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• Introductions 

• Explanation of the Petition Process 

• Review of the Viewing of the Toussaint Creek 

• Staff Findings and Recommendations 

• Landowners comments 

• Supervisors decision 

 

 

Today’s Agenda 

 

 

 

 



Hearing Procedure 

• Hold questions until the moderator asks for them.  
 
• Please move to a microphone. 

– State your name and address. 
– 3 minute time limitation. 
 

• Keep your question to the topic. 
 

• At the end of the presentation, we will have a 
comment period.  Please be concise and on topic with 
your comment. 
 



The Ditch Petition Process 

As governed by Section 1515 of the ORC for  

Single and Joint County Ditches 

 



• It is the process of improving drainage within a specific watershed boundary. 

 

• It is a means of partnering with all parcel owners and governmental agencies 
within that boundary to share in the cost of the improved drainage. 

 

• Because everyone benefits from improved drainage at different levels, they 
are assessed for the improvement in different amounts. 

Ditch Petition 



 

• Step 1 – The Filing   October 15, 2014 

 

• Step 2 – The Viewing  January 6, 2015 

 

• Step 3 – The Hearing  March 24, 2015 

 

• Step 4 – The Certification  TBD 

Four Step Process 
(ORC Section 1515) 



• Any land owner(s) within the watershed may file a petition with the 
County Commissioners. 
 

• Petitioner(s) should meet with SWCD to discuss issues and areas of 
concern.  Discuss the scope of the project because once the petition is 
filed, it is the law for that petition. 

 

• Petitioner to compile a list of possible benefitting property owners for the 
project.  The SWCD assists in this process. 
 

• Petitioner works with SWCD to create final description of the project and 
files the petition with the SWCD Board of Supervisors. 
 

• A bond of $500, plus two dollars for every parcel in excess of 200 total 
parcels, must be filed with the petition. 

Step 1 - The Filing 



• Supervisors must meet at the site between 25 to 90 days after 
petition is filed to view the project. 

 

• Public meeting – affected landowners invited by written notice. 

 

• Ask for comments, pro or con 

 

• Landowners can file objections or support letters to the project 
after the Viewing to be read at the Hearing. 

 

 

Step 2 - The Viewing 



 
 

• Must take place not later than 90 days after the date of the Viewing. 
 
• SWCD prepares a preliminary report 

– Recommends to the Supervisors whether to proceed with project or not.   

 
• The Supervisors make their decision (or extend the hearing) 

 
• Upon approval, Supervisors set a date to have plans and specs finalized. 

‣ After completed plans received, those plans are submitted to the County Commissioners 
for certification. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

Step 3 - The Hearing 



• Completed plans submitted to County Commissioners 

– Commissioners have 60 days to approve/disapprove 

• If disapprove, plans can be revised 

• If approved, estimated assessments are prepared. 

• Landowners can file objections to their assessments. 

 

• If the project is accepted by the Commissioners, and there are no 
appeals filed, the SWCD then moves ahead to the bid process, the 
project is constructed and the parcel owners are assessed. 

 

Step 4 - The Certification 





• LIDAR 

• USGS watershed maps 

• Wood, Sandusky and Ottawa petition 
projects 

• Historical Tile maps 

• Google Earth 

 

Determining Watershed 



What is a Watershed? 



Great Lakes Watershed 



Lake Erie Watershed 

 



Western Lake Erie Basin 



HUC 8      and    HUC 10 
Hydrologic Unit Code 

Toussaint River 



 
At Rocky Ridge 
 
81 sq. mi. drainage 
area 





I can’t even see the Toussaint  
from my house! 

• Your water must go somewhere 
– Up  

• evaporation 

– Down 
• absorption 

– Across and out 
• runoff / drains / septic outlet / other ditches 

• This is your “obligation” benefit 
– Your water eventually gets there 



• LIDAR (Light Detection and Ranging) Data 

– Use Ground Shots to Create a Surface 

– Create Contours 

 



• Watershed Boundary 

– Important for determining benefited acres of split parcels 

 





Toussaint Viewing 

• The official viewing was completed by the 
elected officials on January 6th. 

 

• Slides here represent typical views throughout 
the length of the channel. 











 











Questions that arose at the Viewing 

 



Mussel Survey 

• Based on the nature of the work, US Fish and Wildlife 
Service and the Ohio Department of Natural Resources 
have declared the Toussaint Project will not need a 
Mussel Survey. 

 

• This will save $32,000 by not doing an exploratory 
survey. 



Luckey Site 
• Original e-mail:  January 20th 
• Reply from ACE:  March 20th 
Dear Mr. Libben, 
Thank you for your inquiry.  The Buffalo District is addressing the 
Luckey Site under the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program.  
Results of our remedial investigation of the site are available at 
http://www.lrb.usace.army.mil/Missions/HTRW/FUSRAP/LuckeySite.as
px on the Luckey website in the Reports Section.  The report includes 
the results of limited sampling that was performed in Toussaint Creek 
and the drainage ditches that flow from the site into the creek.   
  
Based on the results of the remedial investigation, the Corps of 
Engineers will not be addressing the creek as part of our remediation 
of the Luckey Site.  We do not have information to provide you 
regarding potential impacts to your planned creek clearing activities. 
Sincerely, 

 
Arleen K. Kreusch, APR Outreach Program Specialist 

 

http://www.lrb.usace.army.mil/Missions/HTRW/FUSRAP/LuckeySite.aspx
http://www.lrb.usace.army.mil/Missions/HTRW/FUSRAP/LuckeySite.aspx


Luckey Site 
http://www.lrb.usace.army.mil/Missions/HTRW/FUSRAP/LuckeySite/LuckeyFAQs.aspx#C1 

• 1. Where has beryllium been located on the Luckey Site? 
 
• Based on the Remedial Investigation conducted by the 

Corps, the largest volume of beryllium contamination is in 
the soil in the northeast portion of the site. Beryllium 
concentrations in sediments in Toussaint Creek are above 
background levels but below levels of concern for human 
health and the environment. Beryllium has also been 
detected above the drinking water standard in on-site 
groundwater monitoring wells, although it has not migrated 
to drinking water wells in the vicinity of the site. 
Additionally, beryllium has been detected in dust settled on 
building surfaces at the site. 



Luckey Site 
• 4. What happens to the beryllium-contaminants 

in Toussaint Creek when the creek floods? 

 

• Sediments that contain beryllium may be 
transported downstream during flood events. 
However, beryllium is present in relatively low 
concentrations (i.e. less than 15 ppm) in nearly 
all of the Toussaint Creek sediment samples that 
were collected downstream of the site. These 
concentrations are below the USEPA Region 9 
screening level for beryllium, which is 150 ppm. 



Luckey Site 
• . Have you done any kind of study of the soils located 

within the 15 miles of the contaminated Toussaint Creek 
sediments? 
 

• The Corps has collected 38 samples from creek meander 
bends (curves in the creek where sediment may have been 
deposited along the banks). The samples contained 
beryllium at concentrations of 1.4 parts per million (ppm) 
to 90 ppm. While these concentrations are above naturally 
occurring concentrations, they are below the USEPA 
Region 9 screening level (beryllium screening levels are 
developed to identify exposure concentrations that 
require further investigation) of 150 ppm 



Luckey Site 

• 7. What are the health risks for children wading in the 
creek among the sediments? 
 

• The Corps conducted a study and determined that the 
risks for beryllium exposure from children wading or 
even drinking water from the creek are very low.  

• Very conservative exposure assumptions were used 
that involved a child playing in the creek for one hour 
per day, 52 days per year for 10 years. The results 
showed that exposure to sediments in the creek pose a 
very small risk of contracting cancer; there were no 
non-cancer risks. These results are within acceptable 
risk limits established by the USEPA. 
 



Outside Agency Approvals 

• Ohio Department of Natural Resources 

– Plans will be submitted to the Division of Soil & 
Water Resources. 

– Will follow ODNR and NRCS specifications 

 

• Army Corp of Engineers 

– As long as work is above the Ordinary High Water 
mark, no permit is needed.   

– Removal of log jams and trees are permitted. 



Other Questions 

• Debris placement and removal 

– Woody debris will be placed where it will not re-
enter the channel 

 

• Access to the creek 

– 25 foot permanent easement (for maintenance) 

– Construction easement will be specified on a 
parcel by parcel basis. 

 

 





Preliminary report on proposed 
improvement 

 • Preliminary estimate of cost 
 

• Comments on the feasibility of the project 
 

• Supervisors' opinion as to whether the benefits are likely to 
exceed the estimated cost. 
 

• Identify all factors that are apparent to the supervisors, 
both favorable and unfavorable to the proposed 
improvement, so that the petitioners may be informed 
concerning what is involved with the construction of the 
improvement. 



Dead and Leaning trees 

• Any trees that are on the 
slope of the channel and 
are dead or leaning             
(45 degrees or more) 

 

 

• Total of 6,663 dead and 
leaning trees 



Class “A” Logjams 
• Classified as 1 to 3 logs per 

site, no debris 

• Total of 101 class A logjams 



Class “B” Logjams 

• Classified as 3 to 6  logs per 
site with minor debris 

• Total of 68 class B logjams 



Class “C” Logjams 
• Classified as more than 6 

logs with minor debris 

• Total of 35 class C logjams 



Class “D” Logjams 

• Classified as more than 6 
logs with major debris 

• Total of 31 class D logjams 



Class “E” Logjams 
• Classified as more than 6 

logs with massive debris 
pile and complete blockage 

• Total of 9 class E logjams 



Jump to Google Earth 



Estimate of 
construction 

costs 
Bid

Item

Work

Description

Spec(s).

No. Amount

Unit

Price

Total

Price

1. Tree Trimming & Removal 12,14,15 6663 60.00$           399,780.00$     

2. Class "A" Logjam Removal 13-15 101 275.00$         27,775.00$       

3. Class "B" Logjam Removal 13-15 68 510.00$         34,680.00$       

4. Class "C" Logjam Removal 13-15 35 1,200.00$     42,000.00$       

5. Class "D" Logjam Removal 13-15 31 3,500.00$     108,500.00$     

6. Class "E" Logjam Removal 13-15 9 4,600.00$     41,400.00$       

7. Mobilization & Demobilization 21 1 Lump Sum 10,000.00$       

664,135.00$     

JOINTCOUNTY DITCH IMPROVEMENT PROJECT NO. XXXX

Total Estimated Cost Toussaint River

TOUSSAINT RIVER - 34.3 miles

(TOUSSAINT CREEK)

ENGINEERS ESTIMATE



Estimate of Additional Expenses 

ENGINEERING 25,000.00$    

MAILING 5,500.00$      

LEGAL NOTICE 1,000.00$      

ADVERTISING 2,000.00$      

PROJECT MANAGER 35,000.00$    

ADMINISTRATIVE 5% 36,631.75$    

CONTINGENCY 10% 76,926.68$    

TOTAL 182,058.43$ 

EXTRA COSTS



Estimated Total Project Cost 

• Construction  $664,135 

• Additional  $182,058 

 

• Estimated Total $846,193 

 
• Estimated 1st Year’s        $84,619.30  

     Maintenance 



Schedule of Damages 
• The supervisors of a soil and water conservation district or their designee 

shall estimate the value of land or other property that must be taken and 
the damages to be sustained by any owner as a result of the construction 
and subsequent maintenance of a proposed improvement.  

 
• The supervisors or their designee shall prepare a schedule of damages 

consisting of the name and address of each owner that is alleged to be 
damaged, the amount of the estimated damages, and an explanation of 
the injury upon which the estimate is based.  

TOUSSAINT PROJECT 
 
A construction easement will be identified for the project on a parcel by parcel basis. 
 
No damages will be paid to landowners. Any damage, however unlikely, will be offset 
by the benefit the same land will enjoy by reduced flooding. 
 
Any damages in lawn areas will be repaired. 
 



Estimating Assessments 

• There will be a $25 minimum assessment per 
parcel. 

 

• The watershed will be divided into 5 zones 
with different rates per acre in each zone 
based on the location and use of the stream.  

 

 



Assessment Examples 

• “Example” Zone 

– Zone Rate is $5 per acre 

– Parcel is 4 acres 

 

– 4 acres x $5 = $20 

 

– Assessment will be the 
minimum of $25 

• “Example” Zone 

– Zone Rate is $5 per acre 

– Parcel is 20 acres 

 

– 20 ac. x $5 = $100 

 

– Assessment will be $100 



Why the $25 minimum? 

• Stated rate in the Ohio Revised Code 

 

• Small parcels (house lots) contribute most of 
the impermeable surfaces. 

 

• Farm land, woods, wetlands all act as sponges 
to absorb precipitation. 



 
Zone 5 
$ 13- $16 per acre 
 



 
Zone 4 
$19 - $23 per acre 
 



 
Zone 3 
$13 - $16 per acre 
 



 
Zone 2 
$7 - $10 per acre 
 



 
Zone 1 
$3 - $5 per acre 
 



Subwatershed # Actual Acres % % Acres Cost/Watershed Actual Cost/Acre

1 5000 30% 1500 37,500.00$           7.50$                      

2 3000 50% 1500 37,500.00$           12.50$                    

3 20000 81% 16200 405,000.00$        20.25$                    

4 17000 100% 17000 425,000.00$        25.00$                    

5 5000 76% 3800 95,000.00$           19.00$                    

Totals 50000 40000 1,000,000.00$     

Total Cost of Project 1,000,000.00$  

cost/ % Acre 25.00$                

Example Case

Extensive Process to Figure Out Cost/Acre in Each Watershed 

1. Determined how many acres are in each watershed 
2. Calculated a percent benefit for each sub-watershed 
3. Multiply Actual Acres and the % benefit to find benefited acres (% acres) 

1 2 3 1 



Subwatershed # Actual Acres % % Acres Cost/Watershed Actual Cost/Acre

1 5000 30% 1500 37,500.00$           7.50$                      

2 3000 50% 1500 37,500.00$           12.50$                    

3 20000 81% 16200 405,000.00$        20.25$                    

4 17000 100% 17000 425,000.00$        25.00$                    

5 5000 76% 3800 95,000.00$           19.00$                    

Totals 50000 40000 1,000,000.00$     

Total Cost of Project 1,000,000.00$  

cost/ % Acre 25.00$                

Example Case

Extensive Process to Figure Out Cost/Acre in Each Watershed 

4.  Total up the number of benefited acres (% acres)  
5.  Find the Total Cost of the Project 
6. Divide total cost by % acres to calculate the cost / benefited acre (cost/% acre)  

6 

5 

4 



Subwatershed # Actual Acres % % Acres Cost/Watershed Actual Cost/Acre

1 5000 30% 1500 37,500.00$           7.50$                      

2 3000 50% 1500 37,500.00$           12.50$                    

3 20000 81% 16200 405,000.00$        20.25$                    

4 17000 100% 17000 425,000.00$        25.00$                    

5 5000 76% 3800 95,000.00$           19.00$                    

Totals 50000 40000 1,000,000.00$     

Total Cost of Project 1,000,000.00$  

cost/ % Acre 25.00$                

Example Case

Extensive Process to Figure Out Cost/Acre in Each Watershed 

7. Multiply each % Acres and cost/ % Acre to calculate the Total Cost/Watershed  
8. Divide the Cost/Watershed by the Actual Acres to find the Actual Cost / Acre  

7 8 





Cost Benefit Analysis 



• Agricultural Benefits 
◦ Based on 10 year project life 

 
◦ The Ohio State University Study , 1983 

• Improved Drainage Monetary Benefit = $160 per Ac. 

 
◦ 2009 Analysis from The Ohio State University – Wood County Data 

• Corn - Increased Production Benefit 
 25 Bushel/Ac. X $6.50/Bushel = $162.50/Ac. per year 

• Soybeans – Increased Production Benefit 
 11 Bushel/Ac. X $14.00 /Bushel = $154.00/Ac. per year 

 
◦ Using $160/Ac. per year Benefit 

• Depreciate Yearly Benefit 10% per year over 10 year project life 
 Monetary Benefit Realized over Life of Project = $880/Ac. 

• Total Agricultural Benefit over Life of Project 
  $880/Ac. x 36,190 Ac. = $31,847,200  

Benefit / Cost Analysis 

From Toussaint TMDL  study, 77% of the watershed is in crop production. 
(47,000 acres total x 77% = 36,190 acres) 



Benefit / Cost Analysis 
◦ Using $160/Ac. per year Benefit 

• Depreciate Yearly Benefit 10% per year over 10 year project life 
 Monetary Benefit Realized over Life of Project = $880/Ac. 

• Total Agricultural Benefit over Life of Project 
  $880/Ac. x 36,190 Ac. = $31,847,200 
 
  

◦ Using 25% of $160/Ac. per year Benefit  ($40) 

• Depreciate Yearly Benefit 10% per year over 10 year project life 

 Monetary Benefit Realized over Life of Project = $234/Ac. 

• Total Agricultural Benefit over Life of Project 

  $234/Ac. x 36,190 Ac. = $8,468,460  

 
◦ Using 5% of $160/Ac. per year Benefit ($8) 

• Depreciate Yearly Benefit 10% per year over 10 year project life 
 Monetary Benefit Realized over Life of Project = $47/Ac. 

• Total Agricultural Benefit over Life of Project 

  $47/Ac. x 36,190 Ac. = $1,700,930  

  



• Residential Benefits 
◦ Septic System Operations 
◦ Crawlspace Flooding Minimization/Relief 
◦ Sump Pump Maintenance/Replacement Costs 
◦ Insurance Premium Savings 
◦ Estimated 10 year Benefit per Residential Parcel = 

$1,500 
• Based on average benefit of $150 per year 

◦ Total Residential Benefit over Life of Project 
  3300 Parcels X $1,500/Parcel = $4,950,000 

 

Benefit / Cost Analysis (cont’d) 



• Residential Benefits 
◦ Estimated 10 year Benefit per Residential Parcel = 

$1,500 
• Based on average benefit of $150 per year 

◦ Total Residential Benefit over Life of Project 
  3300 Parcels X $1,500/Parcel = $4,950,000 

 
◦ 1.67% of Total Residential Benefit over Life of 

Project 
  3300 Parcels X $25/Parcel = $82,500 

 

Benefit / Cost Analysis (cont’d) 



Staff Recommendation for Approval 

 

• Staff recommendation:  

– we are reasonably certain benefits exceed the cost 

– the improvement is necessary  

– it will be conducive to the public welfare, 

– it will improve water management 

–  it will aid lands in the area by promoting the 
environmental development of the area 



Hearing on petition - objections by 
affected landowners 

 • Prior to the hearing, landowners affected by the 
proposed improvement may file objections to it with 
the supervisors 

 
•  At the hearing the supervisors shall hear any 

objections so filed.  
 
• Shall hear any evidence offered by any landowner for 

or against construction of the proposed improvement. 
  
• If necessary, the hearing may occur on more than one 

day and may be adjourned from day to day. 



Landowner Correspondence 

• Letters in Opposition 

– 3 

• Letters of Support 

– 3 

– 1 letter signed by 22 
landowners 

 
• Letters of Questions 

– 1 

• Toussaint Facts 

– 4,974 parcels 

– 3,346 individual letters 
sent to the watershed. 

• Phone Calls and Office 
visits of Questions 

– 20-25 
• Petitioning Landowners 

– 2 signed 

– multiple contributed 





Joint Board of Supervisors 

• Motion to close public comment. 

 

• Motion to approve or disapprove of moving 
the project forward, or adjourning the hearing 
at a later date. 



Staff Recommendation of Plan 
Completion 

• September 1, 2015 

 

– Allow for time to update and fine tune the parcels 
and assessments 

 

– Allow for time to receive approval from ODNR 





 



Ditch Maintenance 

• Completed petition projects are placed under a county 
maintenance program 
 

• All future maintenance costs are assessed to the 
benefiting landowners 
– Mowing 
– Herbicide application 
– Annual inspections 
– Future sediment removal 

 

• There will be a permanent 25ft wide easement from 
the top edge along both sides for ditch access 
 



Ditch Maintenance – ORC 6137 
 

• Maintenance Fund created after August 23, 1957 for all permanent 
maintenance of ditches established under ORC 6131. 
 

• Assessments are levied when the Fund amount is inadequate to perform 
necessary maintenance duties. 
 

• Assessments cannot be levied more than once annually upon benefiting 
parcel owners 

 
• Minimum assessment of $2.00/parcel. 

 
• Unencumbered balance cannot be greater than 20% of original construction 

cost base. 
 

• Base can be raised after 6 annual collection years though a hearing process. 
 

 

 





Approval 

 
• At the conclusion of the hearing on a proposed 

improvement, the supervisors of a soil and water 
conservation district may approve the petition for the 
improvement if  
– they are reasonably certain that the cost of the proposed 

improvement will be less than the benefits from it  
– and if they find that the improvement is necessary,  
– that it will be conducive to the public welfare,  
– that it will improve water management and development in the 

county in which the district is located to the advantage of lands 
located in it,  

– and that it will aid lands in the area by promoting the 
economical, industrial, environmental, or social development of 
the area. 



Approval 

 
• At the conclusion of the hearing on a proposed improvement, the 

supervisors of a soil and water conservation district may approve 
the petition for the improvement if: 

– they are reasonably certain that the cost of the 
proposed improvement will be less than the 
benefits from it  

• Adverb  1. in a fair and sensible way. 

          2. to a moderate or acceptable degree 

  

Reasonably certain =  it seems likely 



Approval 

 

• At the conclusion of the hearing on a 
proposed improvement, the supervisors of a 
soil and water conservation district may 
approve the petition for the improvement if  

 

– and if they find that the improvement is necessary 

• Adjective: required to be done, achieved, or present; 
needed; essential 



Approval 

 
• At the conclusion of the hearing on a 

proposed improvement, the supervisors of a 
soil and water conservation district may 
approve the petition for the improvement if : 

 

– that it will be conducive to the public welfare 
• Synonyms: avorable to, beneficial to, advantageous 

to, opportune to, propitious to, encouraging 
to, promising to, convenient for, good for, instrumental 
in, productive of, useful for 



Approval 

 
• At the conclusion of the hearing on a proposed improvement, the 

supervisors of a soil and water conservation district may approve 
the petition for the improvement if:  

– that it will improve water management and 
development in the county in which the district is 
located to the advantage of lands located in it 

• Verb: make or become better 

• Water management is the control and movement of 
water resources to minimize damage to life and 
property and to maximize efficient beneficial use – 
USDA NRCS 



Approval 

 
• At the conclusion of the hearing on a proposed improvement, the 

supervisors of a soil and water conservation district may approve the 
petition for the improvement if: 

– and that it will aid lands in the area by promoting 
the economical, industrial, environmental, or 
social development of the area. 

• Synonyms for development:  growth, maturation, 
expansion, enlargement, spread, progress 

• Environmental development = to make better 



Upon Supervisors Approval 

• Upon approval… the supervisors shall establish a date by which the 
supervisors must complete plans and specifications for the improvement 
together with estimates of damages from and costs for it.  
 

• Staff shall conduct all necessary surveys for the proposed improvement.  
 

• Staff shall prepare plans for constructing the improvement and shall prepare 
maps showing the location of the land that is proposed to be assessed. 
– Submit to ODNR 

 
• Staff shall prepare specifications for construction of the improvement and 

shall specify dimensions of any temporary easement that is necessary for 
construction purposes. 
 

• Staff shall make estimates of the cost of material and any excavation costs. 
The construction of the improvement may be divided into construction areas 
if that would be expedient. 

 



Certification to Commissioners 

• Upon completion of the plans, specifications, and 
estimates, the supervisors shall do both of the 
following: 
– (A) Determine the area that would be benefited by the 

proposed improvement and certify the determination 
together with the supervisors' approval of the 
improvement to the board of county commissioners of 
each county containing land included in the benefited 
area; 

– (B) Submit the plans, specifications, and estimates 
together with the preliminary report to each such board 



Commissioners Approval/Disapproval 
When considering whether to approve or disapprove construction of 
an improvement, the board shall consider all of the following factors: 
• (A) The cost of location and construction; 
• (B) The compensation for land or other property that must be 

taken; 
• (C) The benefits to the public welfare; 
• (D) The benefits to land, public corporations, and the state needing 

the improvement; 
• (E) In the case of an improvement involving the drainage of water, 

the effect on land below the improvement that may be caused by 
constructing the improvement and the sufficiency or insufficiency 
of the outlet that receives flow from the improvement; 

• (F) Any other proper matter that will assist the board in approving 
or disapproving construction of the improvement. 
 



Commissioners to prepare schedule of 
estimated assessments 

 • The schedule of estimated assessments that must be prepared shall include the 
name and address of each owner of land believed to be benefited by the proposed 
improvement together with a description of the land.  

• The names and descriptions shall be obtained from the tax duplicates of the 
county.  

• In no case shall an assessment be less than twenty-five dollars for each parcel of 
land, except in the case of a multi-parcel lot, in which case the board may charge a 
minimum of twenty-five dollars with respect to all of the parcels comprising the 
multi-parcel lot.  

• In addition, the board may charge an assessment of less than twenty-five dollars if 
the board determines that a lower amount is appropriate, provided that the lower 
amount includes the cost of preparing and mailing the notice required under 
division (D)(1) of section1515.24 of the Revised Code.  

• The total of the estimated assessments, including the total estimated assessments 
allocated to public corporations and the state, shall equal the estimated cost of the 
proposed improvement.  

• The board shall use the schedule of estimated assessments for purposes of levying 
final assessments under section 1515.24 of the Revised Code. 

http://codes.ohio.gov/orc/1515.24
http://codes.ohio.gov/orc/1515.24


Assessment Procedure 

• Commissioners will give notice to landowners by 
first class mail. 

• Landowners can give written objection to the 
assessments within 30 days of the mailing. 

• Upon receipt of objections, commissioners will 
hold a final hearing on objections within 30 days . 

• Any objection not allowed may be appealed 
within 30 days to the court of common pleas. 

• Commissioners shall approve the levy of 
assessments upon exhaustion of the above steps. 



Assessment Payments 

 

• Payment terms determined by Commissioners 

 

• Can be paid all at once. 

 

• Not less than two semiannual installments 

 

• Not more than ten semiannual installments if project is paid 
by County General Funds 

 

 

 



 


