3?     
SORBUS DECORA                            NORTHERN MOUNTAIN-ASH                    SX     **     SX         G4G5      
SPARGANIUM ANDROCLADUM                   BRANCHING BUR-REED                       ST     **     S2         G4G5      
SPIRANTHES LUCIDA                        SHINING LADIES'-TRESSES                  SR     **     S2         G5        
STIPA AVENACEA                           BLACKSEED NEEDLEGRASS                    ST     **     S2         G5        
TOFIELDIA GLUTINOSA                      FALSE ASPHODEL                           SR     **     S2         G5        
TRIGLOCHIN PALUSTRE                      MARSH ARROW-GRASS                        ST     **     S2         G5        
UTRICULARIA GEMINISCAPA                  HIDDEN-FRUITED BLADDERWORT               SE     **     S1         G4G5      
UTRICULARIA MINOR                        LESSER BLADDERWORT                       SE     **     S1         G5        
VACCINIUM OXYCOCCOS                      SMALL CRANBERRY                          ST     **     S2         G5        
VALERIANA EDULIS                         HAIRY VALERIAN                           SE     **     S1         G5        
VALERIANA ULIGINOSA                      MARSH VALERIAN                           SE     **     S1         G4Q       
VALERIANELLA CHENOPODIIFOLIA             GOOSE-FOOT CORN-SALAD                    SE     **     S1         G5        
XYRIS DIFFORMIS                          CAROLINA YELLOW-EYED GRASS               ST     **     S2         G5        
ZIGADENUS ELEGANS VAR GLAUCUS            WHITE CAMAS                              SR     **     S2         G5T4T5    

MOLLUSCA: GASTROPODA
LYMNAEA STAGNALIS                        SWAMP LYMNAEA                            SSC    **     S2         G5        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: ODONATA (DRAGONFLIES; DAMSELFLIES)
AESHNA MUTATA                            SPATTERDOCK DARNER                       **     **     S1S2       G3G4      
SYMPETRUM SEMICINCTUM                    BAND-WINGED MEADOWFLY                    **     **     S2S3       G5        

ARTHROPODA: INSECTA: LEPIDOPTERA (BUTTERFLIES; SKIPPERS)
EUPHYDRYAS PHAETON                       BALTIMORE                                **     **     S2S4       G4        
NEONYMPHA MITCHELLII MITCHELLII          MITCHELL'S SATYR                         SE     LE     S1         G2T2      

FISH
ACIPENSER FULVESCENS                     LAKE STURGEON                            SE     **     S1         G3        
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AMPHIBIANS
RANA PIPIENS                             NORTHERN LEOPARD FROG                    SSC    **     S2         G5        

REPTILES
CLEMMYS GUTTATA                          SPOTTED TURTLE                           SE     **     S2         G5        
CLONOPHIS KIRTLANDII                     KIRTLAND'S SNAKE                         SE     **     S2         G2        
EMYDOIDEA BLANDINGII                     BLANDING'S TURTLE                        SE     **     S2         G4        
LIOCHLOROPHIS VERNALIS                   SMOOTH GREEN SNAKE                       SE     **     S2         G5        
SISTRURUS CATENATUS CATENATUS            EASTERN MASSASAUGA                       SE     **     S2         G3G4T3T4  
TERRAPENE ORNATA                         ORNATE BOX TURTLE                        SE     **     S2         G5        

BIRDS
ACCIPITER COOPERII                       COOPER'S HAWK                            **     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
ARDEA HERODIAS                           GREAT BLUE HERON                         **     **     S4B,SZN    G5        
BARTRAMIA LONGICAUDA                     UPLAND SANDPIPER                         SE     **     S3B        G5        
BOTAURUS LENTIGINOSUS                    AMERICAN BITTERN                         SE     **     S2B        G4        
BUTEO LINEATUS                           RED-SHOULDERED HAWK                      SSC    **     S3         G5        
BUTEO PLATYPTERUS                        BROAD-WINGED HAWK                        SSC    **     S3B,SRFN   G5        
CERTHIA AMERICANA                        BROWN CREEPER                            **     **     S2B,SZN    G5        
CHLIDONIAS NIGER                         BLACK TERN                               SE     **     S1B,SZN    G4        
CIRCUS CYANEUS                           NORTHERN HARRIER                         SE     **     S2         G5        
CISTOTHORUS PALUSTRIS                    MARSH WREN                               SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
CISTOTHORUS PLATENSIS                    SEDGE WREN                               SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
DENDROICA CERULEA                        CERULEAN WARBLER                         SSC    **     S3B        G4        
FALCO PEREGRINUS                         PEREGRINE FALCON                         SE     E(S/A) S2B,SZN    G4        
IXOBRYCHUS EXILIS                        LEAST BITTERN                            SE     **     S3B        G5        
LANIUS LUDOVICIANUS                      LOGGERHEAD SHRIKE                        SE     **     S3B,SZN    G5        
NYCTICORAX NYCTICORAX                    BLACK-CROWNED NIGHT-HERON                SE     **     S1B,SAN    G5        
PHALACROCORAX AURITUS                    DOUBLE-CRESTED CORMORANT                 SX     **     SHB,SZN    G5        
RALLUS LIMICOLA                          VIRGINIA RAIL                            SSC    **     S3B,SZN    G5        
STURNELLA NEGLECTA                       WESTERN MEADOWLARK                       SSC    **     S2B        G5        
XANTHOCEPHALUS XANTHOCEPHALUS            YELLOW-HEADED BLACKBIRD                  SE     **     S1B        G5        

MAMMALS
CONDYLURA CRISTATA                       STAR-NOSED MOLE                          SSC    **     S2?        G5        
LYNX RUFUS                               BOBCAT                                   SE     **     S1         G5        
MUSTELA NIVALIS                          LEAST WEASEL                             SSC    **     S2?        G5        
MYOTIS SODALIS                           INDIANA BAT OR SOCIAL MYOTIS             SE     LE     S1         G2        
SPERMOPHILUS FRANKLINII                  FRANKLIN'S GROUND SQUIRREL               SE     **     S2         G5        
TAXIDEA TAXUS                            AMERICAN BADGER                          SE     **     S2         G5        

HIGH QUALITY NATURAL COMMUNITY
FOREST - FLATWOODS BOREAL                BOREAL FLATWOODS                         SG     **     S2         G2?       
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FOREST - FLOODPLAIN WET-MESIC            WET-MESIC FLOODPLAIN FOREST              SG     **     S3         G3?       
FOREST - UPLAND DRY                      DRY UPLAND FOREST                        SG     **     S4         G4        
FOREST - UPLAND DRY-MESIC                DRY-MESIC UPLAND FOREST                  SG     **     S4         G4        
FOREST - UPLAND MESIC                    MESIC UPLAND FOREST                      SG     **     S3         G3?       
LAKE - LAKE                              LAKE                                     SG     **     S2                   
PRAIRIE - DRY-MESIC                      DRY-MESIC PRAIRIE                        SG     **     S2         G3        
PRAIRIE - MESIC                          MESIC PRAIRIE                            SG     **     S2         G2        
PRAIRIE - SAND DRY                       DRY SAND PRAIRIE                         SG     **     S2         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND DRY-MESIC                 DRY-MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                   SG     **     S3         G3        
PRAIRIE - SAND WET-MESIC                 WET-MESIC SAND PRAIRIE                   SG     **     S2         G1?       
PRAIRIE - WET                            WET PRAIRIE                              SG     **     S1         G3        
WETLAND - BOG ACID                       ACID BOG                                 SG     **     S2         G3        
WETLAND - BOG CIRCUMNEUTRAL              CIRCUMNEUTRAL BOG                        SG     **     S3         G3        
WETLAND - FEN                            FEN                                      SG     **     S3         G3        
WETLAND - FEN FORESTED                   FORESTED FEN                             SG     **     S1         G3        
WETLAND - MARSH                          MARSH                                    SG     **     S4         GU        
WETLAND - MEADOW SEDGE                   SEDGE MEADOW                             SG     **     S1         G3?       
WETLAND - SEEP CIRCUMNEUTRAL             CIRCUMNEUTRAL SEEP                       SG     **     S1         GU        
WETLAND - SWAMP SHRUB                    SHRUB SWAMP                              SG     **     S2         GU        
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APPENDIX VIII
Superfund Sites in Northwest Indiana

Facility City County Status
Pazmey Corp Orland Barrel & Drum Griffith Lake National Priority Listed (NPL)
Petro Station Truck stop Gary Lake not on NPL
Premier Chemical Corporation of America Gary Lake not on NPL
US Smelter and Lead Refinery, Inc. East Chicago Lake Proposed for NPL
Western Scrap Corp Gary Lake not on NPL
9th Ave Abandoned Drum Site Gary Lake not on NPL
American Chemical Service, Inc. East Chicago Lake Currently on fund
Bear Brand Hosiery Company Gary Lake not on NPL
Black Oaks Dump Gary Lake not on NPL
Bowman School Gary Lake not on NPL
Bult's Fuel Service, Inc Highland Lake not on NPL
Calumet Container Hammond Lake not on NPL
Cantu Family Residential Wells Gary Lake not on NPL
Conservation Chemical Company Gary Lake not on NPL
East Chicago City Dump East Chicago Lake not on NPL
Environmental Clean-up Contractors Service Griffith Lake not on NPL
Gary Dev Co Inc Gary Lake not on NPL
Gary Dog Pound Site Gary Lake not on NPL
Gary Lagoons Gary Lake not on NPL
Gary Sanitary District Lake Station Sewage Plant Gary Lake not on NPL
H & H Enterprise Gary Lake not on NPL
House's Junk Yard Gary Lake not on NPL
Gary Tar Pit Gary Lake not on NPL
Indiana Pallet East Chicago Lake not on NPL
Kleine Farm Site Cedar Lake Lake not on NPL
Kleine Farm Site Cedar Lake Lake not on NPL
Lake Sandy JO (M&M Landfill) Gary Lake Currently on fund
MIDCO I Gary Lake Currently on fund
MIDCO II Gary Lake Currently on fund
Ninth Avenue Dump Gary Lake Currently on fund
Beverly Shores Groundwater Beverly Porter not on NPL
Chem Metals Company Valparaiso Porter not on NPL
Pines Elementary School Area Pines Twnshp Porter not on NPL
Portage Drum Site Portage Porter not on NPL
Town of Pines Fly Ash Dump Town of Pines Porter not on NPL
Town of Pines Groundwater Plume Town of Pines Porter not on NPL

Source:  EPA Superfund Information Systems, SERCLIS Database February 2005
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Permitted Hazardous Waste (RCRA) Treatment, Storage, and/or Disposal Facilities

Facility Location Type of Activity County
BP Products North America Inc Lakefront 2815 Indinapolis Blvd, Whiting Container & Tank storage, Tank treatment, Incinerator treatment Lake
Midwest Steel Rt 12, Portage Landfill Porter
Pollution Control Industries 4343 Kennedy Ave, East Chicago Container & Tank storage, Tank Treatment Lake
Rhodia, Inc. 2000 Michigan St, Hammond Container & Tank Storage Lake

Source:  IDEM, March 2005

Regional Watershed Plan VIII - 2



Permitted Solid Waste Facilities

Facility Location County Facility Type Permit Expiration
Service Waste Collection Container System 2753 East 15th Ave, Gary Lake Collection Container System
Illiana Transfer #3 1025 E Summit St, Crown Point Lake Transfer Station 1/1/2006
Illiana Transfer #1 1155 Birch Dr, Schereville Lake Transfer Station 12/31/2008
Illiana Transfer #2 102 West Columbus Dr, East Chicago Lake Transfer Station 11/15/2009
US Steel-Gary Works RWS 1 1 N Broadway, Gary Lake Restricted Waste Site Type I 5/1/2006
East Chicago Materials Recovery Facility & Transfer Station 550 Frontage Rd, Ste 3600, East Chicago Lake Transfer Station 7/10/2007
Illiana Transfer Station #4 1525 Clay St, Lake Station Lake Transfer Station 5/15/2007
Lake County C/D Site 18501 Clark Rd, Lowell Lake Construction/Demolition site 5/1/2006
Waste Management of Northwest Indiana Transfer Station 6801 West 15th Ave, Gary Lake Transfer Station 4/8/2007
Waste Management of LaPOrte Transfer Station Hupp Rd and 1st Line Rd, Kingsbury LaPorte Transfer Station 4/23/2009
Able Disposal Recycling & Transfer Station 390 Waverly Rd, Chesterton Porter Transfer Station *Renewal Pending

Source:  IDEM, March 2005
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