sept. 11, 1980
fown Hall

The regular montnly wuw:sting ol the Srernvills o

Board wag opensd by ir.cident Jack Zavisleov, all bo LI
Lo members were prosauv, in additioca to Sary Gatrost

L Janics Glbson, \Also in abbondonce viers Cob FLooou,

f Max Ilagon, Dav. sb-r:nzz2, Dan Cristiwmi, fugh Dudone

and Mr. and lirs, Gigwvein,

Minutes of the pr:.vious noctlng wer: roald and zpproved.
Financial stetoments were proconted to tihs bourd,

The follovidn, approv.l: wirs el by € hooards

Charge off of accounts (aticehzl), aotlon b e 477w
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User Zontbracl -ad oy couni,obion by Jr. woumale
geconded by Lir. Lidilicr,

Lk Purchuse of Chain 82w, 1. opodrs 5 euiilin, s ool oi
L made by r. i1l

- Part tine ofdiesr W i, v oy 0w g Lam
S 8130 et to 4230 Fuoo oob sl i Gy L ouas SoSLulnebory
L at end of six monthe thion was: incer.ins vl W30 our hour,

i iotion made by.r. spears sscondsa b v, L ilT1ar,

Adjustments on Jaler Bills whona lealk occurs, tlez

customer will pay the average of his last thrze montns bil
f plus our cost on the Loegss anount,-—alfler 1t is verified

ag a l=zak by tho weter Superint: ndunu. ~otion by Ilr.

‘Spears seconded by L. hiller, -
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If Dan Crigtiani do:v thz work th .“y' Ubiidny il
pay Lir, Cristiani and than i, G:Shulﬂ Hlll LAy UR
for iir. Cristiani's work plus 1350.00 for et:r,

llr. Geewein will tuke thu loast cstimato,.

Un ti®. Geswalin,ne will poy . r, Bick:l fo“ .Eaf ‘A‘Ht
Yo

: : Paymeént ol tua foliowi,:
! . Bob lsgriy. Asnoc. 1G5T7.20
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Full $iw: Paid ddaveh 00 e hirsad o ¢ on e Poruible,
bacauge of tho many b fits availebl o Lo wn. Ihon.



Greenville Town Board
P.O. BOX 188
GREENVILLE, INDIANA 47124
812-923-5649

Town, Attdrney lax Janos dvised 2 meoting to be schoduled
wivth Environmental Consultants =i Jave 3nyd:r Suckhos
because  of easenznt onroblaac nd sgome construchion
problems, The meating io cehizdul d For [ pioubor 17,1770,

Ho other busincszss brou:hit bofowr: tli. LAl ind
Sprigler wotionsd for o djourmasnt = .,
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Grace “arbin
: Clerk -Pr.asur v
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Adddress Reply to:

STATE BOARD OF HEALTH
Indana State Board of Foalth

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER T 1330 West Michigan Street
Oy Hox 1964
[sdianapolis, IN 46206

September 10, 1980

Mr. Carl E. Barnett
Midwestern Engineers, Inc.
P.0, Box 295

Leogootee, IN 47553

Dear Mr. Barnett:

Re: Facilities Plan
£180571 01, Greenville

The subject document was submitted to this office in March, 1979.
Subsequently, there was an understanding that the Georgetown project was to
include evatuation of a Greenville regionalization alteruative. The Georgetuown
Facility Plan has been received and does uot include this cost-effective
analysis. However, the Georgetown consultant and this office concur that
. such a project is not practical,

The Greenville Facility Plan is being relurned to you on the
basis of the attached comments; two copies are enclused. Although a number
of comments are offered, the primary reasons for returning the Facility
Plan are to conduct analysis of PRM 78-9, provide proof of pollution,
reduce monthiy billing and provide an entity styucture for implementing
proposals outside the corporate limits. Several guidelines are enclesed
for your censideration.

If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, please
contact Mr. Jack E. Hoskins at AC 317/633-0784.

Very truly yours,

Kenneth &. Lce
Senior Construclion Grants HMainager
Division of Water Pollulion Control

JEH/ds
Attachment and Enclosures
cc: Town of Greenville
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Attachment
Comments on Greenville Facility Plan

Refer to pages 11 and 12, the NPDES Permit may have been interpreted
to mandate the constuction of a centralized treatment plant and sewer
system. However, small towns may find this too expensive. Based on
page 68, the monthly charges will be over $25/month (at 40600 gal/mo).
The intent of the permit is to control pollution regardless of the
chosen alternative for doing so. PRM 78-9 must be addressed in more
detail and more extensive proof of pollution provided. Refer to
enclosed EPA Guidance of June 12, 1980. This could lead to a less
costly solution.

Since your original Step 1 Plan of Study did not include the
entire PRM 78-9 scope, an amendemni could be considered to cover
additional costs. PRM 78-9 puidelines are enclosed.

Assuming the need for the project is shown, the major cost of the

pProject as proposed is for the collection system. PRM 78-9 alternatives
other than a gravity system should be considered. Pressure and vacuum
systems should be evaluated as well as individual and clustered systems.
Systems operating satisfactorily after years of use need not be connected
with new facilities proposed as part of an "alternative" project.

A problem of project implementation is created by the installation of
systems outside corporate limits., Either incorporation or an RSD
could be considered. Provide implementation narrative. State law
permits extension of sewers outside corporate limits, however, there
must be an entity to provide bonding during construction and assure
connection, bill collection, etc,

Refer to the Federal Regulation - Appendix A where towns of 5000 or

less are suggested (only suggested rather than mandated since Step 1
prior to September 31, 1978}, to design for water usage as 65-70

gallons per capita per day. This could reduce the treatment system

size and costs. Please note using 79 gpcd, 3.4 persons per household,

a 30-day month, and the reported $6.28/1000 gallous, an average monthly
bill would be $544.84. Please reevaluate the 4000 gallon/month/household
reported average.

The cost-effective analysis did not include an alternative for Galena
having its own waste treatment system. Please evaluate this alternative
or provide narrative keeping in mind the need for a Greenville/Galena
Agreement.

Please note the following comments from our Planning Section:

A. The 201 Planning Area for Greenville has been modified to include
sections of 19, 20 and 21. Please add these sections to the area
previously considered. Floyd Central Junicr-Senior High School
will be included in the Greenville 201 Planning Area {See attachment).
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The 201-208 population projections for

1980 1985 1990

852 269 1057

A copy of our pPartially completed checklist
is also enclosed for your reference.

Greeuvilie are as follows:

1935 2000

1117 1168

for Facility Plaun Review



