Utility Assessments Interim Report
Town of Avon, Indiana
The Town of Avon has embarked upon a utility evaluation of the
available wastewater and water utilities and the possibility of a
storm water utility. The utility assessments were defined as a tenstep process, detailed in the contract Scope of Services. The Scope
of Services with minor modifications is presented in Appendix A.
The Town wants to achieve clarity and certainty in how the utilities
affect the community and to create the best environment for utilities
to support the Town’s goals and objectives.
The Town and its consultants developed an outline of the approach
and important considerations for the utility assessment with seven
key points. Appendix B presents the approach and considerations
in outline form. The assessment will integrate utility issues with
execution of the Comprehensive Plan, will identify the community
image from different perspectives within the community, and will
receive input from a variety of stakeholders. The utility planning
will be goals-based with no specific means of achieving the goals
being pre-determined. Team members will be consulted during the
process. A statement of vision will be developed that set priorities
or present options. Specific deliverables will be provided as part of
the assessment.
The completed or partially completed steps to date from the Scope
of Services are listed below:
1. Complete a scoping conference with the Board, Council, and
Staff,
2. Create preliminary assessment goals and objectives,
3. Review goals and objectives for the utility assessments with
the Staff,
4. Revise goals and objectives and prepare for presentation to
the Board and Council,
5. Present goals and objectives, time schedule, and deliverables
to the Town representatives,
6. Conduct meetings and investigations, and
7. Review technical literature.
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The purpose of this interim report is to advise the Town on the
results of the meetings with the development community and with
the general public. Banning Engineering, P.C., and Whitaker
Engineering, P.C., met with various stakeholders in two meetings
and presented the goals and objectives of the utility assessment.
The goals and the outcomes were presented in their entirety for
comment. The goals and objectives are included with this interim
report for reference, as Appendix C.
The clearest way to present the findings of the meetings is to focus
upon the consistent responses from all groups and then identify the
different opinions on major issues. Suggestions about how to
proceed with each utility option will follow this information.
Several options are open for the Town’s consideration. There are
options which do not include purchasing or creating a utility. The
Town has established four criteria for those options which involve
creation or purchasing of a utility:
1. Creates less expensive and improved service over current
provider,
2. Receives community support for establishing a utility,
3. Occurs in a financially responsible manner, and
4. Assists with economic development and orderly growth.

Water and Wastewater Utilities
The eight goals for the water and wastewater utilities presented at
the two meetings are as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Economic Benefit to Residents,
Economic Benefit to Business,
Ability to Expand Town and Services,
Attractive Business Climate,
Input on Rates and Fees,
Flexibility with Growth Opportunities,
Consistency and Clarity on Utility Procedures, and
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8. Common Vision between Town and Utilities.
Two groups of representative individuals were convened. One
represented the development community that works or has worked
in the Town of Avon and surrounding areas. The other represented
community groups, interested parties and engaged individuals. The
facilitated meetings solicited input on the eight goals developed.
Each of the goals has ideal outcomes, minimum outcomes, key
questions, required mindsets, and costs to achieve ideal or
minimum outcomes. Appendix D presents the results of the
facilitated meetings. All eight goals with sub-points were
supported by members of both groups. Group members agreed that
the Town has to be in the position to compete at least on an equal
footing with surrounding communities. Utilities were seen as
significant contributors to the success of a community.
One topic surfaced that did clarify priorities from the development
perspective. Completion of the Ronald Reagan Parkway was seen
as more important than the Town owning or exerting greater input
over the water and wastewater utilities. However, completion of
the Ronald Reagan Parkway and greater input over the utilities
were both considered necessary to putting the Town on an equal
footing with surrounding communities for development
opportunities.
Three specific utilities serving the Town were discussed in relation
to the eight goals and the desired ideal and minimum outcomes.
The service areas of the utilities are generally shown on the map
contained in Appendix E. Opinions were obtained about how the
utilities are currently supporting the eight goals by their approach
and procedures. The next sections will summarize those opinions
on West Central Conservancy District, Hendricks County Regional
Waste District, and Indianapolis Water Company.
West Central Conservancy District (WCCD)
The development group voiced consistent concerns about the ability
and the inclination of WCCD to support the eight goals which the

July 15, 2010

Page 3 of 10

Utility Assessments Interim Report
Town of Avon, Indiana
Town sees as critical to compete with the surrounding communities.
The utility is seen as inflexible and difficult to deal with. Its user
rates and connection fees are higher than many of its neighbors. A
comparison of rates was made available at a 2009 public hearing in
Plainfield and is attached to this interim report, as Appendix F.
WCCD’s approval process is seen as problematic. The
computation and application of connection fees does not allow
flexibility to use lower flow rates than the Indiana Department of
Environmental Development (IDEM) typical flow rates, based upon
comments made in the two groups. This was seen as a detriment to
development when surrounding utilities demonstrate more
flexibility.
One economic development tool typically used by communities
which have their own utilities is to cost share with the developers
on infrastructure to receive the tax base from the development. For
example, communities often use their own crews to install water
and sewer lines to a development. There is a partnership created
between the developer and the community that is mutually
beneficial. The current arrangement with WCCD does not allow
this type of partnership. The development group and the
community group members were also unsure how best to affect the
procedures and policies of WCCD, especially those which directly
affect them. The lawsuit between WCCD and the Town was seen
as evidence that WCCD and the Town are not on the same page and
likely have different views about the community.
The development group was more adamant about a formalized
relationship between WCCD and the Town than the community
group. Flexibility and a unified process for plan approval were
seen as very desirable. The development group wanted a written
agreement between WCCD and the Town to clarify the relationship
at a minimum. The development group preferred that the Town
own the utility.
The community group was primarily interested in having reliable
sewer service. An agreement was an acceptable outcome, and
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Town ownership would also be okay. Most important was that
clear communication existed between the utility and the Town.
Connection fees were not an issue to the community group as a
whole, and the current utility rates were not perceived as having a
negative effect upon them.
Finally, there was universal agreement among both groups that the
Town must be able to compete equally with other communities for
development.
Hendricks County Regional Waste District (HCRWD)
HCRWD is perceived as having a better relationship with the Town
than WCCD. A communications gap occasionally exists between
the Town and HCRWD, but the groups believe that a dialogue
between the Town and HCRWD can close the communication gap.
The approval process through HCRWD is similar to the process for
WCCD. The user rates are similar to those for WCCD. However,
there is a sense that the rates may be influenced by the rates that
WCCD sets.
Both groups believed that sharing the Town’s eight goals with
HCRWD would likely result in an improved working relationship
and a unified approach to sewer service approval and Town
approval.
There was universal agreement among both groups that the Town
must be able to compete equally with other communities for
development.
Indianapolis Water Company (IWC)
There were consistent responses of members of both groups who
deal with IWC. IWC is seen as a capable provider of water for the
Town and its residents. The fact that its master plan is published
and available is seen as a positive. However, several concerns were
voiced about the utility and its procedures.

July 15, 2010

Page 5 of 10

Utility Assessments Interim Report
Town of Avon, Indiana
IWC is not seen as a partner in providing utility service. Its
procedures are not flexible and may not be in the best interests of
the community. IWC standards are clear because it does all of the
design of water facilities and now also installs all water mains.
IWC charges construction fees that are not cost competitive with
the open market.
Timeliness is an issue as well. Reportedly, there is little reliability
in the timing of water line installations. The IWC crews seem to
show up based upon an undisclosed schedule or are available
without consideration of the development’s schedule. This is seen
as extremely detrimental to business and development.
IWC is seen as not being responsive to the development community
doing business in Avon. The Avon school system has found
working with IWC to be good, but there are pressure problems at
some school properties. No clear understanding exists on how to
make IWC more responsive or business-friendly. There was a
sense that it would be difficult to have an impact on IWC’s
procedures and processes because its primary customer base exists
in Marion County and it is owned by the City of Indianapolis.
Members of the development and the community groups said the
Town should consider purchasing the assets of IWC in the Town
and becoming a bulk customer. A joint relationship between the
Town and IWC on maintenance, service, or ownership should be
considered.

Recommendations – Wastewater and Water Utilities
The following action steps are the result of the input from the two
groups and the Town staff and the professional opinions of
Whitaker Engineering and Banning Engineering:
• WCCD and HCRWD – A meeting should be scheduled to
meet with the utility to discuss the eight goals and their
importance to the Town. The Town should seek to get
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HCRWD and WCCD to agree and to support the ideal
outcomes. Written procedures should be developed that will
streamline the Town’s approval process and the utility’s
approval process. A primary focus would be to permanently
eliminate what is currently seen as a communication gap.
The Town should keep its options open to partner with these
utilities depending on future communications.
• IWC – There are difficulties being created by IWC’s
procedures and approaches. The Town should seek a
meeting with IWC officials to address the current problems
and determine if a better relationship with IWC can be
developed. The relationship could include the purchase of
IWC assets within the Town, if financially feasible and in
the best interests of both parties.
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Stormwater Utility
Three goals were developed relating to the stormwater utility
discussion. They are of somewhat different from than those for the
wastewater and water utilities partly because a portion of the
program resulted from a federal mandate that has nothing to do
with the viability or favorability of one community over another in
terms of development. The three goals are as follows:
1. Develop and Implement Town of Avon Pollution Prevention
Plan,
2. Absorb All Existing Regulated Drains within the Town of
Avon into a Town Stormwater Program, and
3. Develop and Operate a Stormwater Facility Capitol
Maintenance and Improvement Program.
Each of the goals has ideal outcomes, minimum outcomes, key
questions, required mindsets, and costs to achieve ideal or
minimum outcomes.
In terms of the Town of Avon Pollution Prevention Plan, the groups
opined that the listed Ideal Outcome is generally the current
condition. No real change is warranted. The community group
preferred a balanced use of available funds rather than dedicated
single uses, such as a stormwater utility. The groups were
definitely “NOT in favor” of any additional fee or charge
specifically for stormwater. A brief review of stormwater utility
fees in surrounding communities was performed, and a summary is
attached to the Interim Report as Appendix G.
The developer group expressed that there does need to be clarity or
clarification of roles with respect to approvals and responsibilities
for stormwater drains within the Town. Both groups expressed that
it generally makes sense for the Town to take over responsibility
for Regulated Drains within the corporate limit. Having one
jurisdiction responsible would increase the responsibility and
responsiveness of the jurisdiction (i.e. Town). Having one
jurisdiction would improve accountability in approvals.
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Neither group had a sense of the overall problems or challenges
with respect to stormwater drainage within the community. A few
specific incidences, some relating to school site developments, were
noted including Westover Woods, Hardin Drain, Mercer Drain,
Avon Heights, Beechwood Center, and Cobblestone Springs. It
was noted that having additional utility staff could result in a
possible shared labor pool to maintain existing drainage
infrastructure and /or perform small improvement projects.
One individual representing the development community was
definitely in favor of a stormwater utility, based on personal
experience in the Town where he lived. The utility and its board
are reportedly able to deal with both minor and major drainage
challenges in a rapid, efficient and effective manner.
Since much of the contact with the Hendricks County Drainage
Board and the current Pollution Prevention Program is performed
by Town of Avon staff and is either unobserved or insulated from
the community, a set of follow-up questions were posed for further
input by Town staff.
In response to the additional questions posed, the Town staff
responded that (paraphrased and summarized):
The Town has been a partner in the Hendricks County Partnership
for Water Quality since 2008. Total costs for two years of
involvement with the Partnership have been $7,500. The Town has
benefitted most from the partnership in meeting the Public
Education and Outreach and Public Involvement and Participation
requirements of the six minimum control measures set out in the
Pollution Prevention Program approved by the Indiana Department
of Environmental Management IDEM). The current relationship
with the County is positive and the Town is active in the overall
Partnership program.
The Town would like to dedicate more time to inspection,
documentation and plan review (as opposed to a subcontracting
relationship with a consulting engineer), increased drainage
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improvements such as storm sewer maintenance and repair, and
alternative “green” methods for drainage system improvements.
Perhaps regional detention of stormwater could be pursued.
The Town staff does not want to make these improvements or
expand services at the expense or as burden to taxpayers.
The current relationship with the County Surveyor with respect to
Regulated Drains in the community is good. The responsiveness to
need for maintenance or repair seems inversely proportional to the
cost of the work requested. There does not yet appear to be a good
way to cross reference information on authority, extent of
responsibility, etc.
The Town does not necessarily have a good knowledge or record of
stormwater infrastructure that predates 2000.
The Town has no desire to take on responsibility for any
stormwater infrastructure beyond the corporate boundary.
Recommendations – Stormwater Utility
The following action steps are the result of the input from the two
groups and Town staff, and the professional opinions of Whitaker
Engineering and Banning Engineering:
• The Town should perform a comprehensive review of all
maintenance, repair and reconstruction or improvement
needs of all neighborhoods and areas within the corporate
boundary.
• The Town should meet with the County Surveyor to develop
access for the Town to the location, extent, and condition of
Regulated Drains within the corporate boundary.
• The Town should meet with the County Surveyor to develop
a strategy to assume authority and responsibility for all
Regulated Drains within the corporate boundary. This
should include funding resources and mechanisms to address
the maintenance and reconstruction of the drains as
necessary.
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Appendix A
Scope of Services
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Appendix A
Utility Assessment - Scope of Services
1. Prepare for and complete initial scoping conference with Board,
Council, and Staff.
2. Develop preliminary utility assessment goals and objectives for
water, wastewater, and storm water.
3. Review preliminary goals and objectives with staff.
4. Complete goals and objectives for utility assessments.
5. Present goals and objectives, process description, time schedule
and initial deliverables.
6. Conduct meetings and investigations with the following groups
and individuals:
a. Developer(s),
b. Community,
c. Board, Council, Staff, and
d. Existing utilities in service area(s) at some point in the
process.
7. Review technical literature.
8. Create preliminary report for client review for the following
purposes:
a. Receive comments,
b. Determine if legal and rate consultant opinions are
required,
c. Obtain legal and rate input, if needed, and
d. Determine if meetings with utilities should be conducted at
this point.
9. Prepare final report which addresses the following Established
Criteria:
a. Less Expensive and Improved Service versus Current
Provider,
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b. Community Support for Establishing a Utility,
c. Financially Responsible Manner, and
d. Assist with Economic Development and Orderly Growth.
10. Present findings to client.
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Appendix B
Utility Evaluation Approach
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Appendix B
Utility Assessment - Approach and Considerations

A. Integrating Utility Issues with Comprehensive Plan
B. Community Image - Where is Avon at in the process?
a. Current perception of community image
b. Future goals for community - Who has or should have
input?
c. How does Avon get from current situation to future goals?
d. What is the role of utilities in the process?
C. Team Members - Participants in the Process
a. Role of members
i. Unique perspectives
ii. Input leading to positive outcomes
b. Team Members
i. Avon Town Staff
ii. Avon Town Council
iii. Chamber of Commerce
iv. Town Consultants
v. Community Leaders
vi. Developers
vii. Utility users – Large and Small
D. Goals-Based Utility Planning
a. Goals - What's not happening that should be happening?
b. Technical issues
i. Available areas
ii. Available resources
c. Non-technical issues
i. Utilities in political boundaries
1. WCCD
2. Aqua-Source
3. Indianapolis Water
4. Hendricks Co. Drainage Board
ii. Funding/Cost
iii. Timing
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E. Update Team Members and Goals if Needed During Process
F. Statement of Vision - Set Priorities or Select Options
a. No, a utility does not make sense.
b. Yes, a utility makes sense.
c. A different relationship with utilities is needed.
G. Deliverables
a. Meeting summary
b. Team member and goal tables
c. Recommendations - Clear next steps
d. Outline of remaining process

July 15, 2010

Page 2 of 2

Utility Assessments Interim Report
Town of Avon, Indiana

Appendix C
Assessment Tables
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Goals and Objectives
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Appendix D
Utility Assessment - Goals and Outcomes
Sanitary Sewer and Water Utility
1. Economic Benefit to Residents
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Lower rates
ii. Stable rates
iii. Great “customer service” attitude
iv. Planning to mitigate future impacts to rate payers
b. Minimum Outcome
i. Stable rates
ii. Great “customer service” attitude
c. Key Questions
i. Are the rates currently high for the service?
ii. Does the service provided reflect the rates?
iii. Does the town consistently take heat for utility
actions?
iv. What are the true impacts to residents?
d. Required Mindset
i. Town will direct effort to achieving at least the
minimum outcome.
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal Outcome
ii. Minimum Outcome
2. Economic Benefit to Business
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Clearly stated policies for connection and fees
ii. Lower connection fees
iii. Establish ordinance for connection fee charges
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Reasonable connection fees
ii. Establish ordinance for connection fee charges
c. Key Questions
i. Are the connection fees high for the area?
ii. What is the basis for the base connection fee?
iii. What are the true impacts to businesses?
d. Required Mindset
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i. Willingness to recognize importance of balanced
growth (e.g. residential, commercial, industrial) for
long-term success
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
3. Ability to Expand Town & Services
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Grow town at a rate that can be easily assimilated
without overdevelopment
ii. Growth is maximized through cooperative efforts
between the town, the utilities, and the development
community
iii. Minimize hassles and conflicts during the process
iv. Have utilities “on board” with the town during the
utility process
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Growth occurs at a less significant rate, but is still
healthy and consistent with utility master plans and
town comprehensive plan
ii. Have utilities “on board” with the town during the
utility process
c. Key Questions
i. Are utility master plans in place and available to the
town for information and guidance?
ii. How will this affect schools (e.g. overcrowded, need
for school, location) and utility demands?
iii. How will growth affect other town services like
police, fire, and transportation services?
iv. What are the current obstacles to a smooth process to
get utility services?
d. Required Mindset
i. Open-minded approach to utility agreements and
arrangements.
ii. Must have understanding of what motivates
development and what is motivating the current
utilities.
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
4. Attractive Business Climate
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a. Ideal Outcome
i. Rates and connection fees are reasonable
ii. Development standards and procedures are clearly
defined and straightforward
iii. Developer interest and market demand is high
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Rates and connection fees are reasonable
ii. Development standards and procedures are clearly
defined
c. Key Questions
i. What types of businesses is the Town looking to
attract?
ii. What could prevent this from occurring?
d. Required Mindset
i. There are many more good deals than great deals, so
good deals drive growth.
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
5. Input on Rates & Fees
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Input received from residential, commercial, and
industrial users
ii. Input received from schools
iii. Input received from potential users including
developers, businesses
iv. Input received from engineers, civic leaders
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Schedule public outreach meetings in an attempt to
get input from everyone
ii. Schedule meetings with key economic development
directors, developers, civic leaders
c. Key Questions
i. Are utilities currently open and receptive to input?
ii. What is the best forum for getting input from
stakeholders?
iii. What is the best forum for giving input to utilities?
iv. When has enough input been collected?
d. Required Mindset
i. A willingness to give and accept constructive
comments from developers and private sector
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ii. The persistence to obtain and share input to attain
satisfactory results
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
6. Flexibility with Growth Opportunities
a. Ideal Outcome
i. The Town becomes known in the private sector for its
views, mindset, and willingness to work as a team
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Town competes on at least an equal footing with its
surrounding communities.
c. Key Questions
i. Is the Town willing to be a financial partner with
developers to benefit the Town over the long-term?
ii. Are the utilities willing to be a partner in the future?
iii. Have the utilities been a partner in the past?
d. Required Mindset
i. The Town must have an appreciation and an
understanding the development process
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
7. Consistency & Clarity on Utility Procedures
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Have established ordinances, design standards, fee
structures and procedures
ii. Have an educated staff on processes
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Have established ordinances, design standards, fee
structures and procedures
ii. Have an educated staff on processes
c. Key Questions
i. Does the utility have the expertise and attitude to do
this?
ii. Does the town have ability to achieve the goal
without owning the utility?
d. Required Mindset
i. Being both positive about and critical of current
practices
e. Cost to Achieve
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i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
8. Common Vision Between Town and Utilities
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Best interests of the town and the utilities recognized
as interrelated
ii. Communication reflects common interests
iii. Master plans and comprehensive plans act seamlessly
together
iv. Clear understanding exists of how to promote and
support each other
v. Coordinated effort exists for growing community
b. Minimal Outcome
i. Mutual respect exists between town and utilities
ii. Clear communication channels are established
iii. Effective method for dealing with differences are
established
c. Key Questions
i. What are the minimum and highest standards of a
good working relationship?
ii. How important is coordination with existing utilities?
iii. Has the point been reached where a common vision is
a must?
d. Required Mindset
i. Town knows the extent that a common vision with
utilities can be achieved
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal outcome
ii. Minimal outcome
Stormwater / Drainage Utility
1. Develop and Implement Town of Avon Pollution Prevention
Plan
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Develop Plan with quantifiable economic factors and
benefits
ii. Develop and Manage a Clear Partnership with other
MS4 Entities
iii. Foster Community Involvement and Support
iv. Rule 13 Compliance Assured
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b.

c.

d.

e.

v. Program Funded through:
1. Dedicated Budget Line Item
2. Stormwater Utility (User Fee)
Minimum Outcome
i. Develop and Manage a Clear Partnership with other
MS4 Entities
ii. Rule 13 Compliance Assured
iii. Program funded through dedicated budget line item
Key Questions
i. What is the cost of current program?
ii. What is benefit of compliance in terms in addition to
“avoiding fines”?
iii. What are logical things to partner with other MS4
entities?
iv. Is there a billing system that can be used for more
than one use?
Required Mindset
i. Stormwater program is more than an “unfunded
mandate” in terms of benefit v. cost to community
Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal Outcome
ii. Minimum Outcome

2. Absorb All Existing Regulated Drains w/in Town of Avon
into Town Stormwater Program
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Search files of Hendricks County Surveyor to
determine extent of Regulated Drains within the
Town of Avon
ii. Secure copies of all “red” shaded maps indicating
extent of regulated drain for each subdivision
iii. Inventory / List all Regulated Drains in Town of
Avon; Add to GIS database mapping
iv. Transfer Responsibility for all Regulated Drains in
Town of Avon to Avon DPW
v. Abandon all a-typical components (e.g. swales) to
property owners and / or HOA
b. Minimum Outcome
i. Search files of Hendricks County Surveyor
ii. Secure copies of all “red” shaded maps indicating
extent of regulated drain for each subdivision
iii. Inventory all Regulated Drains in Town of Avon;
Add to GIS database mapping
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c. Key Questions
i. Does the Town desire to “control its destiny” with
respect to drainage infrastructure within the Town or
is it OK to have the County share responsibility?
ii. Is there a billing system that can be used for more
than one use?
iii. Does this action “inherit” a lot of problem areas that
the Town is currently not aware of?
d. Required Mindset
i. The Town desires to Manage all Stormwater
Infrastructure within the Town boundaries
e. Cost to Achieve
i. Ideal Outcome
ii. Minimum Outcome
3. Develop and Operate a Stormwater Facility Capitol
Maintenance / Improvement Program
a. Ideal Outcome
i. Inventory Existing Town-Owned Stormwater
Infrastructure
ii. Ensure all is incorporated into Town GIS System
iii. Categorize items with Maintenance and Replacement
Costs and Timeframes (5, 10, 15, 20-year)
iv. Prioritize List for each timeframe
v. Costs developed for each category and included in
funding formulae for utility
vi. Develop plan to fund identified needs (dedicated fund
or utility)
vii. Implement funding mechanism
b. Minimum Outcome
i. Prioritize “Current Needs” listing
ii. Identify funding source and schedule for addressing
“Current Needs”
c. Key Questions
i. Does the Town have a good feel for the extent and
condition of the existing town-owned stormwater
infrastructure?
ii. What is the upstream and downstream extents that the
Town wants to consider managing?
d. Mindset
i. The Town desires to Manage all Stormwater
Infrastructure within the Town boundaries
e. Cost to Achieve
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i. Ideal Outcome
ii. Minimum Outcome
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Appendix E
Territorial Map
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Appendix F
Sewer User Rate Comparison
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Appendix G
Storm Water Utility Fee Comparison
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APPENDIX G (7/15/2010)

Summary of Hendricks County Stormwater Fees by Community

Community

Fee

Avon

None

Unit

Brownsburg

$5 ERU

Danville

$4 ERU

Hendricks County

2011 = $5/ERU; 2012 = $6/ERU

None

Plainfield

$4 ERU

Pittsboro

$3.50 ERU

$250 Flat Rate for New Construction

