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Unsewered Communities Project  
Public Involvement Summary 
Jackson Township 
 

Background 

The  Unsewered  Communities  project  sponsored  by  The Miami  Valley  Regional  Planning  Commission  
(MVRPC) is a formal Feasibility Study looking at five small communities in the Miami Valley area that are 
served by  septic  systems  that no  longer provide adequate wastewater  treatment.   Environmental and 
health agencies are concerned about potential for pollution from these systems to harm the environment 
and human health. MVRPC is partnering with Ohio EPA and Public Health Districts in the Miami Valley to 
conduct a feasibility Study for each of these 5 high priority communities experiencing environmental and 
public health concerns due to large concentrations of failing or underperforming home sewage treatment 
systems.    This  public  involvement  summary  reflects  the  public  activity,  Steering Committee  input  and 
responses from the Jackson Township area. 

Public Involvement Summary 

Steering Committee Meeting #1 
The project was spearheaded with a kickoff meeting held January 19, 2015 at the Jackson Township Hall – 
10653 Staudt Rd. Union City, Ohio, to explain the goals of the project to a group of Steering Committee 
members.  Those in attendance can be found on the sign‐in sheet attached to this summary.  Discussion 
topics included:  Areas of concern as prioritized by the Darke County Health Dist., why the Feasibility Study 
is being done, how the community feels about having a public sewer system, previous studies done, areas 
of future growth areas, and areas of special concern with regard to sewer.   Areas  included  in the study 
were discussed as well as types of sewer systems considered, types of treatment systems considered and 
funding source possibilities. Next steps  in the process, and a schedule  for the next Steering Committee 
meetings as well as discussing a date for the upcoming public meeting were discussed.  Many questions 
were  asked  by  the  Steering  Committee members.    The  questions  and  responses  are  included  in  the 
attached meeting minutes. 
 
Steering Committee Meeting #2 
The next Steering Committee Meeting was held on April 7, 2015 at the Jackson Township Hall – 10653 
Staudt Rd. Union City, Ohio.  Those in attendance can be found on the attached sign‐in sheet.  The goals of 
the meeting were:  To go over the preliminary work that IBI Group had developed up to that point which 
had  generated  additional  questions  for  the  Steering  Committee;  to  identify  potential  property  for  a 
treatment facility if necessary and answer any questions from the Steering Committee. The intention of the 
project team was to investigate different treatment and collection alternatives, as well as presenting overall 
project cost estimates, estimated maintenance and operational costs, and present worth evaluations on 
different scenarios for the purposes of selecting a recommended plan.  The project team reached out to 
Union City to determine their  interest  in accepting wastewater flows from Jackson Township.   Presently 
their  lagoon wastewater plant  is near capacity.   The questions  from  the Steering Committee as well as 
responses can be found in the attached Steering Committee meeting minutes.  Sewer systems, treatment 
systems, and finance options were discussed  in depth.   The dates for the next Steering Committee and 
Public meeting were discussed and established. 
 
Steering Committee Meeting #3 
The final Steering Committee meeting was held on June 2, 2015 at the Mississinawa Valley H.S.  Staudt Rd. 
Union City, Ohio.   A Draft Final Plan was  introduced to the Steering Committee with the  findings and a 
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recommendation.  The committee had been given the opportunity to review, comment, and ask questions 
on the report recommendations.  The review and discussion was in preparation for the upcoming public 
meeting which was scheduled for June 14, 2015.  The Report was also put on line and could be reached via 
the MVRPC website. The project area was discussed, sewer systems and treatment systems considered 
were discussed.  Many questions were asked with responses included in the attached meeting minutes.   
The recommendation as stated in the Study is:  Jackson Township should install a Grinder pump collection 
system with connections into the Union City sewer system for treatment at the Union City lagoon treatment 
facility.   However, at this time, Union City has expressed that they would not be  interested  in providing 
treatment services for Jackson Township.  Jackson Township should continue to meet with Union City and 
determine if this option is viable. 
Should  this option not workout,  Jackson Township should  install a Grinder Pump collection system and 
construct its own lagoon treatment facility. 
    
Public Meeting – May 30, 2015  
The Public Meeting for the area of Jackson Township – Unsewered Communities project was held on June 
16, 2015 at the Mississinawa Valley H.S.  Staudt Rd. Union City, Ohio.  An overview of the project was given 
after  the meeting  purpose  and  agenda.    All  attendees were  given  an  opportunity  to  provide written 
comments to the project team, leaving them as they left the meeting or mailing them to IBI Group.  Matt 
L. of MVRPC stated that the Study produced by IBI Group was not a decision making document but was 
information  to help  the  leaders of  the County  to make decisions going  forward with a potential sewer 
project.  The meeting was co‐facilitated by Roberta Mangen and Dr. Terrance Holman of the Darke County 
Health District.  They explained the reasons for concern in terms of the individual sewer system issue in the 
Jackson County area as well as an explanation of the new rules for sewage management/maintenance from 
Ohio EPA.   Keith D. – IBI Group presented the sewer systems and treatment systems considered for the 
Study, why  the  team  came  to  the  recommendation  in  the  report,  and discussed  the possible  funding 
options available.  The many questions from the attendees and answers can be found in the Public meeting 
minutes attached. 
 
Five copies of the Study were provided for the public to review and financing possibilities were discussed 
in depth.  Announcements and public notices for the June 16th public meeting are attached. 
 
Next Steps     
If the County decides to move forward, the following items should be addressed: 
 

1. Ongoing discussions with Union City is recommended. 
 

2. Hire an Engineering firm to coordinate with Funding Agencies, survey the area, design the project, 
and secure EPA permits.  
 

3. Continue to keep the public informed. 
 



Unsewered Communities Project 
Kick-Off Meeting Agenda 
 
Jackson Township, Darke County, Ohio 
January 19, 2015 7:00pm 
 
Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to meet with you and discuss the development of a report for 
wastewater collection and treatment planning for your community.   
 
The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) is partnering with OEPA and public health 
districts in the Miami Valley to conduct feasibility studies for high priority communities experiencing 
environmental and public health concerns due to large concentrations of failing or underperforming home 
sewage treatment systems.  
 
The “Unsewered Communities Project,” will provide the results of these vital wastewater treatment 
feasibility studies to participating communities that choose to take part in the study process.  MVRPC has 
contracted with IBI Group in the development of a General Plan for your community.  IBI Group (formerly 
M•E/IBI Group) has worked closely with numerous communities like yours guiding them through the rigors 
of developing a cost-effective plan and implementing the plan through construction and start-up.  The 
development of a General Plan does not commit you to installing with a public sewer system.  It does, 
however, provide you with potential alternatives, cost estimates, a funding plan, and schedule should you 
decide as a community that a sewer system is in its best interest and want to proceed further with 
engineering design and funding applications.   
 
Introductions/Steering Committee Members: 
 
IBI Group / Burton Planning Services: 
Keith Doll, P.E., Project Manager 
Maria Borchers, Project Engineer 
Nicole Clune, P.E., Planning Director 
 
MVRPC: 
Matthew Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning 
Kjirsten Frank Hoppe, Regional Planner II  
 
Darke County: 
James P. Surber, P.E., P.S., County Engineer  
Ms. Roberta Mangen, Director of Environmental Health 
Terry Holman, County Health Distict 
Ms. Diane L. Delaplane, Commissioner 
Mr. Michael W. Rhoades, Commissioner  
Mr. Michael E. Stegall, Commissioner 
 
Jackson Township in Darke County: 
Ms. Sandy Denniston, Fiscal Officer 
Mr. Richard Brooks, Trustee 
Mr. James D. Hanes, Trustee  
Mr. Doug Longfellow, Trustee 
 
 
Village of Union City: 
Mr. Scott Stahl, Mayor & Administrator 
Mr. Michael Coning, Council Member 
Mr. John Fields, Council Member 
Mr. Bradley Horsley, Council Member 



Ms. Meta Sue Livingston, Council Member 
Mr. Duane Pouder, Council Member 
Mr. Zachary Pruitt, Council Member 
 
Washington Township (Darke County): 
Ms. Janet L. Feurer, Fiscal Officer 
William E. Hart, Trustee  
Joe L. Martin, Trustee 
Mark A. Cox, Trustee 
 
OEPA Surface Water: 
Glen Vonderembse 
Joe Miller 
Deborah Roth 
 
Questions to assist us: 
The following is a list of general questions to help us get started with the study: 
 

 What would you want to see as an outcome to this study / what is important to you?  How do you 
feel about a public sewer system in Jackson Township? 
 

 Have there been any previous projects in the area where mapping or plans are available for 
review?  Waterline projects / Roadway projects?  
 

 Have there been any previous studies for providing sanitary sewers?  Are these available for 
review? 
 

 Does the area currently have public water?  If so, who is the provider? 
 

 Does the area currently have a billing system for its customers? i.e. water & storm sewer. 
 

 Are there any future growth areas identified within the area? i.e. future residential community or 
commercial project. 
 

 Are there any isolated problem areas or pockets of concern that you can discuss? i.e. sewage 
smell on a particular street. 
 

 How often would the Steering Committee prefer to meet?  Dates & Times? 
 

Next Steps? 
 We will be coordinating with Ohio EPA, Darke County Health District, Darke County Sanitary 

Engineer, Darke County Soil & Water, MVRPC, and Union City.  
 

 We will make several field visits to take notes and gather information 
 Monthly (or as necessary) Steering Committee meetings to update progress 
 A draft General Plan will be provided for review and comment 
 Public meeting (at your discretion) to present to residents 
 Final General Plan Developed 
 Submit final plan to EPA 

  
What does a General Plan Consist of? 
The following is a draft outline of what may be included in your General Plan: 
 
1. Executive Summary  

Alternatives Considered 
4. Future Conditions 
 Land Use / Development 



Conclusions 
Implementation 

2. Introduction 
 Background/Objective 

Scope/Planning Area 
Methodology 

3. Existing Conditions 
Planning Area 
Existing Wastewater/Water Systems 
Environmental: Geology & Hydrology, Soils, 
Topo, Water Quality, Wetlands, Flood 
Hazard Area 
Land Use & Zoning 

 Populations 

Population Projections 
Projected Wastewater Flow and Loadings 

5. Wastewater System Alternatives 
 Alternative 1: Cost / Layout 

Alternative 2 (if necessary): Cost / Layout 
Alternative 3 (if necessary): Cost / Layout 

6. Selected Plan 
 Cost Summary 
7. Implementation 
 Funding 
 Schedule 
 

 
 



Unsewered Communities Project Kick-Off  
Steering Committee #1 
Meeting Minutes 

Jackson Township, Darke County, Ohio 
January 19, 2015 at 7:00pm 

Attending: 

Meeting Minutes: 





MVRPC will provide Sandy Denniston, the Jackson Township Fiscal Officer, a copy of these 
minutes and the sign-in sheet.  E-mail address is: sandy_denniston@darke.k12.oh 



Next date for Steering Committee Meeting #2:  Monday of April 6, 7:00pm (their township meeting 
will be held at 8:00 pm)







Unsewered Communities Project 
Steering Committee Meeting Agenda #2 

Jackson Twp, Darke County, Ohio 
April 7, 2015 7:00 pm 

Introductions/Steering Committee Members: 

IBI Group / Burton Planning Services: 
Keith Doll, P.E., Project Manager 
Maria Borchers, Project Engineer 
Elvin Pinckney, Planning Director 

MVRPC:
Matthew Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning 

Darke County Engineer: 
James P. Surber, P.E., P.S. 

Darke County Health Department: 
Ms. Roberta Mangen, Director of Environmental Health 
Terry Holman, County Health Distict 

Darke County Commissioners:
Ms. Diane L. Delaplane 
Mr. Michael W. Rhoades 
Mr. Michael E. Stegall 

Jackson Township: 
Ms. Sandy Denniston, Fiscal Officer 
Mr. Richard Brooks, Trustee 
Mr. James D. Hanes, Trustee  
Mr. Doug Longfellow, Trustee 

Village of Union City: 
Mr. Scott Stahl, Mayor  
Mr. Michael Coning, Council Member 
Mr. John Fields, Council Member 
Mr. Bradley Horsley, Council Member 
Ms. Meta Sue Livingston, Council Member 
Mr. Duane Pouder, Council Member 
Mr. Zachary Pruitt, Council Member 
Mr. Eric Hanna, Utilities Director  
Ms. Karen Stubbs, Village Administrator  

OEPA Surface Water: 
Glen Vonderembse 
Joe Miller 
Deborah Roth 
Geoff Holmes 



Project Updates: 

We are continuing to evaluate collection and treatment alternatives for the Area.  At this time, we do not 
have final cost estimates to present or a recommended plan.   

Have reached out to Union City to determine their interest in accepting wastewater flows from Jackson 
Township. Their lagoon wastewater plant is near capacity.   

We may investigate different collection alternatives including Gravity, STEP Sewers, Grinder Sewers, and 
Vacuum Sewers. We will also investigate different treatment alternatives including regionalization with 
Union City and new treatment facilities.   

There are options when selecting the collection and treatment alternatives. We intend to present overall 
project costs, operational & maintenance costs, and present worth evaluations on different scenarios for 
the purpose of selecting a recommended plan. 

We would like to go through the attached Decision Matrix exercise to help us understand Jackson 
Townships’ priorities beyond cost.  This includes concerns regarding operation & maintenance, regulatory 
compliance, control of the system, and schedule. 

Other Discussion Items: 

Potential property identification for potential treatment facility- if necessary  

Typical property costs per acre in Jackson Township for estimating purposes?  $X/acre 

Any further developments or potential? 

Next Steps: 
We would like to have a draft plan with estimates and recommendations for the next Steering Committee 
meeting and then follow up with a public meeting at your discretion. 

Date for next Steering Committee meeting? ________________ 



Unsewered Communities Project 
Steering Committee Meeting #2 

Jackson Township, Operations Garage  
Darke County, Ohio 
April 7, 2015 @ 7:00 pm 

Attending:  See attached sign-in sheet.  

Meeting Minutes:

Matt Lindsay – MVRPC opened the meeting with a few remarks and the purpose of the meeting. 
 The engineering team was to share points of their investigation and have questions for the 

panel of trustees. 
 An exercise dealing with design criteria ranking was designed for the panel and included in 

the handout packet. 
 A goal of the meeting was also to talk about the date of the upcoming public meeting. 

Matt then turned the meeting over to Keith Doll of IBI Group. 

Keith’s original plan was to have some conceptual designs of collection and treatment systems, 
but design alternatives hinged on Union City’s desires and comments on the project. 
Keith learned of some capacity issues with the Union City System and posed a question to the 
panel. 
Also the areas outside of The Union City’s Facility Planning Area should be considered for 
inclusion in the project. 
 Keith suggested that the group discuss the above with The Union City Administration. 
 Also suggested that a cluster operation be considered because of the small number (15-20) of 
homes in pockets and the area is within the SR 208 planning area.  A gravity sewer would be very 
expensive for this type of housing configuration. 
The number of properties per area were pointed out on the map. 

Question to Roberta Mangen - Darke County Health Department: Is the mobile home trailer park 
serviced by the city sewer system? 
Response: The trailers are serviced. 

Keith requested an indexed drawing of the city’s collection system from Eric Hanna—UCO Public 
Service.
Response:  Eric could supply the info. 
 Only one home is serviced along SR 571 along with the trailer park.  That home is billed for 
sewage service. The mobile home park and individual home is serviced with water. 

Keith questioned if Union City has discussed the project internally. 
Response: Eric Hanna—numerous improvement would have to be made, capacity issues would 
have to be dealt with. 

Keith asked if the city was going through an Infiltration/Inflow reduction process. 
Response: Eric Hanna—yes, two more phases to go. 

Keith stated that IBI is still in the info gathering phase. His intent is to come to the next meeting 
with potential layouts and estimated costs. 



Moved to the second page of the handout. Union City will be contacted. The different collection 
alternatives listed will be investigated. 
 The Darke County Health Department area priorities were discussed. Keith and the team will 
investigate as per their priority request. 

 Keith introduced the decision matrix found on p. 3 of the meeting handout. 
 After discussion of each of the criteria listed in the matrix, the raw score/rank were as follows: 
   Low cost to customers—1 
   Future Operation and Maintenance Cost—2 
   Local Control of System—6 
   Future Growth of Service Area—5 
   Time Frame for Completing the Project—4 
   Minimal Disruption to Customers during Construction—3 

 Keith stated that at the next meeting he would like to have a draft final report put together for the 
panel’s review.
The report will have system alternatives, possible funding ideas, including an estimated cost per 
customer. Keith wanted all to understand that even with a full coverage grant for construction, 
there will be future maintenance costs.  The panel anticipated the costs beyond initial 
construction. 
Keith stated that the matrix sets nothing in stone but provides a guide to how IBI proceeds. 

Roberta Mangen stated that some residents have been ordered to repair their septic systems but 
have been told to hold off until the unsewered project/study has been done. 

Question from Trustee on normal time frame for the project… 
 Response from Keith:  There are many variables:  type of system, type of funding, one year 
possible for design and application process. The process could take several years. 

Question from Trustee on the consideration of growth in the area… 
Keith’s response: Growth is a factor, but health concerns are more pressing than future growth. 

Question from Trustee:  Is funding process and permitting process part of IBI /MVRPC work? 
Keith’s response:  IBI is contracted for the initial report. He suggested that a consultant be 
contacted for help with the permitting and funding process. IBI would love to assist, but that would 
be a separate project. 
Any contracts to be moved forward would be through the county. 

Question from trustee to Eric Hanna UCO Public Service:  How did sewage system reach 
capacity with little to no growth in the area? 
Response:  Plant was designed for 400,000 Gallon/Day, it currently receives 250,000 gal/day . 

Eric stated that Inflow/Iniltration raises the levels. His opinion was that to receive more sewage 
would be ok. Difficulty would be in getting rid of water with the current three lagoons. 

Discussion on existing sewer tile at map. It’s possible that storm water causes system to reach 
capacity. 

Question from Trustee on Union City Administration being receptive to this project. 
Response from Eric Hanna:  City Council and Village administrator are not very receptive to the 
project as of yet. 

Keith stated that the cost of construction is mostly on the customers.  If any communities desire to 
tie into Union City’s System, the customers would normally be assessed to cover costs. 
Keith would welcome assistance from the Trustees on info pertaining to properties that could be 
used for treatment/discharge. Cheaper properties help decrease the cost of the system. 



Question from Matt Lindsay:  Does the village still own the old treatment plant? 
Response from Trustee:  No, now owned by a radio station. 
Keith stated that the county will receive a copy of the final report. 
Eric Hanna stated that a 126 acre lot is a possible construction site. 

Question from Trustee: When is study to be done? 
Response from Matt:  This July 15, school has been reserved for the public meeting. 
June 2: Steering Committee Meeting #3 
June 16: Public Meeting 

Advertisement to be in the Greenville Paper, The Early Bird, and The News Gazette (circulated in 
Union City) will be investigated as a possible additional notice publication. 

Ms Sandy Denniston offered a conference room in the school for the June 2nd Steering Committee 
Meeting.

Matt asked for final questions. 
Meeting adjourned approximately 7:55 p.m. 





Unsewered Communities Project 
Steering Committee Meeting Agenda #3 
 
Jackson Twp, Darke County, Ohio 
June 2, 2015 7:00 pm 
 
Introductions/Steering Committee Members: 
 
IBI Group / Burton Planning Services: 
Keith Doll, P.E., Project Manager 
Maria Borchers, Project Engineer 
Elvin Pinckney, Planning Director 
 
MVRPC: 
Matthew Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning 
 
Darke County Engineer: 
James P. Surber, P.E., P.S. 
 
Darke County Health Department: 
Ms. Roberta Mangen, Director of Environmental Health 
Terry Holman, County Health Distict 
 
Darke County Commissioners:  
Ms. Diane L. Delaplane 
Mr. Michael W. Rhoades 
Mr. Michael E. Stegall 
 
Jackson Township: 
Ms. Sandy Denniston, Fiscal Officer 
Mr. Richard Brooks, Trustee 
Mr. James D. Hanes, Trustee  
Mr. Doug Longfellow, Trustee 
 
Village of Union City: 
Mr. Scott Stahl, Mayor  
Mr. Michael Coning, Council Member 
Mr. John Fields, Council Member 
Mr. Bradley Horsley, Council Member 
Ms. Meta Sue Livingston, Council Member 
Mr. Duane Pouder, Council Member 
Mr. Zachary Pruitt, Council Member 
Mr. Eric Hanna, Utilities Director  
Ms. Karen Stubbs, Village Administrator  
 
OEPA Surface Water: 
Glen Vonderembse 
Joe Miller 
Deborah Roth 
Geoff Holmes 
 
 
 
 
 



Project Updates:  
 

 We posted a copy of the Final Draft Sewer Feasibility Study online on May 26, 2015 and have 
brought several copies to tonight’s meeting as well. The document can be found online at 
http://www.mvrpcunseweredcommunities.com/jackson 

 
 Hopefully, everyone has had an opportunity to review and develop a list of questions for 

discussion tonight.  
 

 If revisions are necessary after tonight’s meeting, we will address them quickly in preparation of 
holding a public meeting for presenting to residents.  

 
General Summary of Report and Findings:  
 

  We had evaluated several collection system alternatives including:  
o Gravity Sewers 
o STEP Sewers  
o Grinder Pump Sewers  
o Vacuum Sewers  

 
   We had also evaluated several treatment system alternatives including:  

o Extended Aeration Treatment Plant  
o Lagoon Treatment System  
o Packed Bed Media Treatment System  
o Transporting wastewater to Union City for treatment  

 
 Construction costs and Operation and Maintenance (O&M) costs were developed for each 

collection and treatment alternative. We then developed a 20-year present value for each 
possible scenario. Present values are widely used in engineering economics to provide a way to 
compare costs at different times on a “like to like” basis. It is a present value for a future series of 
payments which are the O&M costs.  

 
 The alternative with the lowest present value and an adequate amount of land is the construction 

of a grinder sewer system for all three planning areas with a new lagoon treatment system for 
planning areas A and C and a new mechanical extended aeration plant for planning area B.  
 

Next Steps:  
 Public Meeting  

 
 Upon holding a public meeting and presenting a final report to Jackson Township, Darke County, 

MVRPC, and Ohio EPA, our portion of the project will be complete. It will then be up Darke 
County to decide whether or not to pursue funding opportunities and begin engineering design 
work.  

 
 IBI Group can certainly assist Darke County in these services should you decide to continue 

moving forward 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



The table below shows two funding scenarios based on the recommended collection 
and treatment systems. The upper portions is constant between the two options showing 
the total number of customers, construction cost, and annual O,M,&R costs.  
 
 

  
OPWC/EPA 

Loan 
RD 

Grant/Loan 

CUSTOMERS/EDUs     196 196 

PROJECT COST- Collection System $3,440,184 $3,440,184 

PROJECT COST- Treatment System $1,631,520 $1,631,520 

TOTAL PROJECT COST     $5,071,704 $5,071,704 

ANNUAL O,M,&R     $69,500 $69,500 

FINANCING         

CDBG Formula Grant     $50,000 $50,000 

Residential Public Infrastructure Grant $480,000 $480,000 

OPWC Grant     $400,000 $400,000 

Unsewered Area Assistance Program $250,000 $250,000 

Local Funds - Capacity Fee $2,000/Customer $392,000 $392,000 
Rural Development Grant (up to 35% of Project 
Cost) $0 $1,775,096 

OPWC Loan 30 0.00% $800,000 $800,000 

OWDA Loan 30 2.00% $0 $0 

OEPA WPCLF Loan 30 0.00% $2,699,704 $0 

Rural Development Loan 40 2.75% $0 $924,608 

Total Financing     $5,071,704 $5,071,704 

ANNUAL DEBT         

Annual OPWC Payment     $26,667 $26,667 

Annual OWDA Payment     $0 $0 

Annual OEPA WPCLF Payment   $89,990 $0 

Annual Rural Development Payment $0 $38,400 

ANNUAL DEBT PAYMENT     $116,657 $65,067 

DEBT PAYMENT PER MONTH PER EDU $49.60 $27.66 

O,M&R PAYMENT PER MONTH PER EDU $29.55 $29.55 

TOTAL PAYMENT PER MONTH PER EDU $79.15 $57.21 
 



Unsewered Communities Project 
Steering Committee Meeting #3 

 
Jackson Township, Darke County, Ohio 
Mississinawa Valley H.S. 
June 2, 2015 @ 7:00 pm 

 
 
Attending:  See attached sign-in sheet.  
 
Meeting Minutes: 
 
Keith Doll – IBI Group opened the meeting with a thank you and a few remarks then turn the 
meeting over to Kjirsten Frank Hoppe of MVRPC.  She suggested the group go through the Draft 
Study and ask questions.  Responses would come from the project team.  The review would be in 
preparation for the upcoming public meeting to be held June 16, 2015 at the Mississinawa Valley 
H.S. facility. 
Keith presented the Draft Final Plan and reminded the group that it was on the MVRPC website 
and that six hard copies would be on hand at the upcoming public meeting.  The service area 
previously identified by the Darke County Health District was discussed.  The six original service 
areas were combined into three major areas for purposes of this study.  Ref. was made to the 
exhibit furnished by the IBI Group.  Projected flows and future population growth for each area 
were discussed.  Reference was made to the specific section in the report.  The sewer systems 
evaluated were discussed.  Gravity, Vacuum, and two pressurized systems, Grinder and STEP 
were discussed as well as the operating and maintenance cost for each system.  The different 
treatment systems evaluated for each of the three major service areas were 1) Lagoon systems, 
2) Extended Aeration systems, 3) Packed Bed Media systems, 4) transporting the waste water to 
the Village of Union City (Regionalization).  Construction estimates were developed for each 
systems as well as operational and maintenance costs for each.  Present worth for each was 
discussed. 
A Grinder sewer system with individualized lagoon treatment systems yielded the least present 
worth but would not necessarily be the best option for the community.  The recommendation from 
the study was that the Grinder Sewer system with individualized treatment facilities had the lowest 
present worth but regionalization with Union City may be a less expensive option.  Eric Hanna – 
Public Service rep. for Union City stated that Union City would be open to regionalizing with 
Jackson Township, but could not afford to fund expansion of their treatment facility.  A table in the 
meeting handout showed estimated project costs as well as estimated annual operation and 
maintenance costs. 
Grant and loan possibilities were shown in the report and discussed in depth.  A funding scenario 
for each area prioritized by the Township could be looked at separately if desired. 
 
Q. If the project was a go, who takes care of securing a loan? County? 
A. In this situation, the County Commissioners would have the liability. 
 
Q. Have you (Keith D.) talked to the County Commissioners? 
A. I have not talked to them. 
 
Q. What does the average person pay for sewer utility in Union City? 
A. Approx. $53.00/month for sewer, water and trash pickup.  Sewer cost is approx.. 20+/month. 
 
Q. Do you think your project costs are pretty accurate? 
A. There has been no detailed design, this is a rough estimate but is estimated on the high side 
with a 10% contingency. 

 



 
S. If areas are prioritized, phasing based on cost is a possibility. 
 
Q. Does Union City have the room to expand their treatment facility? 
A. Eric Hanna – We have plenty of room to expand. 
 
S. Keith D. recommends that further communication with Union City is recommended. 
 
Q. If I have to upgrade my septic system now, how much will it cost? 
A. Roberta M. Darke County Health Dist. – Depends on what your soil type is, topography, too 
many variables to give an estimate. 
 
S. From Fiscal Officer – People need to know what they have and what it would cost to upgrade 
their existing system. 
 
Q. Will there be any kind of mandate for upgrading the septic systems? 
A. If the system is working according to their permit, they are considered OK.  If the system is 
illegally discharging into a stream via a tile, they are required to remedy that situation. 
 
Q. Have you talked to anyone in the Hillgrove area? 
A. No. Collection costs do not consider the Hillgrove area. 
 
S. Roberta M. introduced the brochure done for the Wayne Lakes public meeting.  She stated that 
one could be done for the upcoming Jackson County public meeting. 
 
S. Fiscal Officer – It would be nice to have a high and a low estimate for upgrading the present 
septic systems in the brochure. 
 
Q. If one has a working septic system, do they have to hook-up to the new septic system? 
A.Yes, if it’s available, residents have to hook-up to it. 
 
Kjirsten F.H. requested a walk-through of the cost of regionalizing with Union City. Keith explained 
and clarified the sections of the study and will check with Maria Borcher of IBI Group to get 
additional information. 
 
Q. Is there an estimate of the cost to upgrade the Union City treatment facility? 
A. It was not included in the study.  It was assumed that all or part of the funds for regionalization 
would go to Union City for that.  Further discussion with Union City would clarify that. 
 
Q. When was Union City’s treatment plant built? 
A. 1983 
 
S. Township Trustee – Thought the best option was to expand the Union City treatment facility.  
He thought that having those costs would be helpful. 
 
Q. How will the people find out about the meeting? 
A. It’s been in the Greenville Paper and also the Early Bird. 
 
Q. Where would you put Lagoons for each area? 
A. Ref. was made to exhibits 5-11 pg 69 which showed the locations of the proposed Lagoons. 
 
Q. How did the Wayne Lakes public meeting go? 
A. Overall very well.  Once the reasons for the project were explained along with a discussion of 
the new rules from Ohio EPA, those uninformed were informed.  Most residents understood the 
reasons for the project. 
 



 
Q. Is the public meeting an Open House from 6:00 - 8:00 p.m.? 
A. Yes.  Generally Matt L. of MVRPC would open the meeting with a 5 min. presentation on the 
project then turn the meeting over to Keith D. who would explain the types of sewer and treatment 
options considered with their associated costs.  Finance options with a discussion on Grant and 
Loan possibilities would follow. Questions would be answered/addressed during the discussions.  
Some meetings have lasted an hour, some 2 hrs. 
 
Two Mics were requested for the upcoming public meeting. 
 
Q. Is the new system from the street to the existing tank or from the street to the house? 
A. From the street to the house.  Many lines from the house to the tank are bad and have to be 
replaced. 
 
Q. If this project is a go, How long is the process? 
A. Ref. was made to pg. 81 of the Study.  If started right away, detailed plans could be done by 
the end of next year.  The longest phase is the finance application process.  Construction could 
start by the end of 2018 and be completed by the end of 2019.  Realistically adding 2-3 yrs to that 
schedule is not out of order. 
 
Q. If the Township decides to start the project, will the Health Dist. Leave the homeowners alone 
for now? 
A. Yes. We would not require an upgrade knowing a sewer system is coming. 
 
Q. What would be the average cost of a hook-up to the sewer system? 
A. It would depend on how far the house is from the force main.  Work would have to be done by 
a licensed contractor.  The existing tank would have to be properly abandoned.  Variables are:  
What you are digging under, i.e. Driveways, sidewalks, trees, how deep you have to dig, etc. 
 
Q. So each property owner would have to hire a contractor? 
A. Yes.  There is also a fund through the Residential Infrastructure Grant System ($100,000) to 
help qualified low income individuals with funds for their hook-ups.  It could be zero cost for some 
people.  It must be applied for and is on a first come first served basis. 
 
Q. Is there usually one or two contractors doing hookups for the new system? 
A. The Health Dist. has a list of registered contractors who can do the work. 
 
Q. If you have two houses side by side could they use the same trench for two separate lines to 
save excavation costs? 
A. That is a possibility. 
 
S. Keith D. This is not a final document.  More work has to be done as a result of your questions.  
A revised report will be presented at the upcoming public meeting. 
 
S. Roberta M. will attempt to reach out to one or more County Commissioners to see if they will 
attend the public meeting. 
 
Q. Could the cost of an individual aeration system be included in the brochure? 
A. Yes. 
      
    
 



 



         

JACKSON TOWNSHIP, DARKE COUNTY, OHIO 

GENERAL PLAN / SANITARY SEWER FEASIBILITY STUDY 

OPEN HOUSE MEETING  
JUNE 16TH, 2015   6:00pm – 8:00pm  

WELCOME!!! 
Thank you for attending today’s public meeting.  This meeting is being held to review the draft General Plan 
Report for the “Unsewered Communities Project” for Jackson Township, Ohio.  In locations where on‐lot 
treatment systems (septic systems) no longer provide adequate wastewater treatment, environmental and 
health agencies are concerned about the potential for pollution from these systems to harm the environment 
and human health.  The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) realizes these communities face 
real challenges in planning solutions for future wastewater treatment.  As such, MVRPC has funded a study 
through an Ohio EPA grant to examine and report on options for Jackson Township. IBI Group was hired to 
complete the study. Jackson Township/Darke County is NOT required to act on this report or install a public 
sewer system at this time as there are NO mandates from the Ohio EPA currently.  Moving forward would be 
voluntary and proactive on the community’s part as septic systems in the community are past their life 
expectancy with replacement virtually impossible or extremely expensive with current design standards.     
 

Study Summary: 
IBI Group has completed an evaluation comparing four different sewer collection alternatives and four 
different wastewater treatment alternatives for Jackson Township.  These systems include: 
 

Collection Alternatives      Treatment Alternatives 
Gravity Sewers        Extended Aeration Treatment 
Septic Tank Effluent Pumps (STEP)    Lagoon Treatment 
Grinder Sewers        Packed Bed Media Filter Treatment 
Vacuum Sewers        Connect to Union City  
             

 
We identified preliminary sewer routes to serve the planning areas; developing construction estimates, 
Operation & Maintenance cost estimates, and comparing all scenario alternatives based on their Present 
Worth. 
 
What we find and recommend is constructing a Grinder Pump Sewer System for all of the planning areas and 
transporting wastewater to the Village of Union City for treatment at their existing plant is the best 
alternative. Should this treatment option not work, Darke County should construct its own lagoon treatment 
facility.       
 
The total project cost for constructing grinder pump sewers and force mains to the Village of Union City is 
estimated at approximately $3,700,000. The total project cost for constructing grinder pump sewer and a new 
lagoon treatment facility is estimated to be approximately $5,300,000. 



 
 

What are the benefits to me? 
 

 First and foremost, a public sewer system eliminates health risks caused by failing septic systems.   

 Cleaning the environment – streams and drainage ways free from pollution 

 Eliminating your existing septic tank will provide more usable space in your yard for recreation or 
building purposes 

 Odor elimination 

 Cost of future repairs or replacement to your septic system – pumping, blocked leach field tile 

 Worry free operation 

 Property values increase 
 

If the County constructs a sewer system, will my home have to connect? 
How much would it cost me? 
 
Generally, if a public sewer is constructed with the ability to serve your property, yes, you would be required 
to connect.  Each homeowner would be required to construct a new sewer lateral or pipe extending from your 
home to the connection point to the sewer line (typically at the property line) and abandon the existing septic 
system.  This cost will vary from property to property depending on the distance, depth, restoration, and 
plumbing reconfiguration.   
 
Based on the financial constraints of the service area, we feel that the planning areas are in a good position to 
receive grants from State and Federal agencies to cover a portion of the construction cost.  There may also be 
funding available on an individual basis to residents meeting income eligibility requirements to help cover the 
cost of connecting into the sewer.  In some cases, this could mean zero dollars out of pocket for some 
residents.   
 
After each resident makes their initial connection to the sewer system, they would then pay a monthly fee for 
sewer treatment service. Based on the preliminary funding scenario identified, the average monthly cost per 
customer would be around $61 if Union City would treat the wastewater. The average monthly cost per 
customer if a new lagoon facility is used for treatment would be around $63.    
 

What are the next steps? 
 
If the County decides to move forward, there are many items that would need to be addressed, including: 

 Hire engineering firm to coordinate with funding agencies, survey the area, design the project, and 
secure EPA permits.   

 Continue to keep the public informed 

 It may be possible to have the entire system in place and operational by the end of 2019 
 



 
 
 
Unsewered Communities Project 
General Plan Feasibility Study 
Public Meeting 

 
Jackson Township, Darke County, Ohio 
Mississinawa Valley HS 
June 16, 2015 @ 6:00 – 8:00 pm 

 
 
Attending:  See attached sign-in sheet.  
 
Meeting Minutes: 
 
Matt L. – MVRPC opened the meeting with a welcome and introduction to the project team.  Matt 
L. presented the meeting agenda and purpose stating that general questions would be addressed 
during the presentation and property-specific questions would be addressed after the 
presentation.  It was stated that the Jackson Township area was not under Findings and Orders 
from Ohio EPA to do anything about sewage management. 
Attendees were invited to fill out comment sheets provided to them and either leave them with the 
project team or take them home and mail them to the IBI Group addressed on the back of the 
sheet.  Actionable comments received would be included in the final edition of the study. 
Matt L. presented an overview and purpose of the five-village project then turned the meeting over 
to Keith D. IBI Group.  Keith began with the reference to the 5 hard copies of the study available 
for the attendees to review and a reminder that the study was available on line via the MVRPC 
website. 
Reference was made to the three previous Steering Committee meetings held earlier this year 
where information was gathered and discussed.  Keith discussed the boundaries of the planning 
areas provided by the Darke County Health District.  The six original areas called out were 
combined into three basic areas for purposes of this study.  Area A, B, and C. (ref. to exhibit in the 
Study).  Each of the areas under study were discussed and explained.  Keith explained and 
discussed the collection alternatives and treatment alternatives considered in the study. 
 
Collection systems considered were:  Gravity system, STEP system, Grinder pump system, and 
Vacuum system. 
Treatment systems considered were:  Mechanical plant with extended aeration, Packed Bed 
Media filter system, Lagoon system and regionalizing (transporting wastewater to Union City). 
Reference was made to the exhibit showing the Lagoon collection area in Union City. 
 
Construction, operation and maintenance costs for each of the systems were explained and 
discussed as well as the Present Worth analysis used in the Study.  The Grinder collection 
system was found to have the lowest cost.  A Lagoon treatment system combined with 
transporting wastewater to Union City was found to be the lowest cost.  It was stated that Union 
City is now experiencing capacity issues and wouldn’t be interested in regionalizing at this time.  
However, their involvement should be included in the Study.  Additional discussions with Union 
City are warranted because capacity issues could change down the road. 
 
Funding plans for the combined Grinder pump system combined with Lagoon treatment with 
Union City were discussed. 
 
Q. What is the discharge rate for people in the planning area?  $63.00/month is a big expense for 
some. 



A. Roberta M. – Darke County Health Dist.  stated that permit info is available from their office for 
discharge rates in the area.  The Health Dist. is concerned about the improper discharge of 
sewage.  
 
S. Terrence Holman-Darke County Health Commissioner stated that under current EPA 
standards, most of the septic systems in the area would not meet the current standards. 
 
Q. Why can’t a filter be added to a septic system to improve discharge material? 
A.  T. Holman – Because Ohio EPA says that it cannot be done under current standards. 
 
Q.  Is this a Legislated issue? 
A.  Yes, it has become a legislated issue. 
 
Q.  Could area get easements to properly fix tiles and add filters that are OK under 1977 EPA 
standards? 
A.  No, because of newer 2010 discharge standards. 
 
Q.  Does the estimated user rates in the study consider future cost hikes?  10yrs., 20yrs. down 
the road? 
A.  Keith D. – Costs are based on the life of the loan.  In some cases 30yrs., 40yrs., down the 
road.  All construction costs will increase with time. 
 
Size of leech beds under current EPA regulations was discussed.  The fact that most of the lots in 
the Jackson Township area could not support proper septic system design, was brought up.  Dr. 
Holman explained the reason for the rule changes and factors that must be considered when 
designing a septic system under the current regulations.  Dr. Holman stated that one in three 
residents properly maintain their septic systems in the area.  Some homeowners have a pipe 
going straight to a discharge area with no tank in the system.  This situation dictates a need for 
sewage management. 
 
Q.  Was any option considered to repair the existing septic systems? 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Are the current rules governing septic system replacement, State or Federal? 
A.  State rules, Ohio EPA.  State rules are based on Federal rules. 
 
S.  Dr. Holman – The goal is to get the sewage management system designed to do what it’s 
supposed to do and meet current Ohio EPA discharge standards. 
 
Q.  What prevents a rule change soon after compliance? 
A.  We are currently under a 3-5 yr rule review.  The last rule review was 40 yrs. ago. 
 
Keith D. Summarized the Study and stated that individual site assessment would happen during 
the detail design phase of the project.  Presently Union City is doing maintenance to their 
treatment system. 
 
Q.  Is the design of the system based on the number of users? 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Is the Union City system capable of handling Jackson Township? 
A.  Yes.  The Study considered the current population with a percentage of future growth.  100 gal 
per capita per day. 
 
Q.  When would the project be completed if we gave it the OK? 
A.  If it started now, a project could be completed in four or five years. 
 



Q.  What does the community do if the County says our individual systems are not up to code? 
A.  It’s possible the community would be forced into compliance if Ohio EPA issued a Findings 
and Orders.  Roberta M. stated that the County Health Dist. does not want to force property 
owners to fix illegal septic systems if the community is going to a public sewer system. 
 
S. Keith D. – Cost estimates for operation and maintenance in the Study are on the high side, 
intentionally so that the report presents a conservative estimate of future costs.  
 
Q. 1977, 2010, 2015 rule changes have occurred.  Will we see another rule change in the near 
future? 
A.  One is not anticipated. 
 
Q.  What happens to our submitted comments?  Do they become part of the public record? 
A.  Yes.  Actionable comments will be included in the report and subsequently will get to your 
Township Trustees and County Commissioners. 
 
Q.  I’m assuming each of the three areas, A, B, and C, will have their own collection pipes? 
A.  Yes, there is no collection system now. 
 
At 7:20 p.m. Matt L. Invited attendees to ask property-specific questions to the team member of 
their choice stationed across the front of the room. 
 
Q.  If your septic system is functioning properly, will you have to hook into a public sewer system? 
A.  Dr. Holman – It depends on the age of the system.  If it is only a few years old, probably not.  If 
the system is 15-20 yrs old, yes.  The County code states that if you are within 200’ of a sewer 
system and your septic system is not relatively new, you are required to connect to the sewer. 
Those tie-ins that come in after the majority of the customers do, will typically be charged a higher 
rate. 
 
S.  Fiscal Officer – Reminded the group that a cost sharing is possible for those adjacent 
residents who can split the cost of trenching.  One trench for two collection pipes. 
 
S.  Keith D. – The Hillgrove area was not included in the Study.  If they were included, the number 
of total homes would increase thereby decreasing the debt payment/person.  They were included 
for the flow calculation in the study. 
 
Q.  What was the reason for omitting the Hillgrove area? 
A.  The Washington Township Trustees were not interested in participating in the Study. 
 
Q.  What was the amortization schedule for the loans? 
A.  Reference was made to the Study Pgs.  78-80. 
 
S.  Dr. Holman – 70% of the soils in the area are not sufficient to be used for a leech bed under 
current EPA standards. 
 
Q.  Why didn’t the neighboring Townships have this Study done for them? 
A.  Both Washington and Jackson Townships were invited to participate in the Study but only 
Washington Township declined. 
 
Q.  Will Washington Township have to tie-in to a potential Jackson Township sewer? 
A.  It will be up to the new sewer district to allow a tie-in.  Washington Township will have to pay 
Jackson Township for tie-in fees.  A Township sewer district cannot be forced by a County Health 
District or EPA to accept tap-ins from outside of the District. 
 
Q.  How do Township sewer districts get created?   
A.   The County Commissioners have to create the sewer districts. 



 
S.  Keith D. – County Commissioners can dictate what areas can be included in a given sewer 
district. 
 
Q.  Would that make it cheaper for the user? 
A.  Yes.  The more users, the less cost per user. 
 
Keith went over the cost/customer for each planning area, explaining that the closer the homes 
were to Union City, (as a collection site), the lower the cost of construction due to the length of 
pipe needed.  He also talked briefly about phasing the construction over time for the three 
planning areas based on the priority established for each area.  Keith recommended that the total 
cost be shared by all users rather than a graduated scale based on pipe length cost.  Ultimately 
that decision would be up to the newly established sewer district. 
 
7:20 p.m. – Attendees broke into groups – some talked to Keith D. some spoke with Dr. Holman, 
some with Roberta M. some with Matt L. and some among themselves. 
 
Session ended at 8:00 p.m.  
 

 



 



 



 



P
ub

lic
 M

ee
tin

g 
P

ic
tu

re
s 

 



The meeting will be held to review the General Plan Report for the “Unsewered 
Communities Project” for Jackson Township, Ohio. In locations where these 
systems no longer provide adequate wastewater treatment, environmental 
and health agencies are concerned about the potential for pollution from these 
systems to harm the environment and human health.  
 
The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) realizes these 
communities face real challenges in planning solutions for future wastewater 
treatment. Therefore, MVRPC is spearheading the “Unsewered Communities 
Project” to examine and report on the options for these communities to improve 
wastewater systems and protect the environment. A public meeting will provide 
the residents and property owners in Jackson Township an opportunity to review 
the General Plan Report.

mvrpc.org

WHEN:
Tuesday, June 16, 2015

WHERE: 
Mississinawa Valley Schools 
1469 Ohio 47 
Union City, Ohio 45390

TIME:
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.

Public 
ParticiPation 
Meeting
TO ReVIew The General Plan 
rePort fOR “UnSeweRed 
COMMUnITIeS PROJeCT” fOR 
JACKSOn TOwnShIP, OhIO

for additional information,  
contact Matt Lindsay, Manager 
of environmental Planning, at 
937.223.6323 or 
mlindsay@mvrpc.org

?



Se realizará una reunión para revisar el informe del plan general para el “proyecto de 
las comunidades sin alcantarillado” para Jackson Township, Ohio. Hay lugares donde 
estos sistemas ya no le proporcionan el tratamiento adecuado a las aguas residuales 
y las autoridades de salud y del medio ambiente temen que la polución de estos 
sistemas pueda perjudicar el medio ambiente o la salud pública. 
 
Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission sabe y entiende que estas comunidades 
enfrentan verdaderos retos preparando soluciones para el tratamiento de aguas 
residuales en el futuro. Por lo tanto, MVRPC está en la vanguardia al dirigir el 
“Proyecto para Comunidades Sin Alcantarillado” para examinar y presentar un 
informe sobre las opciones que estas comunidades tienen para mejorar los sistemas 
de tratamiento de aguas residuales y proteger el medio ambiente.  El informe del 
Plan General identificará soluciones factibles y se usará para empezar a identificar y 
facilitar los proyectos del futuro. 

mvrpc.org

CUANDO:
Martes, 16 de Junio, 2015

DONDE: 
Mississinawa Valley Schools 
1469 Ohio 47 
Union City, Ohio 45390

HORA:
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.

SeSiÓN De 
ParticiPaciÓN 
PÚBLica
PARA AnAlizAR  El infORME dEl 
PlAn GEnERAl dEl PROyECTO PARA 
COMUnidAdES Sin AlCAnTARillAdO 
(UnSEwEREd COMMUniTiES PROJECT) 
En JACkSOn TOwnSHiP, OHiO

Para más información, contacte 
a Matt lindsay, Manager 
of Environmental Planning, 
mlindsay@mvrpc.org o llame al 
(937) 223-6323

?



 
 
For Immediate Release 

Date:    May 26, 2015 

Contact:  Laura A. Loges      
Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission 
937.223.6323, Extension 6535 

  lloges@mvrpc.org 

Subject:  Public Participation Meeting to be Held to review the General Plan Report for Unsewered 

Communities Project for Jackson Township. 

Dayton OH – The Miami Valley is dotted with small communities with pockets of areas served by septic 

systems. In locations where these systems no longer provide adequate wastewater treatment, environmental 

and health agencies are concerned about the potential for pollution from these systems to harm the 

environment and human health. 

The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) realizes these communities face real challenges in 

planning solutions for future wastewater treatment. Therefore, MVRPC is spearheading the “Unsewered 

Communities Project” to examine and report on the options for these communities to improve wastewater 

systems and protect the environment. The General Plan report will identify actionable solutions and lay the 

groundwork for future projects. 

A public meeting will provide the residents and property owners in Jackson Township an opportunity to review 

the General Plan report.  

The meeting will be held as follows:  

Tuesday, June 16, 2015 

Mississinawa Valley Schools 

1469 Ohio 47 

Union City, Ohio 45390 

6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
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 “The "Unsewered Communities Project" will evaluate the specific problems and needs of each participating 

community to develop customized wastewater treatment options in the form of a General Plan,” said 

MVRPC’s Executive Director, Brian O. Martin, AICP.  

If you are unable to attend the meeting, the General Plan report will also be available for public review on 

MVRPC’s web site at www.mvrpc.org/environment/WaterQualityManagement/ on or before May 26, 2015. 

You can also review the list at the MVRPC offices, 10 N. Ludlow Street, Suite 700, Dayton, OH, 45402, during 

regular business hours (8:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday).  Written comments will be accepted 

through June 25, 2015 at the above address or via e‐mail to Matt Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning, 

at mlindsay@mvrpc.org.  

   

At all MVRPC public participation meetings, interpreters for hearing impaired individuals or bi‐lingual 

interpreters are available upon request. Requests should be made at least one week prior to the meeting date. 

Contact MVRPC at (937) 223‐6323 or 1‐800‐750‐0750 TTY/TDD to request an interpreter. 

 

Established in 1964, the Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission promotes collaboration among 

communities, stakeholders, and residents to advance regional priorities.  MVRPC is a forum and resource 

where the Board of Directors identifies priorities, develops public policy and collaborative strategies to 

improve quality of life throughout the Miami Valley Region.  MVRPC performs various regional planning 

activities, including air quality, water quality, transportation, land use, research and GIS.  As the designated 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), MVRPC is responsible for transportation planning in Greene, 

Miami and Montgomery Counties and parts of northern Warren County. MVRPC's area wide water quality 

planning designation encompasses five (5) counties: Darke, Preble plus the three MPO counties. 

 

For additional information, contact Matt Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning, at (937) 223‐6323 or 

via the e‐mail address listed above.   

### 

  



















  
                                                                                             
 
 
 
 
TO:    Interested Agencies & Organizations 

 
FROM:  Brian O. Martin, AICP, Executive Director 

 
DATE:    May 26, 2015 
 
RE:  Public Participation Meeting to be Held to review the General Plan Report for 

Unsewered Communities Project for Glenwood Area of Preble County, Ohio 

The Miami Valley is dotted with small communities with pockets of areas served by septic systems. In 

locations where these systems no longer provide adequate wastewater treatment, environmental and 

health agencies are concerned about the potential for pollution from these systems to harm the 

environment and human health. 

The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) realizes these communities face real 

challenges in planning solutions for future wastewater treatment. Therefore, MVRPC is spearheading 

the “Unsewered Communities Project” to examine and report on the options for these communities to 

improve wastewater systems and protect the environment. The General Plan report will identify 

actionable solutions and lay the groundwork for future projects. 

A public meeting will provide the residents and property owners in Jackson Township an opportunity 

to review the General Plan report.  

The meeting will be held as follows:  

Tuesday, June 16, 2015 

Mississinawa Valley Schools 

1469 Ohio 47 

Union City, Ohio 45390 

6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 



   

  2 

 “The "Unsewered Communities Project" will evaluate the specific problems and needs of each 

participating community to develop customized wastewater treatment options in the form of a 

General Plan,” said MVRPC’s Executive Director, Brian O. Martin, AICP.  

If you are unable to attend the meeting, the General Plan report will also be available for public review 

on MVRPC’s web site at www.mvrpc.org/environment/WaterQualityManagement/ on or before May 

26, 2015. You can also review the list at the MVRPC offices, 10 N. Ludlow Street, Suite 700, Dayton, OH, 

45402, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday).  Written 

comments will be accepted through June 25, 2015 at the above address or via e‐mail to Matt Lindsay, 

Manager of Environmental Planning, at mlindsay@mvrpc.org.  

   

At all MVRPC public participation meetings, interpreters for hearing impaired individuals or bi‐lingual 

interpreters are available upon request. Requests should be made at least one week prior to the 

meeting date. Contact MVRPC at (937) 223‐6323 or 1‐800‐750‐0750 TTY/TDD to request an 

interpreter. 

 

Established in 1964, the Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission promotes collaboration among 

communities, stakeholders, and residents to advance regional priorities.  MVRPC is a forum and 

resource where the Board of Directors identifies priorities, develops public policy and collaborative 

strategies to improve quality of life throughout the Miami Valley Region.  MVRPC performs various 

regional planning activities, including air quality, water quality, transportation, land use, research and 

GIS.  As the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), MVRPC is responsible for 

transportation planning in Greene, Miami and Montgomery Counties and parts of northern Warren 

County. MVRPC's area wide water quality planning designation encompasses five (5) counties: Darke, 

Preble plus the three MPO counties. 

 

For additional information, contact Matt Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning, at (937) 223‐

6323 or via the e‐mail address listed above.   
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May 26, 2015 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 

 
 

Our agency would like the libraries to make this letter available to citizens who may request it.  In 
addition, please post the enclosed poster in a highly visible area to help advertise the meeting. 
   
 
The Miami Valley is dotted with small communities with pockets of areas served by septic systems. In 

locations where these systems no longer provide adequate wastewater treatment, environmental and 

health agencies are concerned about the potential for pollution from these systems to harm the 

environment and human health. 

The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) realizes these communities face real 

challenges in planning solutions for future wastewater treatment. Therefore, MVRPC is spearheading 

the “Unsewered Communities Project” to examine and report on the options for these communities to 

improve wastewater systems and protect the environment. The General Plan report will identify 

actionable solutions and lay the groundwork for future projects. 

A public meeting will provide the residents and property owners in Jackson Township an opportunity 

to review the General Plan report.  

The meeting will be held as follows:  

Tuesday, June 16, 2015 

Mississinawa Valley Schools 

1469 Ohio 47 

Union City, Ohio 45390 

6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 



   

  2 

 “The "Unsewered Communities Project" will evaluate the specific problems and needs of each 

participating community to develop customized wastewater treatment options in the form of a 

General Plan,” said MVRPC’s Executive Director, Brian O. Martin, AICP.  

If you are unable to attend the meeting, the General Plan report will also be available for public review 

on MVRPC’s web site at www.mvrpc.org/environment/WaterQualityManagement/ on or before May 

26, 2015. You can also review the list at the MVRPC offices, 10 N. Ludlow Street, Suite 700, Dayton, OH, 

45402, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday).  Written 

comments will be accepted through June 25, 2015 at the above address or via e‐mail to Matt Lindsay, 

Manager of Environmental Planning, at mlindsay@mvrpc.org.  

   

At all MVRPC public participation meetings, interpreters for hearing impaired individuals or bi‐lingual 

interpreters are available upon request. Requests should be made at least one week prior to the 

meeting date. Contact MVRPC at (937) 223‐6323 or 1‐800‐750‐0750 TTY/TDD to request an 

interpreter. 

 

Established in 1964, the Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission promotes collaboration among 

communities, stakeholders, and residents to advance regional priorities.  MVRPC is a forum and 

resource where the Board of Directors identifies priorities, develops public policy and collaborative 

strategies to improve quality of life throughout the Miami Valley Region.  MVRPC performs various 

regional planning activities, including air quality, water quality, transportation, land use, research and 

GIS.  As the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), MVRPC is responsible for 

transportation planning in Greene, Miami and Montgomery Counties and parts of northern Warren 

County. MVRPC's area wide water quality planning designation encompasses five (5) counties: Darke, 

Preble plus the three MPO counties. 

 

For additional information, contact Matt Lindsay, Manager of Environmental Planning, at (937) 223‐

6323 or via the e‐mail address listed above.   
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Summary: 

This environmental overview was conducted as part of the Miami Valley Regional 
Planning Commission’s Unsewered Communities Project, which examines options 
for communities where on‐site treatment is failing to protect human health and 
the environment. This overview provides a high level examination of the 
environmental conditions present within the project study area of each of the 
identified participating communities.  
 
The study area for the participating community of Jackson Township is divided 
into six separate areas, each with their own unique set of cultural and ecological 
resources.  These six areas are identified on the environmental mapping. 
 

Air Quality: 

Darke County, Ohio is in attainment for all National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards.  No air quality concerns are anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project.  
 

Noise Impacts: 

Temporary noise impacts may occur during construction, however, no permanent 
noise impacts are anticipated as a result of the proposed project.  
 
Hazardous Materials: 

An environmental site assessment was not conducted as part of this study.  
 

Cultural Resources: 

Study area number three is the only area within which cultural resources were 
identified.  Two archaeological sites are located along the southwestern 
perimeter of study area number three and a single property determined to be 
eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places is located at the 
northernmost point of the study area (see attached map).  The Ohio State 
Historical Preservation Office should be consulted prior to conducting any 
excavating or digging within any of these areas.   
 
Three additional archaeological sites, four cemeteries, and a single property 
included in the National Register of Historic Places are all identified on the 
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environmental mapping.  It is unlikely that any of these structures would be 
impacted by the proposed project, however, if it is determined that these sites or 
structures may be impacted, coordination with the Ohio State Historical 
Preservation Office should be conducted prior to any impacts occurring.  
 

Ecological Resources: 

Study areas number two, three, five, and six all have ecological resources within 
them (see attached map).  Study area two has a single pond in the western 
central portion of the area. Study area three has six wetlands along the 
northwestern and northeastern perimeters of the study area along with three 
ponds all located in the northern portion of the study area. Study areas five and 
six both have a single wetland located along the western perimeter of each of the 
study areas.  
 
The discharge of any dredged or fill material below the ordinary high water mark 
in lakes and ponds, or below the upland wetland boundary in wetlands may 
require a waterway permit through the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) and/or the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA).  Coordination 
should be conducted with these two resource agencies prior to conducting any 
work below the ordinary high water mark or below the wetland upland boundary.  
 
The project study area is within the Greater Miami Buried Aquifer.   Projects 
located within a Sole Source Aquifer should conduct coordination with the Ohio 
EPA to assist the Ohio EPA in understanding local hydrogeologic conditions and 
specific project design concerns.  This coordination will also help to ensure that 
Sole Source Aquifer protection measures support or enhance existing 
groundwater protection efforts rather than duplicate them. 
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