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Overlapping FPA Update Proposals

The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission received proposals from
the Cities of Dayton and Union for updates to their FPA in 2003. While these
had many elements that were not in conflict, two areas were included in both
proposals, as depicted on the map below.

The City of Dayton proposed to add the Clayton and Phillipsburg FPA to the
Dayton FPA, as well as the portion of the City of Clayton in the Union FPA.
To the east of the Stillwater River the proposal would add the undesignated
area northeast of Union.

Union also proposed to add the undesignated area and opposed the removal
of north Clayton from the Union FPA.

Policy changes at MVRPC resulted in re-filed proposals in 2005, however the
areas of overlap remained in each city’s FPA update.

Over the ensuing 2 years, MVRPC asked the parties to meet and search for a
compromise proposal for updating the FPA in this part of Montgomery County.
MVRPC facility planning policies state a preference for proposals
demonstrating agreement from adjacent and nearby affected jurisdictions.
Slow progress led MVRPC to host a series of all party meetings in search of
a compromise proposal that would be agreed to by the jurisdictions involved.

Proposed 2008 Amendment for FPA in Northern Montgomery County

The ser ies of meet ings hosted by MVRPC has resul ted in a compromise, consensus update for the FPA in northern Montgomery

County shown on the map below. The forms of the compromises involved in this update can be div ided geographical ly : west and

east of the St i l lwater River.

The north port ion of the City of Clayton, which is in the Union FPA was the area of deepest content ion between the part ies

involved with this update, and the area where the part ies did the most work to fashion the compromise. A potent ia l compromise

was proposed and eventual ly negot iated and approved by the City of Union and the Montgomery County Commission. In

essence, Montgomery County wi l l instal l sewers as needed in this port ion of Clayton which wi l l d ischarge into the Union sewer

system for treatment in the Union WWTF. To al lay concerns about gett ing PTI approved for these sewers, the agreement al lows

Montgomery County Sani tary Engineer ing to use another treatment suppl ier s h o u l d U n i o n b e u n a b l e t o p r o v i d e t h e

t r e a t m e n t c a p a c i t y.

This f inal ized agreement al lowed the remaining pieces west of the r iver to fal l into place. Brookvi l le and Englewood FPA were

modif ied to include exist ing service areas. For Englewood, th is means adding smal l port ions of the Clayton FPA, but also ceding

some areas south of Interstate 70 to the Dayton FPA. The boundar ies of the Dayton FPA have been expanded to incorporate the

P h i l l i p s b u r g F PA a n d t h e b a l a n c e o f t h e C l a y t o n F PA .

In Miami County, the Union FPA is expanded to include recent ly annexed parcels. Most of th is area is inundat ion areas for the

S t i l l w a t e r R i v e r .

The main area of content ion was the undesignated area of But ler Township northeast of Union. Both Dayton and Union

proposed to add this area to their FPA. The City of Union has extensive annexat ions in this area. Relat ively late in the process

the Dayton-But ler Township JEDD Board requested water and sewer planning for JEDD parcels through the City of Dayton; as a

resul t , Dayton indicated a desire to add JEDD parcels to the Dayton FPA. Some of these parcels are in the Tr i -Ci t ies

Wastewater Author i ty FPA. Recent Union annexat ions in the undesignated area and inc lud ing some JEDD parce ls fur ther

compl ica ted the process of cra f t ing a compromise.

The part ies agreed to speci f ic FPA updates and a process for the areas east of the St i l lwater River. Propert ies in the current ly

undesignated area that have been annexed by Union wi l l be added to the Union FPA. No other changes wi l l be made to FPA

boundar ies east of the r iver. The part ies involved agreed to address future service in the undesignated areas, annexed areas,

and JEDD parcels through development of Memoranda of Understanding as development proceeds in these areas. Within the

MVRPC Faci l i ty Planning Pol ic ies, such agreements, referred to as “Satel l i te Agreements,” a r e e n v i s i o n e d a n d

e n c o u r a g e d .

The final map for the Northern Montgomery County FPA update is provided in a separate panel.

MVRPC regards the technical supporting data provided by both Management Agencies as sufficient to support this update. In each case, the FPA

is expansion is less than initially proposed, therefore the projected capacity needs factored into the proposals should be adequate for the

compromise FPA changes.
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Amending the AWQMP

As communities develop and sewer collection systems expand, growth
opportunities do not always follow FPA boundaries. Over time, amendments
to the AWQMP are required to reflect development and development plans.
This is particularly important because Ohio EPA is not able to issue permits in
conflict with the AWQMP; therefore, to receive the required permits as a
wastewater system grows with regional development, the AWQMP must
reflect the desired development patterns.

MVRPC has established a process for AWQMP amendments. Proposed
amendments from MA are reviewed by a Facility Planning Subcommittee, the
general public, the MVRPC Technical Advisory Committee and finally the
Board of Directors.

Completed amendments are submitted to Ohio EPA for the Governor’s
certification, and then submitted to US EPA as part of the Ohio water quality
plan.


