BALTIMORE PHILLIPSBURG

S5

NUMBER 9

|J

FREDERICK

Il

RTHW!

)

DRAIN

— 4. SEWER FACILITIES
B AND
AGE BASINS

tC W u N T ¥

1
i
j “ % / 6— ------------ e R — S —
0 i » ! / w—
—— \ E | NAT/ ;
el — \-_ 'y . ——
9] T - ﬂ T | — %
D (o]
<L Q i
§ ) Lo/ \ _%, 7
— & = —a p—— ==
TNpuEM T = F — = 5 T ILE - 7 T
- = J
1 K
N8 L& N-15 -
e Stillwater N-18
g | |
} | \ North Miami
N-16 u |
\\ HAMB SBURG J
3 N-4 N-11
) & N NS \ 1 N-10
Wolfcreek — E
. el
(i ~ P ) | i
]J ™ T [
S 6 VI ( / — g
f‘w Jﬁ l .II=
g ' :|Northridge|‘ 7/ P
I‘r ; q N-13 | | ) i
\/—E________ 5 j cl L{_:T :u Gs — %D - .; é
= 2 = ) | = i
é @ BrumbaughL Broad Acres - ] e
N\ |
/ 3 — jﬂ — S N7 : 1 - __J — Mad River ;
L \ L\ — B = S N-17 el b 2 !
)i — gt T '=
t = | = N-12 :
; w sl [0 7
z OLF CREEK 1 I BENTHALER _ §,1 A1 — 7 7 N i
& N-1 N N-9 P
(S | preEE e
5 EQ3 l‘ EQ2 = - >
?‘) . - - H 3 o '“H-../
Thimble Creek |J| | I—l \J_éé‘bzl—_— B
8 ] airview ; 3
N\ U CEh=e= 1 i g
' ¥ T B & W & )
A e %) m N = /
: ﬂ A= J Sy — A ot
\ 5 ST E ’% Mt Auburn[ﬁ o= i
LITTLE RICHMOND | L LITTLE RICHMOND A‘a—f_ — AFt. McKinley :F(\\/_', : /] 7 R F - : .'
L =l < : JF = y y, EQL ;
— 0| i _ . Z H
E[_ —l_!—:—t 1 2 = % AIRWAY 1
[ |
. 17 ] e ?
| — \ Z Il NS ARR R v e
\ i . — - ]I— . ] l | % il \ ] :_'_ o i = —
J (| L OAQDUE (ngﬂ'}' TN z Greene to
3 | oA TN . .
_r_:- T = ; I = n Riverside Dayton
] - ¥ I il AN R
f :  — | 1 {1 - s = T SR TS oy | |
I N [ = A 1 iy T . J
VAN = N il EATON | . S| [ - s ¥
SR I S _| | J 1 g CALL MCCAL i . |
(AN d_Fﬂ E _i' = B
E N - 5 X ._z% | ..:\‘\-H\“‘“-
e %‘.J |- —— S _ b - L:; ST A,r, - Eastmont S14 == s19
z L |- - e %:: _ _// ;i; - = _:(;-J | B .
= | i i 2 il o) % .
E. . g o
7 N Vo
+ N 7|z s )
\J | |Opossum Creekl S N S92 . Oakwood
—\—_/ L\BERT\{ J _ / / >
T 4 S-24
- ° __I—l_D J g = i
C= j ¥ s
5 Carrmonte
ﬂ :Ll A@ G S-3| #% 7]
o  —
B ~ S, Beavercreek
i x__ — @ 9 f —
% A - S = —, |'f|' S-4 ll'
H : I .
j £ ‘ [ ] = f«/;
2] 1 I| & i =
i —] \_\ —- I Greater Greenel_”
< [ i g 5 Little Miami
; } i g, Moraine NP Y
\@ e -jﬁhx 4 E ‘% r_l; i
/\ i-\_ ‘Lf — S-I..5 5 , i
Y \ T J e WR-T ] ] f
[ = s-22
N o3 r
> L
. =
L{ ‘] ACT T S .._....../ T DAYID
- S6 4 ' -
Ll ~ 2 Sugarcreek
FARMER
|
Miami Shores ] | ix_
-HV) I|Il||f l! - RAHN l
i 4
< 5 "
WHIPP ' - J
™ b i d |m # /T
I o 'llll A - ~ e ::%
} I', | S-7 I — Aom== e
| sl - e %) <
L_ o ’ "I'll'l S8 95 :____ o A e e
g i — ' - i :
UPPER MIAMISEORG ! =S ’ A 8
Mi || o
| WL o -
i e Holes Creek » s 5
e P 85(( s
= i ) ]
- — g
— m — f E=rrae
z H l f ! = = ' . Ly CENTERVILY
I . o ,I AN
2 4T N 2 | U
Legend T (> -
\u ﬂx PRING /0, i o -~
. . - ! s
—— 10"-20" Gravity Main 55/ & = ,Lf : . \Y
L P iR :
— . . " fl f |
— 21"-42" Gravity Main il /o i ' s
! ¢ 1 /
: : : i
PRE——— 48"'84" GraV|ty Maln - . i | E Sugarcreek -
Clearcreek
—— Non Gravity Sewer Main — / !
_____ DR S-26| 9 7 ! :
& A = s-21
= — 7 | [ Vi : == W e
v '
RNz G ~— e
@ pump Stations o [ EQBASINS [
Capacity Capacity
FACILITY NO. PUMP STATION NAME LOCATION (gpm) FACILITY NO. PUMP STATION NAME LOCATION (gpm) FACILITY NO. PUMP STATION NAME LOCATION Capacity
N-1 AMANDA 3232 Amanda Dr 150
S-1 DOGPATCH 2905 Gladstone St 500 EQ-1 RIVERSIDE 52 Woodman Dr 0.7 MG
N-3 RT 48 & SAVINA 911 N. Main St. 350
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N-5 DOGLEG 6345 Dogleg Rd 825
S-4 SOUTHTOWN Southtown Blvd & Dixie 600
N-6  STOP EIGHT 2201 Stop Eight Rd 75 PLANTS
S-5 MIAMI SHORES Sellars & Reichart Rd 700
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N-8 MALINA 3000 Malina Ave 50
S-7 HABITAT (NORTH) Habitat North & Springboro Pk 750 Q WR-2 WESTERN REGIONAL 4111 Hydraulic Rd 20 MGD
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N-16 CRICKET WOODS East of Trailview Dr 130
S-25 QUAIL CREEK Medlar Rd at Pipestone GC 170
N-17 NOTTINGHAM Nottingham at E. Riverside 120
S-26 BLACK BIRD LN Crains Run Rd 375
N-18 MEEKER CREEK Waterview Dr 80
N-19 CRESTWAY 6951 Crestway Dr 440




Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission
208 Areawide Water Quality
Management Plan Survey

Date: _ October 27, 2010

NPDES Permit Number: 1PD00020*ID

Facility Name: Tri-Cities North Regional Wastewater Authority

Owner: Tri-Cities North Regional Wastewater Authority, David J. Heckler General Manager

Operator / Manager: Veolia Water North America, Joseph L. Hart, Plant Manager

When was the treatment facility built? 1985

Have there been any upgrades or expansions? If yes, please explain. When completed?

Upgrades have been made at the WWTP and in the interceptor sewer system. These include tower
media replacement in 2000 at the plant, new 16 MGD pump station in 2004, parallel force main in 2007
and currently all pumps, controls and onsite generators are be replaced with new high efficiency units

at the plant.

If there are any proposed expansions, when will they be built and at what estimated cost?

What jurisdictions does the facility serve? _ Huber Heights, Vandalia, Tipp City and portion of southern
Miami County

Please provide a list of service agreements associated with this facility.

Tipp City has an agreement with Miami County and Vandalia has an agreement with the city of Dayton
for service to the Dayton airport.

Is there a current map of the Facility Planning Area boundary or a 201 Plan? If so, please provide.
Yes, MVRPC has this on file

Is there a map of the currently served areas within the Facility Planning Area boundary? If so, please

provide. _No, but one can be provided. It will take some time to prepare but the cities can map this |

believe.

TCA North Regional MVRPC 2010 Survey 12/8/2010



Are there unsewered areas within the Service Area that have onsite treatment systems? If so, please
provide location information.

Yes, there are. Exact locations need to be determined to provide locations.

Are there currently any revisions to the 201 Plan underway? If so, please explain. Yes, all 3 cities are
working together to update TCA’s FPA boundary map and submit it as part of the 208 update which is
underway.

What treatment process is used at the facility? Primary, Intermediate and Final settling, with
Random media filters, nitrification towers, disinfection, Anaerobic digestion

What is the current average daily flow the facility treats? 8,370,000 gallons per day

What is the design average daily flow for the facility? 11,200,000

What is the maximum Ohio EPA allowable (peak) flow the facility can treat? 30,000,000
Do wet weather flow bypass or storage facilities exist? If yes, please explain and give their locations.

No

Are you aware of any sanitary sewer overflows (SSOs) or chronic water-in-basement locations in the
collection system? If yes, where are they located?

Yes, SSO'’s occasionally occur during extreme wet weather events at 4 locations on TCA'’s interceptor
sewer, 1 location in Tipp City at their main street pump station, 1 location in Vandalia (influenced by
excessive flows coming for the Dayton Airport) at Marview Ave, and 1 location in Huber Heights at the
Chambersburg/Old Troy Pike pump station. Current efforts and projects are underway to significantly
reduce and hopefully eliminate 5 of these. These include the one in Tipp City, one in Huber Heights,
one in Vandalia (via 1&I reduction on Dayton Airport property) and 2 on TCA'’s interceptor sewer.

Is the facility under any NOVs, findings or orders from the Ohio EPA? Ammonia Violations

List the five (5) largest customers to the plant, in terms of flow or load.

1. City of Huber Heights
2. City of Tipp City

3. City of Vandalia

4.

5.

Does a certified treatment plant operator operate your facility? Yes

Does your treatment facility accept septage? No

TCA North Regional MVRPC 2010 Survey 12/8/2010



Siate of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

STREET ADDRESS: MAILING ADDRESS:
Lazarus Government Center TELE: {614} 844-3020 FAX: (514} 644-3184 PO BOX 1049
50 W. Town St., Suite 700 wwwapa slate.ah.us Columbus, OH 43216-1049

Cotumbus, Ohio 43215

August 27, 2010

DRAFT FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
TO ALL INTERESTED CITIZENS, ORGANIZATIONS,
AND GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

VILLAGE OF YORKSHIRE
SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
WPCLF # C5391021-0002

The purpose of this notice is to seek public input and comments on the Ohio EPA's
preliminary decision that a Supplemental Environmental Study is not required to
implement the recommendations discussed in the attached Environmental Assessment
of a wastewater facilities plan submitted by the Village of Yorkshire mentioned above.

How were environmental issues The Water Pollution Control Loan Fund

considered? . program requires the inclusion of
environmental factors in the decision-
making process. Ohio EPA has done this
by incorporating a detailed analysis of the
environmental effects of the proposed
alternatives in its review and approval
process. Environmental information was
developed as part of the facilities plan, as
well as through the facilities plan review
process and during site inspections. The
Agency's preliminary Environmental
Assessment found that the project does
not require the preparation of a
Supplemental Environmental Study.

Why is a Supplemental Environmental Our environmental review concluded that

Study not required? significant environmental impacts will not
result from the action. Any adverse
impacts have either been eliminated by
changes in the facilities plan or have been
reduced by the implementation of the
mitigative measures discussed in the
attached assessment.

Ted Strickland, Governoer
Lee Fisher, Lisutenant Governor
Chris Korleski, Director

@ printed on Recyoled Paper Ohio EPA s an Equal Opportunily Employer



How do | get more information?

How do | submit comments?

What happens

next?

A map depicting the location of the
project is included as part of the
Environmental Assessment. The
Environmental Assessment presents
additional information on the project,
alternatives that were considered,
impacts of the action, and basis for our
decision. Further information can be
obtained by calling or writing the contact
person named at the end of the
Environmental Assessment.

Any comments supporting or disagreeing
with this preliminary decision should be
submitted to me at the letterhead
address. We will not take any action on
this facilities plan for 30 calendar days
from the date of this notice in order to
receive and consider any comments.

In the absence of substantive comments
during this period, our preliminary
decision will become final. The Village of
Yorkshire will then be eligible to receive
loan assistance from this agency.

Please bring any information that you feel should be considered to our attention. We
appreciate your interest in the environmental review process.

Gregory M-
Division of Env

GHSitg

Attachment

mitth, Chief
ironmental & Financial Assistance



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

A. Proiect Identification

Name: Village of Yorkshire Sanitary Sewer System
Address: 38 East Main Street

P.O. Box 572

Yorkshire, OH 45388
Loan No.: (C€S5391021-0002

B. Proposed Project

1. Summary

The Village of Yorkshire, located in Darke County, has applied for funding assistance in the
amount of $730,000 from the Ohio EPA’s Water Pollution Control Loan Fund (WPCLF) to
finance needed wastewater treatment improvements. This funding will enable the Village of
Yorkshire to instail a sanitary sewer system and participate in the joint construction of a
regional wastewater treatment lagoon, which will alleviate problems associated with failing on-
lot treatment systems. The fagoon construction is also being funded by grants and loans
obtained by the Villages of Osgood and North Star. Yorkshire qualifies for a 20-year, 0%
hardship interest for the WPCLF loan portion of the proposed project. The entire project is
expected to cost around $1,400,000. Muiltiple funding sources are being secured to implement
this project.

Yorkshire, like North Star and Osgood, is currently unsewered, but the villages intend to install
centrai sewer systems, and are working together for the construction of a lagoon type
wastewater treatment plant. This treatment plant would receive the wastewater from all three
villages, along with serving some of the surrounding areas located outside of the villages’
limits. These projects are being conducted at the request of the villages, and are supported by
Ohio EPA and the Darke County Health Department. In Yorkshire’s case, the proposed
project is needed to abate a long standing environmental hazard, where inadequately- treated
wastewater is believed to be entering village’s storm water systems and eventually discharging
into an unnamed tributary in the upper Loramine Creek watershed.

2. Existing Conditions

Currently, the village of Yorkshire, ocated in narthern Darke County, has no central sewer
service. Approximately 115 residents and businesses (40 properties) in Yorkshire utilize on-
site (septic systems) wastewater treatment that is regulated by the Darke County Health
Department. Due to the age of most of the properties, most of the sewage systems were
constructed prior to many of the modern rules for wastewater disposal that exist today, and
most of the systems do not meet current heaith department requirements. Replacing the
antiquated systems with new ones in most cases is not an option, as most of the village lot



sizes are not large enough to allow for a moderm on-site wastewater disposal system to be

installed.

3. Discussion of Feasible Alternatives

The purpose of this project is to replace existing individual, on-site sanitary disposal systems
(i.e., septic tanks and leach fields) with a centralized collection and treatment system. A
number of alternatives were considered to solve the area’s wastewater problems, as briefly
discussed below.

Taking no action is not a feasible alternative, due to the potential human heaith threat that is
created when inadequately- treated human waste is released into the environment. Replacing
the antiquated systems in most cases is not an option, as most of the village lot sizes are not
farge enough to allow for a modern on-site wastewater disposal system to be installed.

Several alternatives were examined for both treatment and collection systems. These are
described below. '

Alternatives considered for the collection system include:

Option 1:

Option 2:

Option 3:

Option 4:

Gravity Sewers: This alternative involves installation of typical gravity-flow
sewers at varying depths. It was selected because of the ease of
constructability, low maintenance, and the overall cost- effectiveness.

Low Pressure Sewers. This alternative involves small diameter sewers installed
at shallow depths, with wastewater being pushed through the collection system
by individual grinder pumps. It would be difficult to implement due to the issue of
grinder pump installation on individual properties and, hence, pump ownership,
and long-term responsibility for operation and maintenance of the grinder pump
units needed in this system.

Minimum Grade Effluent Sewers: This alternative involves using smail diameter
gravity flow sewers to transport the leachate (liquid portion) of the sewage in the
septic tanks for treatment, while maintaining the septic tanks for solids collection.
Problems with this alternative include the need to replace old septic tanks with
new ones, along with maintaining an appropriate schedule for pumping out the
tanks. Thus, this alternative would be more cost-effective in an area where the
water table is high, the soil is rocky, or where the terrain is rolling.

Septic Tank Effluent Pump Sewers: This alternative is similar to Option #3,
except that small pumps and pressure sewers would be used to help transport
the septic tank leachate for treatment rather than relying on gravity flow sewers.
Like Option #3, it would be difficult to implement this alternative due to the need
for replacing the old septic tanks and maintaining a long-term sludge pumping
schedule.



Alternatives considered for the wastewater treatment system include:

Option 1:

Option 2:

Option 3:

Option 4:

Option 5:

Controlled Discharge Facultative Lagoon: This alternative would involve
installation of a large, non-aerated lagoon for providing only basic levels of
sewage treatment, so effluent discharge would be restricted to infrequent periods
of high stream flow. Thus, this alternative would not provide the required degree
of treatment for meeting water quality goals.

Aerated Lagoon: This alternative would involve installation of a smailer,
mechanically-aerated lagoon that has wide application in this type of setting. It
was selected due to the relatively low cost and flexibility for use within a regional
system. : '

Oxidation Ditch: This alternative would involve construction of a fairly common
type of mechanical aeration wastewater treatment system. However, it would
only serve the Village of Yorkshire and would require additional land purchase
and extensive operation and maintenance, so it would not be a cost- effective
option -over the life of the system.

Sequencing Batch Reactor Plant: This alternative would involve construction of a
specialized type of wastewater treatment plant for processing variable “slugs” of
sewage flows. It would need to be preceded by primary treatment, due to the
age of most residences and the unknown condition and size of most of the
existing septic tanks. Since the useful life of this type of wastewater treatment
system is unknown, and replacement of the system poses significant problems,
this is not a viable option.

Transport to the Village of Chickasaw: This aliernative would involve
regionalization with another community in the area, through installation of a
sewer line connection from Yorkshire to Chickasaw. It was not selected due to
the relatively high cost of construction for the regional sewer line connection.

4, Selected Alternative

The Village of Yorkshire is currently unsewered, but, with the villages of Osgood and North
Star, is working together for the construction of a lagoon type wastewater treatment plant,
which will serve all three communities. This treatment plant would receive the wastewater
from the three villages, along with some of the surrounding area located outside of the villages’
limits. This project is being conducted at the request of the villages and is supported by Ohio
EPA and the county health department, to abate a long- standing environmental hazard, where
inadequately treated wastewater is believed to be entering village storm water systems and
eventually discharging to area surface waters that flow to Mile Creek.

Yorkshire has determined that it is economically feasible to build a wastewater treatment plant
in conjunction with the villages of North Star and Osgood. In addition, each village will



construct its own collection system. This will result in the coliection, treatment and discharge
of wastewater in an environmentally- sound manner.

The proposed sewer system for the Village of Yorkshire will include approximately 4,200 linear
feet of 12-inch diameter sanitary sewer and 5,400 linear feet of 8-inch diameter sanitary sewer,
with 4" or 6” diameter laterals.

The WWTP, which is currently under construction, will consist of three lagoon type ponds, an
inlet structure, two transfer structures, a discharge structure and other miscellaneous items.

The design phase of this project has been completed and the village is currently working on
securing the funding for the project. Construction will proceed shortly after funding at an
estimated cost of $1.05 million.

5. Implementation of the Selected Alternative

The village expects to obtain a September loan award, with construction beginning in mid
October. The construction will take approximately 210 days to complete.

The funding for this entire project is coming from several sources, including approximately
$730,000 from the Ohio Water Poliution Control Fund (Ohio EPA) at a 0% hardship interest
loan rate for a 20- year term, $200,000 from Ohio Public Works Commission (OPWC) and
$470,000 from the Community Development Block Grant Water and Sewer Fund (CDBG).
The total project cost for all of the improvements is currently estimated to be at $1,400,000,
which includes planning and engineering costs.

C. Environmental Impacts of the Selected Alternative

While the proposed construction activities will result in some direct, short-term negative
impacts to the environment, no significant short or long-term adverse impacts are expected.

Certain environmental features will not be significantly affected by the project for the following
reasons:

- No significant or permanent loss of aesthetic gquality or recreational use within the
planning area is anticipated, as the project is for centralized sewers that will be located
underground and for a WWTP that will be located in a former farm field;

- No wetlands are identified in the project areas; therefore, no impacts to wetlands will
occur. All construction will be in existing rights-of-way and easements.

- The project site is not in a floodplain; therefore, no impacts to floodplains will occur.

- There are no national or state parks, wild or scenic rivers, or national monuments within
the project area.




- The project will require consumption of energy for equipment used in the construction.
Overall, the project is not expected to have a significant impact on energy consumption.

- There will be no long-term stationary sources of air pollution created by the project,
while construction and operation of the project will not generate sufficient amounts of
poliutants to place the county out of attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. Dust control methods (water or calcium chioride) will be utilized as
necessary during project construction.

- Construction of the lagoon will involve excavation that will not change the overall
topography of the area, and the collection system will be under ground. Once
construction is complete, disturbed areas will be restored to their pre-construction
condition so there will be no significant impact to major landforms.

Features that could be affected by this project are described below. All adverse impacts are
expected to be minor and will be minimized by using the mitigative measures outlined below.
Due to the planning and design of the project, these impacts are not expected to be significant
for the reasons given.

1. Archaeological and Historical Resources

The Ohio Historic Preservation Office reviewed the project and determined that the project
location has no historic sites and is unlikely to have any significant archaeological remains.
However, if during the course of construction evidence of deposits of historical or
archaeological interest are found, operations affecting the find will cease and both Ohio EPA
and the State Historic Preservation Officer will be notified. Work will not resume until a survey
of the find and a determination of value has been made, and Ohio EPA authorizes work to
continue.

2. Noise, Traffic, and Energy

Although construction will temporarily increase noise levels, this will cease once construction is
complete, so there will be no significant long-term adverse impacts. To reduce the short-term
impacts, construction activity will be limited to daytime hours, and equipment will be provided
with muffiers, as appropriate.

There will be an increase of construction-related traffic as the project is implemented.
Emergency vehicle access wili be maintained at all times. Barricades, warning signs, danger
signals, or flag persons will be used to direct traffic flow, if needed.

There may be a short-term increase in energy demand (fuel, electric power, etc.) associated
with the construction of the WWTP. The sewer system within Yorkshire will be entirely gravity
sewer which will not require energy expenditure until the wastewater is pumped from Osgood
to the new WWTP. There will be an increase in the on-going energy expenditures to operate
the Osgood pumping station and the new WWTP, This on-going expenditure is typical for



such wastewater facilities, and the increase in demand wiii not significantly impact local energy
resources.

3. Surface Water, and Terrestrial and Aquatic Habitats

Currently, there is a threat to human heaith due to untreated sanitary sewage being discharged
into the area’s surface waters, with the wastewater believed to be entering village storm water
systems and eventually discharging into Mile Creek. Mile Creek contains a warmwater habitat
biological assemblage, and is located in the Loramie Creek Watershed. The water quality of
this warmwater habitat river and the drainage ways in and around the village will be improved
when the new sanitary collection system and treatment lagoon is completed. Likewise, the
human health threat from exposure to untreated wastewater wilt be eliminated.

Construction runcff (i.e. sedimentation/siltation) associated with project implementation can
adversely impact aquatic habitats and organisms. Thus, proper implementation and
adherence to the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWP3) will be critical to ensuring that
the proposed project does not contribute sediment to the river. Provisions of the SWP3 should
be incorporated into the plans and specifications for the proposed construction.

For example, any site preparation that will involve earth moving, (such as clearing and
grubbing) will not begin more than two weeks in advance of the start of general project
excavation. The purpose of this restriction is to prevent the existence of large areas of
exposed soils for an extended period of time when construction is not proceeding. Stockpiled
topsoil and fill material will be protected with erosion control barriers or temporary seeding. No
fill, topsoil, or heavy equipment shall be stored within 200 feet of a stream bank or within the
drip-line of a treed area. If, due to weather, final grading cannot be accomplished immediately,
mulching and temporary seeding, if feasible, or some type of temporary erosion control
measures, must be used within 30 days until long-term restoration can occur. Excess soil that
is stockpiled must be either removed or re-graded within 15 days of the completion of
construction.

The Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves (ODNR-
DNAP) was contacted for information regarding rare, threatened, or endangered species of
piants and animals in the area, The proposed project is within the range of the federally-
endangered Indiana bat (Myolis sodalis), which is highly-dependent upon trees, including dead
and dying trees with exfoliating bark, crevices, or cavities in upland areas or riparian corridors,
and living trees with exfoliating bark, cavities, or hollow areas formed from broken branches or
tops. If suitable trees occur within the project area, these trees should be preserved. If
suitabie habitat occurs on the project area and trees must be cut, this must occur between
September 30 and April 1. No further records of rare or endangered species occur within one
half mile of the proposed project.

4, Ground Water

Household wastewater treatment systems are a potential source of ground water
contamination if not maintained properly. Thus, removal of the failing systems will help protect



the ground water resources in the area for those individuals that receive their drinking water
from private wells. Consequently, the project construction is not expected to have a long-term,
direct, significant adverse impact on ground water resources. If dewatering is necessary,
water coming from the construction site will either be filtered or directed to a settling basin prior
to discharge surface waters to avoid impacting the aquatic environment.

5. Local Economy

The Village of Yorkshire has determined that it is economically feasible to build a wastewater
treatment plant in conjunction with the villages of North Star and Osgood. Each village is
constructing its own collection system. This will result in the collection, treatment and
discharge of wastewater in an environmentally- sound manner.

According to the 2000 Census, Yorkshire has a population of 110 and a medium household
income (MHI) of $38,750. As described previously, the area is currently unsewered and there
is no public water system. The project will not involve any individual assessments, but after
the project construction is completed, a monthly sewer bill will be initiated. The typical
monthly sewer bill is estimated to be $42 per month (or $504 per year), based upon 400
gallons per day of water usage, which represents less than 1.3% of the median household
income. This rate for sanitary sewer charges is similar to that of the nearby villages of
Burkettsville ($540/year) and New Weston ($612).

Once the loan is awarded, residents will need to abandon their septic tanks and construct
lateral connections to tap into the new sanitary sewer collection system. The typical cost for
these tasks is $1,300, depending upon the length of lateral needed. Options are being
explored to identify programs that may be available to provide assistance with these costs to
low- income residents. '

Based on the above information, the project should have no disproportionately high adverse
human health or environmental effects to any segment of the community. In fact, the project
will have a beneficial human health impact on the entire community by correcting current water
quality problems and addressing their NPDES compliance schedule.

6. Secondary Growth

This action is intended to resolve an existing wastewater treatment problem in the villages of
Osgood, North Star and Yorkshire. It has also been designed to accommodate modest growth
and development in the general area, but not to encourage growth. Thus, adverse impacts to
environmental resources are not expected due to secondary (indirect) development impacts
assocciated with future growth.

D. Public Participation

The Village of Yorkshire had submitted an application to the Ohio Department of
Development's CDBG Water and Sewer Fund in June, 2009, and then re-submitted on
September 4, 2009. As part of the CDBG grant requirements, two public hearings were held
on May 5, 2009 and June 2, 2009.



The envircnmental review was completed for the CDBG program on January 25, 2010, and the
record was held open for public review at the Darke County Commissioners office in
Greenville, OH. Darke County also made facility ptanning information available for public
review and comment by advertising in the Greenville Daily Advocate Greenville Daily
Advocate, an area newspaper of general circulation.

This environmental review. provides yet another opportunity for public notification and
comment. Although some citizens may be concerned about the potential costs associated with
having a centralized sewer system, the project is being kept as affordable as possible for
residents by maximizing grant funds and low-interest loans.

The following agencies have reviewed the proposed wastewater improvemen't proiect:
« Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

¢ Ohio Department of Natural Resources

e Ohio Historic Preservation Office

No objections to the project have been received from the above agencies.

E. Reasons for Concluding That There Will Be No Significant Adverse Impacts from
the Proposed Project

Based on Ohio EPA’s review of the information contained in the facilities plan and all
associated documents, we have concluded that there will be no significant adverse impacts
from the proposed project relative to the environmental features discussed previousiy.
Through the use of the mitigative measures outlined in this document and in the specifications
and detailed pians, the impacts from construction activities should generally be short-term and
insignificant. :

Thus, it is the finding of this Environmental Assessment that the proposed activities do not
constitute an action having an individually or cumulatively significant effect on the human
environment and therefore does not reguire the preparation of an environmental impact
statement. |

Environmental benefits that will be gained by the construction of the wastewater improvements
include elimination of a human health threat and a source of water guality impairment by
removal of untreated wastewater from failing on-lot systems. Improved water guality should
result from project implementation due to the elimination of untreated or poorly- treated
sewage discharges to area surface waters.



F. Questions or Commerits

For further information, please contact:

Theresa Gordon

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Division of Environmental and Financial Assistance
P.O. Box 1048

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049

Phone: (614) 644-3664

Fax: (614) 644-3687

e-mail: theresa.gordon@epa.state.oh.us
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