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QUARTERLY MEETING/COOK-OUT REMINDER
SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 21th, 5:00 PM

CLOVERDALE,  INDIANA
Property of Tom Rea, 8677 S South SR 243

The quarterly meetings are for the elected Board to conduct business and for our members and
other interested persons to have an open forum to talk about cave and karst conservation and
related topics.  Past, present, and future IKC projects are discussed to solicit comments and
input from our members and the caving community as a whole.  The meetings are informal, and
everyone is encouraged to attend and participate.  The IKC Board wants your input.

Preliminary Agenda Items:  Brief recaps of last quarter’s activities;  Discussion of upcoming pro-
jects, Land Acquisition Committee activities, Stewardship Endowment Fund ad hoc report, and
more....

Following the business meeting (approximately 7 PM) will be the annual pitch-in cookout.  The
IKC will provide the grilled burgers, hot dogs, and brats; condiments; and soft drinks.  Please
bring a salad or covered-dish to share. Finishing off the evening’s activities will be the highly
competitive dessert contest (11th annual).  Bring an entry or enjoy sampling and selecting the
winners. Please bring lawn chairs, and the family, too.  Contact Kathy Welling for further
details.  NOTE: Those not wanting to drive home Saturday night are welcome to stay and camp.

Meeting directions: From I-70, exit onto SR 243 (exit 37).  Turn north and go approximately 1/4
mile.  Tom’s driveway is the first one on the right after crossing a small stream.  Follow the long
driveway to the field on the right.  You are there!

ACTIVITIES CALENDAR
21 SEP   =   HNF FIELD WORK DAY, contact Steve Lockwood
21 SEP   =   IKC QUARTERLY MEETING/ANNUAL COOK-OUT, Cloverdale (see above)
05 OCT  =   LOST RIVER TOUR, Orleans (see page 5)
19 OCT  =   HNF COMMITTEE MEETING/FIELD DAY, contact Steve Lockwood
20 OCT  =   SULLIVAN PROPERTY DRIVEWAY WORK DAY, Bedford (see page 5)
02 NOV  =   BUDDHA PROPERTY FENCE WORK DAY, Bedford (see page 5)
16 NOV  =   HNF FIELD WORK DAY, contact Steve Lockwood
23 NOV  =   SHAFT PIT FENCE WORK DAY, Bloomington (see page 5)
21 DEC  =   HNF COMMITTEE MEETING/FIELD DAY, contact Steve Lockwood
?? DEC  =   BLANTON PROPERTY CLEAN-UP, Orleans (see page 5)
?? DEC  =   IKC QUARTERLY MEETING (date and location TBD)

For more information on the Indiana Karst Conservancy, visit our web site at http://www.caves.org/conservancy/ikc or write to
our PO box.  Membership to the IKC is open to anyone interested in cave and karst conservation.  Annual dues are $15.  Please
see inside back cover for the membership application form or to make a much appreciated donation.

The IKC Update, distributed for free, is published quarterly for members and other interested parties.  The purpose of this news-
letter is to keep the membership and caving community informed of IKC activities and other news related to cave/karst conserva-
tion.  Submission of original or reprinted articles for publication is encouraged.

IKC Update (ISSN 1076-3120) copyright © 2002 by the Indiana Karst Conservancy, Inc.  Excluding reprinted material and indi-
vidually copyrighted articles and artwork, permission is granted to National Speleological Society affiliated organizations to re-
print material from this publication, with proper credit given to the author/artist and the IKC Update.  Articles do not necessarily
represent the opinions of the Indiana Karst Conservancy, the National Speleological Society, or their respective members.
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north from Evansville to Terre Haute, then
uses I-70 to connect with Indianapolis.  It
clearly is the least expensive alternative
($800 million to $1.04 billion), requires the
least amount of right-a-way to be acquired
(including farmlands, forests, and wetlands),
and has significantly less impact on the en-
vironment.  It is the only route that does not
impact karst.  This would seem to be the log-
ical (‘‘common sense’’) route to select and
seems to have the popular support, especial-
ly from Terre Haute residents, but is classi-
fied as ‘‘non-preferred’’ because it is slightly
longer in drive time (7-17 minutes compared
to the ‘‘preferred’’ alternatives) and would do
little to ‘‘promote economic growth’’.
Alternative 2 follows US 41 north from
Evansville to Vincennes, then cuts a new-
terrain route roughly following SR 67/US 231
to Spencer.  From there, three variations con-
tinues -- 2A runs due north to I-70 at Clover-
dale; 2B follows SR 67 to Paragon, then north
to I-70; and 2C follows SR 67 to Martinsville,
then north following SR 37. Only alternative
2C is ‘‘preferred’’ despite the fact that is the
most expensive of the three variations and
has essentially the same performance char-
acteristics (length and travel time).  Alterna-
tive 2 will directly impact the karst areas in
eastern Owen County.

Alternative 3 starts as a new-terrain
route from Evansville roughly following SR
57 to Newberry (southern Green Co), then
east north of Crane and within about 4 miles
of Sullivan Cave. Continuing northeast into
Monroe County, it splits into three varia-
tions -- 3C cuts east and connects into SR 37
south of Bloomington with SR 37 being up-
graded to interstate status from there to In-
dianapolis; 3B by-passes Bloomington on the
west (a couple miles west of Buckner, Way-
ne’s, Coon, etc) and connects into SR 37
north of town near Ellettsville and continues
to Indianapolis along SR 37; and 3A remain
new-terrain west of Bloomington heading
north to Paragon, then following the same
route as 2B.  Routes 3B and 3C are by far
the worse of the ‘‘preferred’’ alternatives for
karst impact. Farmland, forest, and wetland
impact are also high, and these routes are
the most expensive.  It’s little wonder that
3B or 3C is likely the route which will be se-
lected in the final EIS (the proximity to In-
diana University appears to positively in-
fluence several of the ‘‘core goals’’).

Alternative 4 basically follows route 3
up to Newberry, then continues north and

follows route 2.  Thus the impact to karst is
the same as route 2.  The three variations of
route 4 contain the most new terrain mileage
and thus have high impacts to farmlands,
forests, and wetlands.  The two ‘‘preferred’’
routes, 4B and 4C, are not surprisingly some
of the higher cost alternatives.

Alternatives 5 follow the new terrain
routes of alternatives 3 and 4 from Evans-
ville to Washington, then roughly follows US
50 to Bedford were it connects to SR 37
which would be upgraded to Indianapolis
(the difference between routes 5A and 5B is
where it goes north of Martinsville).  Both
variations are expensive and are just a few
miles shorter than Alternative 1.  The great-
est problem with Alternative 5 is number of
miles running through karst.  InDOT esti-
mated this route would impact 5 to 10 times
more karst compared to the ‘ ‘preferred’’
routes.  Examples of impact would include
plowing through the middle of the Tincher
Special Area of the Hoosier National Forest,
coming within a quarter mile of Gory Hole,
and paving over the Bolton sink of the Blue-
spring Cave system.

What comments to make?

While we would like for you to make your
own constructive comments, it’s not practical
for everyone (or for that matter anyone) to
study the complete DEIS.  Thus we would
like to suggest obvious comments:

 Alternatives 5A and 5B (both non-pre-
ferred routes)  should absolutely be
dropped from consideration due to their
documented environmental impacts, es-
pecially related to karst.

 Alternatives 2A/B/C and 4A/B/C should
be dropped from consideration for the
impact of the karst in Owen County,
much still undocumented.

 Alternatives 3A/B/C should be dropped
from consideration for the impact of the
karst in Greene and Monroe counties,
especially the secondary development
impact from urban sprawl around the
Bloomington area.

 Alternative 1 is the only alternative ac-
ceptable from an environmental stand-
point.

 Alternative 1 is the only alternative ac-
ceptable from a cost standpoint.

 If alternative 1 is unacceptable because of
the poor score of ‘‘core goals’’ than the ‘‘no

...continued on page 10  





















 


