
Matthews 1 

EL 545 Integrative Project 

Ruth D. Matthews 

Community Awareness for the Plight of the Cedar Creek Watershed 

August 31, 2007 

ROONEY LIBRARY 
ST. MARY-OF-THE-W00DS COLLEGE 
ST. MARY-OF-THE-W0ODS, IN 41876 

 



Matthews 2 

Abstract 

Water is a limited and valuable commodity. As a global community we can no 

longer treat water as an endlessly replenishable resource. The need for potable water has 

never been greater in Darthis history. Our continuance as a species may well be linked to 

our ability to maintain the Earth’s water quality. Watersheds across the United States are 

being inundated with sediment, biological and chemical contaminants. Changing our 

approach to how perceive and manage each watershed to a one community at a time 

method may be the impetus needed to evoke transformation. The community watershed 

outreach program described in this work was developed to help individual communities 

alter the way they are collectively treating their watersheds. This program outlines a 

multi-faceted approach of media, activities and contests to maximize successful change. 

Through understanding and connection communities will better understand, appreciate 

and care for their individual watersheds ultimately improving water quality world wide. 
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Foreword 

The point and scope of the following proposal is the development of an adult 

outreach program that will connect the adult portion of the community to the 

environmental importance and issues facing the Cedar Creek Watershed. During my 

research, I discovered numerous youth watershed programs, but found very little material 

that specifically addressed adults. In its outlined format (see appendix 1), it is 

foreseeable that other organizations could utilize this program to customize a similar 

watershed outreach program specific for the needs of their community. 

Initially, the focus of this program will be to make contacts with area 

organizations. Through an informal PowerPoint presentation detailing the history of 

Cedar Creek and Auburn and explaining the outreach programs goals, community 

connections and alliances can be built. Through these contacts, it is envisioned that 

financial, professional and gift-in-kind support for the program can be procured as well as 

preliminary dissemination of information about the Cedar Creek Watershed to the 

community. 

Numerous themes from the Earth Literacy masters program have been crafted into 

this program proposal to maximize its positive outcomes. The Cedar Creek Watershed 

community outreach is a local Earth healing endeavor that will lead to personal and 

societal efforts toward healing the Earth one community at a time. This program has been 

developed and will be presented as a proposal for the St. Joseph River Watershed 

Initiative, located in Ft. Wayne Indiana, to meet their adult educational grant 

requirements.  
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In this program, adults will be given the opportunity to study the ecological niches 

of organisms, their interactions and the responses of various life forms to the changing 

environmental conditions of the Cedar Creek Watershed. Exploration of population 

dynamics and ecosystem stability as well as biodiversity will be incorporated as various 

terrestrial and aquatic habitats are considered. The Cedar Creek Watershed will be 

presented as a valuable community resource and its sustainable use will be promoted. 

Connecting the community to nature and place is a main program directive. An art 

contest component will allow the use of art as a creative process and facilitate a 

rediscovery of nature for some participants as well as those who view their works. It is 

hoped that this Said will foster self-expression as a way of connecting to the 

nature of the watershed. 

The major principals of systems and change, sustainability and justice, and place 

are incorporated in numerous facets of the community outreach program. 

Exploration, something the adult community is often excluded from, will deepen many 

community members experience of the natural world of the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

Exploration and hands on experiences will be used as a means of connecting participates 

to the place of Cedar Creek. Throughout the program, numerous opportunities for hands 

on exploration are presented. 

The improvement of the Cedar Creek Watershed will be a result of subtle cultural 

change. To connect with as many community members as possible all worldviews will 

be embodied and if possible incorporated in the program dynamics in order to connect 

each sub-group of the community to the common goal of improving the Cedar Creek 

Watershed. Recognizing the deep political and democratic roots of the community, the  
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roles of social and political processes will be utilized to move the community’s use of the 

Cedar Creek Watershed towards a sustainable format. A deliberate connection between 

human sociocultural systems and ecological systems is made in this program with the 

foresight that the positive feedback of these two systems will energize the community for 

change. 

At the conceptualization of this program a large amount of research was done 

defining the cultural, demographical and economic profile of the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

With this representative information, the program was tailored to meet the specific 

cultural, demographic and economic needs of the community. The historical interaction 

of both the watershed and the surrounding community will give a perspective on which to 

look towards the ‘forever’ of the Cedar Creek Watershed. This cultural, economic and 

environmental history base will be utilized to gain the attention of key community 

members. The importance of approaching the program goals with these themes in mind 

can not be understated. 
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Rationale for Program 

Water is everywhere. As living organisms, we are not only largely composed of | 

water, but also without water we will perish. A watershed is nature’s way of recycling 

water. Geography determines the boundaries of a given watershed. It is through the 

water cycle that watersheds receive and collect their water. A watershed can be 

envisioned as a large wash basin. Every drop of water the falls within those boundaries 

will be retained in that watershed. Perhaps the very abundance of water is what makes it 

easy to forget that pollutants from every home, business and person eventually find their 

way into a watershed. We don't tend to concern ourselves with what we’ve done to our 

watershed until we can’t safely drink the water, swim in the water or eat the fish from the 

water. All of these issues are facing our community locally within our watershed. This 

program seeks to design a program that will educate the general population about 

watersheds, the current problems facing the watershed and what they can each do 

individually to lessen their impact on the watershed. 

The Cedar Creek Watershed, like many watersheds across our nation, is under 

assault. Pollution, from both point and non-point sources, including; sediment, nutrients, 

bacteria, and pesticides are degrading the quality of water in the Cedar Creek Watershed 

for consumption, wildlife habitat, recreation, and aesthetics. The bacteria levels make it 

dangerous to consume and be in contact with the waters of the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

Thick layers of sediments are accumulating on the bottoms of streams, rivers and lakes 

making it impossible for benthic aquatic life to exist. Chemicals from agriculture, 

manufacturing and automobiles have made their way into every nook and cranky of our 

watershed (Izaak Walton League of America 3-5). Events that take place on the land, in  
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the water, and in the air of the Cedar Creek Watershed are having an effect on the people, 

animals, and plants that live in the watershed. Because all life depends on water to live, 

the health of our watershed is vital to both human and natural communities. 

Given the need of addressing the health of watershed, numerous organizations 

have been started. One such local organization is the St. Joseph Watershed Initiative. The 

St. Joseph Watershed Initiative is a state funded and locally organized group that is 

addressing the issues of the Cedar Creek Watershed. From its formation, a primary 

strategy for change of the Initiative was to build relationships with area citizens, 

governments, regulatory agencies, industries, agriculture and municipalities (St. Joseph 

Water Shed Initiative). This community connection foundation was constructed to draw 

on the needs and interests of area stakeholders. Surveys were taken to assess community 

understanding and needs with respect to the watershed. By valuing the cultural 

perspectives of the community, the Initiative built important local alliances and received 

feedback as to the important issues of various groups. I see this as a very effective means 

of recruiting assistance in achieving the goals of improving the watershed’s water quality. 

This program will utilize much of the same strategies adapted to focus on my adult 

audience. 

A wide variety of on-the-ground solutions to address water quality issues in the 

St. Joseph River Watershed have been instituted by the Initiative. The St. Joseph 

Watershed Initiative ran a three year base-line water quality study, completed in 1998 (St. 

Joseph Watershed Initiative). By monitoring the entire watershed for bacteria, nutrients, 

total suspended solids, and pesticides, the Initiative set goals based on the most  
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immediate water quality issues and planned actions with community input in mind that 

would be the most effective at reducing pollution impacts. 

From the water sample data collected, it was determined that the non-point source 

pollution issues, caused by impaired private septic systems and agricultural practices, 

supported by an intensive water sampling program, would be the initial focus of the 

Initiative. Multiphase cost share programs have been established to reduce sediment, 

nutrient, bacteria and pesticides entering area waterways. Phase one of the program was 

septic system replacement and wetland buffer reestablishment. Followed by conservation 

tillage, nutrient and pest management, and crop consulting services that were offered to 

area farmers. Both programs ran concurrently with an ongoing community educational 

program (St. Joseph Watershed Initiative). 

Cost sharing for septic system replacement and improved agricultural practices 

have been a well received as a strategy for change. Individuals faced with the large costs 

of making changes, on the basis of improving water quality, may not be willing to bear 

the costs alone. But when a cost share incentive reduced their out of pocket expenses to 

make the change, participation was greatly increased by property owners and farmers (St. 

Joseph Water Shed Initiative). Incentive strategies work well at recruiting participants 

that otherwise would forego involvement due to costs. 

The Initiative has had good response to and participation in the preliminary 

implementations. While groups and organizations seem to be onboard with the Initiative, 

I feel the individual residents of Dekalb County are still oblivious to the need for their 

participation. It is a difficult task to design a program that will educate the general  
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population as to what a watershed is, the current problems facing the watershed and what 

they can each do individually to lessen their impact. I have attempted to do this in the 

lesson portion of this project. 
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History of human use of Cedar Creek Watershed 

Contained within the St. Joseph Watershed, Cedar Creek is a waterway with a 

rich ecological and sociocultural history. Geographically, Cedar Creek is two blocks east 

of a perfect bisection of the town of Auburn, Indiana. Cedar Creek, although in existence 

for over 13,000 years, has not always been a tributary of the St. Joseph Watershed. Until 

a change in the flow of Cedar Creek occurred, the Wabash River Watershed was the 

destination of its collective flow (Smith 10). Although Indiana attained statehood in 1816, 

Dekalb County was not platted until January 12, 1838. Due in part to its topography, «... 

[bordering the] vast wetland lake plains and [the fact that] much of the area was covered 

by dense forests.” Dekalb County’s development lagged behind much of the state of 

Indiana (IDNR 59). 

Ecologically Cedar Creek, like many tributaries of the St. Joseph Watershed, 

“...nourished [surrounding] hardwood forests by cycles of flooding and soil 

deposition...” (IDNR 59). Cedar Creek provided both access to water for area wildlife as 

well aquatic and marginal terrestrial habitats. Indian tribes of the Potawatomi Indians 

settled in villages along Cedar Creek long before the arrival of the pioneers. Not deep 

enough for the survival any significant game fish species, the primary uses of the creek 

were for water and limited seasonal transportation. The early settlers of Dekalb County 

continued to use Cedar Creek primarily as an infrequently used source of transportation 

to Fort Wayne and to water their free roaming livestock. Dekalb County was “rapidly 

cleared after the settlers learned that the soils which supported the finest trees would also 

grow the best corn. Extensive ditching and tiling turned the former swamps into 

productive farmland” (IDNR 59). The clearing and agricultural use of the land initially  
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contributed to soil erosion and additional sediments and nutrients entering Cedar Creek. 

Later in the century with the advent of pesticides, herbicides, and synthetic fertilizers 

agriculture’s negative impact was even greater. 

In retrospect, there was only slight plausible reasoning to establish the town of 

Auburn in its current low ground location. It is surmised that the choice of location was 

made solely on the prospect of using Cedar Creek for the building of mills a common 

practice of that era. “A saw mill was built in 1841... in the Northeastern part of 

Auburn... The sawmill was water powered, but could only operate during periods of high 

water when there was sufficient water to move the wheel” (Smith 19). And so with total 

disregard for the inadequately drained soils and potential flooding, the city of Auburn 

was designed. 

In keeping with the culture of moving westward and taming the wilderness, it 

wasn’t long until altering the course of Cedar Creek was planned. Promoted under the 

auspices of betterment and flood-control, “The first great “public improvement” project 

of this century was, circa 1900, the dredging and straightening of the [Cedar] creek. 

From the Waterloo area to well south of Auburn, banks were cleaned and entire loops 

removed” (Stackhouse 36). Preserving little resemblance to its natural unaltered state, 

Cedar Creek now appears, not unlike any other drainage ditch in Dekalb County, straight, 

regimented, and devoid of any original habitat characteristics. Unbeknown to the vast 

majority of current residents, “Before it was dredged and channeled, Cedar Creek was 

much wider and shallower” (Smith 11). 

Large industry, waste water treatment, and increasing population have each had 

their historical impacts on Cedar Creek. “The decade beginning in 1900 was the golden  
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era of industrial development in Dekalb County” (Smith 67). The Auburn Automobile 

Company and Rieke Corporation were a few of the significant corporations that were 

built during this era. These large factories lured additional workers to the area. With the 

complete lack on any environmental regulations, Cedar Creek was used to dispose of all 

unwanted factory effluents (Smith 67-69). 

Auburn’s burgeoning population pushed urbanization forward at a pace not 

previously experienced by such a small northeastern Indiana town. In turn, the 

population density required the City of Auburn to construct a wastewater treatment 

facility to handle both storm and sewer water from the city. “Originally built in 1939, 

[Auburn’s wastewater treatment plant] was upgraded and/or expanded in 1966, 1984, and 

1999” (http://www. ci.auburn.in.us/departments/wpc). 

By design, Cedar Creek is the recipient of both Auburn’s treated and untreated 

effluents. The existing wastewater treatment facility consists of two treatment plants. 

“Plant No. 1 (located on the west side of Cedar Creek) has a design flow rate of 2.5 MGD 

and a peak design flow rate of 4.0 MGD. Plant No. 2 (located on the east side of Cedar 

Creek) has a design flow rate of 2.0 MGD” 

(http://www.ci.auburn.in.us/departments/wpc). Throughout Cedar Creek’s geologically 

brief contact with ‘advanced’ and ‘civilized’ people; the creek has accumulated many 

Scars. 

We all live within watersheds. The residents of Auburn live in the Cedar Creek 

Watershed; consequently, each resident affects the health of their watershed through their 

simple daily activities. Individual activities that have impact watersheds include:  
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dumping used car oil down a sewer; over-fertilizing lawns and gardens; applying sand 

and chemicals to driveways and sidewalks; removing vegetation such as plants, trees, and 

grasses along a riverbank; improperly disposing of litter and pet waste; or inadequately 

maintaining home septic tanks (Izaak Walton League of America 4-6). As individuals we 

can assess our actions and reduce the activities that are negatively affect the watershed 

we live in. 

The St. Joseph Watershed Initiative surveyed the community of Auburn to 

determine the overall understanding of the issues facing the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

Considering the complexity of Cedar Creek’s pollution problems and shown lack of 

understanding and appreciation for the Creek’s ecological functions, a unique 

comprehensive public outreach campaign to improve the watershed was found to be 

appropriate. This community-building program will be designed to increase 

understanding of economically and environmentally compatible land and water 

stewardship decisions, provide practices and technologies that will improve the quality of 

the Cedar Creek Watershed, protect drinking water, and reestablish the Cedar Creek 

Watershed’s natural hydrological and ecosystem cycles. 
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Program Components 

As research and surveys have indicated, general comprehensive watershed 

knowledge is lacking in the immediate Auburn area (St. Joseph Watershed Initiative). 

The terms ‘educational’ and ‘learning’ will be intentionally avoided in the program 

dialog to prevent the stigmatism generally experienced by an audience with minimal 

educational backgrounds. Emphasis will be placed on non-traditional forums and will 

maximize interactive opportunities. Indicative to the success of this program will be the 

building of community fellowship and trust. 

Understanding the Cedar Creek Watershed will require understanding the 

complex relationships between the land, water and people who are connected with part of 

the watershed. Stories of the past relate to the current environmental condition of the 

watershed. Learning how the Cedar Creek Watershed was used by the earliest inhabitants 

and how it has been changed can help reinforce a sense of place and instill a compassion 

for the watershed. This program has been designed to develop a sense of belonging and 

ownership of the watershed for the community of the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

It is imperative to clarify the issues facing the Cedar Creek Watershed and 

develop persuasive strategies that will bring together the diverse groups of the Auburn 

community at large. Careful consideration and understanding of the various audiences, 

being careful with terms, and knowing how the target audience likes to receive its 

information will provide a greater success rate. Each varied target group will require 

tailored explanations customized for that particular audience. 

My objective is to create awareness in the Auburn community concerning the 

plight of the Cedar Creek Watershed. Including aspects of the watershed’s and the  
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community’s history, economics, ecology, culture and by using civic environmental 

methods, I plan to develop an adult outreach program that will instill the connection 

between community health and the health of the Cedar Creek Watershed as well as instill 

a compassion for the watershed. An emphasis will be place on understanding local 

watershed issues and the relationship between land use patterns, water quality and 

community behavior. “[ Through] relating an ongoing monitoring program with values, 

conflict resolution and sustainable life styles problem solving an action competence can 

be developed” (Stapp 248). Just as Stapp emphasized the relationship between 

understanding and action so will this program. 

Essential to the success and longevity of this program will be the solicitation of 

support from key community organizations, area government, industry, agriculture, 

churches and existing environmental groups. This will be accomplished by: 

Initial knowledge/opinion surveys given at the onset of each group presentation 

A PowerPoint presentation the history of Auburn and Cedar Creek (Appendix 2) 

1. Presenting the goals, objectives and structure of the envisioned watershed 

program 

Requesting input and feedback from the various groups, the utilization of 

democratic project management through representation will enable improvement 

and the sharing of ownership of the program. Resulting benefits will be: 

1. Assessment of community support in general 

2. Financial support 

Professional expertise 

Access to monitoring equipment and monitoring sites  
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5. Prizes and advertising 

It is worthy to note that in general the information about the Cedar Creek 

Watershed is best delivered either peer to peer or by a neutral source, according to the 

Top 10 Watershed Lessons Learned. By utilizing the point bulleted below I hope to   

optimize the outcome of the program. 

Good listening 

Clear expression 

Withholding judgment 

Development of common understanding 

Accentuation of the positive events unfolding in the watershed 

Open mindedness 

Through learning the complexities of the issues, “Experience id research have 

shown that people are characteristically more interested in what affects them directly. 

Captured on a personal level, this interest inspires genuine learning and action that can 

motivate change both on the individual level and the community level” (Stapp 198). 

Intrinsic motivation will be sought through personal relevance and a sense of ownership 

through a democratic process of involvement. 

The Cedar Creek Watershed program will assess and build upon the knowledge, 

ideas, and experiences of the Auburn community. “Assessing [the community’s] prior 

knowledge, ideas, and experiences with water in general and with the [Cedar Creek 

Watershed] in particular” (Stapp 250). Such an inventory will identify ‘gaps’ in 

understanding and the comprehension of watershed dynamics demonstrated in the initial 

Surveys.  
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The initial survey will be constructed from the information, data and input 

received from the key community organizations. Surveys will be made available using 

state of the art technology such as electronic surveys as well as traditional hard copy 

methods. It is planned to have the surveys available at the public libraries, key 

community organizations, radio stations, through newspaper inserts and select mailings. 

The completion of a survey will act as an entry to a prize lottery, to stimulate 

participation. 

Public support depends on public awareness, involvement, and education. The 

Cedar Creek Watershed program is designed for people who live, work, and recreate in 

the Cedar Creek Watershed and will clarify the problems and show how the general 

public can help remedy them. Being multi-faceted, the program is slated to use many 

mechanisms to create awareness in the general public, including; bus tours of the Cedar 

Creek Watershed, canoe trip of Cedar Creek, field days for sampling and ecology 

investigation, an art contest, traveling interactive informational display booth, flyers, 

brochures, bumper stickers, a county-wide signage project, newspaper, radio and 

restaurant informational place mats. 

Scheduled bus tours of the Cedar Creek Watershed will be integrated throughout 

the program. These tours will provide the community with a better visual concept of the 

working parts of the Cedar Creek Watershed and build the connection between the health 

of the community and the health of the watershed. Canoe trips of Cedar Creek, scheduled 

throughout the program will afford residents direct recreational contact with Cedar Creek. 

These trips will act to build a better sense of place as well as develop a better bond 

between the community and Cedar Creek.  
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Field activities for adults will help the community access a better understanding 

for the importance of water quality tests over time as community members will be 

directly involved in data collection and comparisons. The adult target audience will be 

exposed to the collective data and shown the trends in water quality of the Cedar Creek 

Watershed. With the data trends in mind, opportunities for sampling will be made 

available through scheduled these “field days”. Stations manned by qualified community 

members will be available to explain ecology, habitats, and sampling methods. Giving 

adults hands on experiences that are usually limited to school age children will open up 

avenues for tactile connection to Cedar Creek. 

Mid-way through the program a multi-media art contest will be presented to the 

community. Incorporation of elements and interpretations of Cedar Creek will be the 

sole requirement of the entries. Connecting to the nature of Cedar Creek through artistic 

expression is yet another strategy this program will employ to engage the adult 

community of Auburn. The contest will be advertised through radio spots, newspaper and 

flyers. Generous awards will be offered to stimulate participation and build support for 

the art contest. Multiple categories such as watercolor, oil painting, sculpting and three 

dimensional art will be included. In addition, the winner of each category will have their 

work included in a traveling display to expand Cedar Creek’s publicity. 

As an integral part of the community outreach program, an extensive booth 

display will be designed and created. Included in this traveling exhibit will be DVD 

informative shows, Enviroscape® model, flyers (see appendix 3), brochures, bumper 

stickers (see appendix 4), and water and soil sample kits. The booth will be used at a 

number of varied venues including; the Dekalb County Free Fall Fair, Duesenburg  
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Festival, Family Night Out, Thomas Park Family Day, and the Agricultural Expo. 

Utilizing the booth, additional members of the community can be reached that might 

otherwise not have the opportunity to appreciate the value of the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

In conjunction with the aforementioned activities a full fledged media campaign 

will be launched taking advantage of multiple publication forums. Flyers, a county 

signage project, newspaper, radio and restaurant placemats with watershed facts and 

quizzes will take the message of the watershed’s inherent community value to the people 

of Dekalb County. 

The signage project (see appendix 5) will be completed in two phases. The first 

phase will be historic informational signs at Thomas Park, Rieke Park and Eckhart Park. 

All three parks are located on or significantly contribute to the flow of Cedar Creek. 

These informative signs will alert community members to the rich history of Cedar Creek 

and the changes that have taken place to the creek over time. The second phase addressed 

by the signage project will be ‘notification’ signs throughout Dekalb County informing 

residents as to the boundaries of the watershed and the fact they are living in the Cedar 

Creek Watershed. 

Area newspapers and radio stations will be used for survey contests, watershed 

quizzes, watershed fun facts, advertisement of programs and events as well as a 

summation survey. The newspaper and radio are a means of reaching large numbers of 

citizens that may otherwise not have contact with any of the previously mentioned 

programs. Through reading and listening, community members will add to their 

knowledge base of Cedar Creek Watershed information. Contests will be held in  
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conjunction with both the newspaper and radio spots to boost participation and add 

interest. 

The community outreach program proposal will disseminate watershed 

information through strategically placed restaurant place mats and watershed quiz 

booklets. The place mats and booklets will be in area restaurants for diners to review and 

to enjoy while they are waiting for their meals. Building knowledge is again the goal to 

better connect the community with the Cedar Creek Watershed. 

Utilizing the flyer to build momentum, the primary objectives of this project are 

to create awareness in the community of Cedar Creek and its importance. And through 

civic environmental methods, to instill a connection between community health and the 

environmental health of the community. Visually, the Cedar Creek flyer (see appendix 3) 

showcases vivid pictures of the creek in two separate eras. Starting from the historical 

perspective, observers are able to see how Cedar Creek appeared in its natural unaltered 

state. Following the creek’s chronology, a better understanding of Cedar Creek’s role in 

the history of this region will facilitate the primary connection of the community to place. 

The text allows the viewer to better comprehend what Cedar Creek was like in its natural 

state. This is information that few, if any, current residents are familiar with. The 

historical picture, with its horse drawn carts and country gentleman on a nature walk, will 

draw on those yearning for the perceived simpler times of the past. Life has become more 

complex and driven. Even devoid of many modern conveniences, many local people 

would prefer to return to those days, if given the choice. 

The flyer next highlights what Cedar Creek looks like in its present state. Viewers 

are able to quickly contrast the Cedar Creek of ‘today’ with the Cedar Creek of  
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‘yesterday.’ With the pace of life in Auburn and lack of interaction between residents and 

the creek, some residents may not even be aware that Cedar Creek exists. A well know 

author, William Shutkin wrote the book The Land That Could Be. In his book Shutkin 
  

describes many perspectives of connecting a community to place. The picture of Cedar 

Creek ‘today’ will help make the creek real. Shutkin would term it "more than just 

conmity participation and conversion; it is rooted in a place, a physical environment 

conducive to collective action and community building" (Shutkin 31). Making residents 

aware that Cedar Creek is a part of their environment will otis the community to 

begin the building process. While not threatening or showing the devastations of 

pollution, the current picture brings to light that conditions of the creek have significantly 

changed. 

Lack of a picture or illustration for the ‘forever’ Cedar Creek in the flyer was a 

deliberate design tactic. Part of the healing process for Cedar Creek revolves around 

members of the community forming their own picture of the ‘forever’ Cedar Creek. Over 

the course of the program to heal Cedar Creek, it is hoped that numerous visions for 

Cedar Creek will be conceived, shared and debated. The creation of a comfortable and 

safe format for creative interaction is paramount. 

The textual elements of the flyer reinforce the connotations of the visual element 

perspectives. The sub-title of ‘yesterday’s’ Cedar Creek allows the reader to better 

understand the implication of changes that have taken place. “Our ideas about nature and 

the environment are themselves constructed by human values, are formed by political, 

social and economic factors--by human history” (Shutkin 23). The picture clearly depicts 

human history with the Creek. The sub-title of ‘today’s’ Cedar Creek informs the reader  
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that the community has made many changes to the creek and that what they are seeing 

today bears little resemblance to the Cedar Creek of yesterday. 

Maintaining the vague yet oriented goal, the textual statement ‘forever of Cedar 

Creek’ will act as a metaphor. “[A metaphor’s main purpose is] ...to help construct a 

sense of a region’s future, engage the public in the task, and influence public policy” 

(Popper and Popper 30). The idea of presenting an open-ended metaphor is to stimulate 

discussions that lead to feedback loops. “... [a] metaphor work][s] as [a] process, 

engendering new layers of understanding as [it] get[s] diffused” (Popper and Popper 32). 

If effective, the metaphor ‘forever of Cedar Creek’ will cultivate and promote 

conversation networks encouraging information accumulation, processing and the 

formation of potential solutions in the target audience. 

The target audience, while containing growing ethnic diversity, is relatively 

homogeneous. The majority of the audiences will be composed of ‘average’ Dekalb 

County residents. The typical demographical characteristics of a Dekalb County citizen 

include a high school or below education; middle to low income; 98% Caucasian and 

75% of the population being 18 years or older (U.S. Census, 2002). 

Congruently working through neighborhood associations, service groups and 

open public forums, I would develop and moderate interactive community-building 

sessions. The primary strategy for change will be a new brand of environmental and 

social activism that joins environmental health with civic involvement and sustainable 

local economy. The resulting civic environmentalist democracy will hopefully be less of 

a "top-down, professional" (Shutkin 19), approach and more of a local, community- 

oriented approach. Giving the community a sense of challenge to formulate personalized  
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future plans will stimulate interest and increase participation. This program will give 

ownership of the movement to ordinary people, as opposed to the typical top-down 

regulation of the program. 

To present a positive environment for acceptance of varied views and opinions, 

the words ‘community building forums’ were utilized. Effective communities of people 

are collections of active conversation and emergent ideas. Conversation networks allow 

for a continual exchange and interaction among community participants. Fritjof Capra 

has written informative articles on encouraging community participation. The process 

Capra recommends to promote emergence is “...creating a learning culture, by 

encouraging continual questioning, and by rewarding innovation” (Capra 47). 

Circumventing the possible stigmas of an educational agenda, the flyer is devoid of such 

terms as ‘teach,’ ‘learn,’ and ‘presentations.’ 

Interweaved in the flyer are references to this region’s cultural values, themes and 

images of a small Indiana hometown. History is an important grounding point for 

Auburn, a town rich in times gone by and historical preservation. Use of the historical 

perspective will emphasize on this community value. Dekalb County has a strong 

background of residents pulling together as a community for the betterment of the 

populace. “The civic elements in a community —the education system, the rates of 

poverty and unemployment, the level of political participation- and the physical 

environment are the reciprocation conditions” (Shutkin 47). The issues of low 

educational expectations and moderate incomes, are reflected in the waters of Cedar 

Creek. Momentum will build in the common pursuit of regaining a sense of community  
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and sustainability. The end result can be restored community pride in yet another project 

goal achieved. 
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Appendix 1 

Cedar Creek Watershed Outreach Outline 

I. Objective 

II. Building Support 

1. Area organization presentations (list attached) 

Initial survey of Organizations 

. Power Point Presentation 

Input from Organizations— democratic process 
. Final Assessment of Organizations 

Seek support from Organizations for the community 
outreach program 

i. 

il. 

iil. 
iv. 

V. 
III. Taking it to the community 

Financial 

Professional expertise 

Monitoring equipment 
Prizes 

Advertisement 

1. Watershed Exploration 

a. Bus Tours of the Cedar Creek Watershed 
b. Canoe Trips of Cedar Creek 
c. Field Days 

1. 
11. 

Sampling 

Ecology and habitat investigations 
. Art Contest 

), 

11. 

111. 

Booth 

1. 

11. 

111. 

Prizes 

Winners Photos in Newspaper 

Traveling Display of Artwork 

Enviroscape® model 

Flyers (attached) 
Brochures 

1. BMP for Urban Residents 

2. BMP for Rural Residents 

1v. Bumper Stickers (attached) 

Soil and Water Sampling Kits 
i. DVD Informational Clips 

1. Cedar Creek History 

2. Non-point source pollution 

3. Successful Restoration 

. Wetlands 

. Flood Plains 

Riparian Buffers 

Swales 

Green ways 
ii. Venues  
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. Free Fall Fair 

. Antique Tractor Show 

. Agricultural Expo 

. Duesenburg Festival 

. Family Night-out Eckhart Park 

. Thomas Park Family Day 

Flyers 

i. Build awareness of the outreach program 

Signage 

1. Thomas, Rieke and Eckhart Park historic 

informational signs 
ii. Strategically placed Signs through Dekalb 

County identifying Cedar Creek Watershed 

(list attached) 

Newspaper 

1. Initial Survey, contest based to increase 

participation 
ii. Watershed quiz/prize program 

iil. Fun Facts Booklet 

iv. Advertisement of programs and events 
v. Final Survey, contest based to increase 

participation 

. Radio 

1. Watershed quiz/prize program 

ii. Fun Facts 
iil. Advertisement of programs and events 

. Restaurant placemats and watershed information 

facts quiz 

1. Watershed information 

11. Contests 

111. Events 
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Appendix 2 
Slide 1 

Slide 2 

Slide 3 

 



Slide 4 

Slide 5 
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Cedar Creek formed as a sub- 
ice stream, draining the Lake 
Erie Lobe, carving through the 
underlying sediment flowing 
towards the Wabash Moraine. 

This early version of Cedar 
Creek, flowed westward. As the 

Lake Erie Lobe melted farther 

northeastward, it formed the Fort 
Wayne Moraine, essentially 

parallel to the Wabash Moraine. 
Its melt-water then flowed 

between the two moraines and 

formed the St. Joseph River. The 

deepening of the St. Joseph 

River gave renewed energy to 

small tributaries along its path. 

One of those tributaries became 

the new downstream section of 

Cedar Creek. The process just 
described is called stream 

capture, or stream piracy. The 

St. Joseph River and its Cedar 
Creek tributary give us an 

excellent example of progressive 

stream piracy. The St. Joseph 

captured the downstream 
section of Cedar Creek away 
from the Wabash Moraine 

turning its flow eastward towards 
Lake Erie. 

In the interim between the 

melting of the Glaciers and the 

appearance of the Pottawatomi 

Indians, these three prehistorical 

Indian groups lived throughout 
the central midwest. 
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Chief Ma Te A Mes-kwah-wa-se- 

pe or "old redwood creek" 

Slide 7 
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Slide 10 
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Should old acquaintance be 
forgot, 

and never brought to mind ? Not 
many of us would enjoy a swim 

in Cedar Creek today, but in the 
1900’s the winding meandering 

stream afforded many swimming 

holes and fish were plentiful. 

“The Creek was lined with willow 
and maple trees and an 

occasional larger tree sitting right 
on the bank’s edge. It was 

under the larger trees the 

swimming holes could be found.” 

Bathing suits were not required 

but out of modesty cut offs 
overalls were worn. The ninth 

street bridge was a favorite for 
the children of Auburn to climb 

and hide under until the school 
bell rang. 
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Slide 11 

  

Slide 12 

Slide 13 
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Slide 14 

Slide 15 

  

Slide 16 
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Slide 17 

Slide 18 | Southern Bluffs 

Slide 19 

 



Slide 20 

Slide 21 

Slide 22 

WHY THE JOB IS NECESSARY 

Matthews 34 

In 1976, nearly 14 miles of 
Cedar Creek in Allen and Dekalb 
counties were designated as a 

“State Scenic Waterway” to help 
prevent public and private 

actions which would destroy the 
creek’s natural features. 
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Slide 23 

Slide 24 

Slide 25 
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Matthews 36 

Slide 26 

Slide 27 

Slide 28 
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Slide 29 

Slide 30 

Slide 31 
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Slide 32 

grossed by U.S. Karis Carp of Enginoers 

  
we OYBOS 

asuese ficodwall 
            

  
  

Slide 34 
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Slide 35 

Slide 36 

Slide 37 
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Slide 38 

Slide 39 

Slide 40 

 



Matthews 41 

Slide 41 

Slide 42 

Slide 43 

Lake Erie 
{Western Basin} 
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Slide 44 

Slide 45 
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Slide 47 

Slide 48 

Slide 49 
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Should old acquaintance be 
forgot, 

and never brought to mind ? Not 
many of us would enjoy a swim 

in Cedar Creek today, but in the 
1900's the winding meandering 
stream afforded many swimming 

holes and fish were plentiful. 

“The Creek was lined with willow 
and maple trees and an 

occasional larger tree sitting right 
on the bank's edge. It was 

under the larger trees the 

swimming holes could be found.” 

Bathing suits were not required 
but out of modesty cut offs 

overalls were worn. The ninth 
street bridge was a favorite for 

the children of Auburn to climb 

and hide under until the school 
bell rang. 

Common contaminates of the 

Cedar Creek Watershed 
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Slide 53 

Slide 54 

Annual 
Drinking Water 
Quality Beport 

City of 

AUBURN 
RE itil 5 

“Hom of the Classics™ 

Auburn Water Department 

Auburn Indiana 
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Linking Surface water quality 

with Drinking water quality 

Explanation of the water cycle 

Septic Tank Replacement and 

Best Management Practices for 

Agriculture are two successful 

watershed programs 

 



Slide 55 

Slide 56 

Slide 57 

Matthews 46 

Small efforts of a number of 

individuals can make an 
improvement on the quality of 

the water interring the St. Joseph 

Watershed. 

In Auburn, combined stormwater 

and sewage drains still plague 

the city during storms causing 

untreated sewage to be directly 

discharged to Cedar Creek. 
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Slide 59 

Slide 60 

Matthews 47 

This is another combined sewer 

problem contributor. Impervious 

surfaces also contribute to 

flooding as they don’t allow rain 
water to be absorbed by the soil 
and plants. 

Removal of trees and vegetation 
Is a common practice when 

ditches and creeks are cleared 
for drainage purposes. 
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Slide 61 | | Cost share septic system 
| Lo replacement is a phase 1 project 

of the St. Joseph Watershed 
Initiative. 

Slide 62 - I Through seemingly insignificant 
| Than actions, we can reduce the 

pollution entering our watershed. 

Slide 63 In 1976, nearly 14 miles of 

Cedar Creek in Allen and Dekalb 

counties were designated as a 

“State Scenic Waterway” to help 
prevent public and private 

actions which would destroy the 
creek’s natural features. 
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Slide 64 

Slide 65 
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Appendix 3 

Cedar Creek Yesterday 

Cedar Creek Today 
SEN 
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Appendix 4 

Bumper Sticker Slogans 

  
  
  

  

  
  

Cedar Creek 

Watershed  
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Appendix 5 

Cedar Creek Watershed Signage Project 
County Signs: 

CR 125 & 500 

Hand & Hathaway 

SR 327 (Coldwater and Gump Rd) 

Tonkel & Hosler 

SR 8 Between CR 35 & CR 39 

SR 39 and CR 4 

SR 327 Between CR 4 & CR 8 

County Sign Wordings: 

“You are entering the Cedar Creek Watershed” 

“Part of the Cedar Creek Watershed” 

“Cedar Creek Watershed begins here |” 

Parks: 

Thomas Park, Auburn 

Eckhart Park, Auburn 

Reike Park, Auburn 

Park Sign Wordings: 

“The bluffs seen surrounding Thomas Park were once a large ox bow of Cedar Creek. 

When Cedar Creek was channelized in 1900 this Ox bow was removed rerouting the flow 
of Cedar Creek.” 

“The bluffs seen to the south east of the Hague Trail are remnants of Cedar Creek's 

former pathway. In 1900, Cedar Creek was channelized and rerouted taking out all 
meandering and ox bows.”  
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“The water from this man made lake will only briefly be held here at Reike Park before it 

continues its flow down Cedar Creek to join the St. Joseph Watershed.” 
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