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Minutes 
Service Committee 

May 23, 2022 
6:00 p.m. 

 
 
 Chairperson Cosgray called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  
 
Members Present:  Waid Cosgray, Rick Foreman and Debbie Schaffner. 
 
Also in Attendance:  VA Teri Wise, Council Member Chuck Keller, and Village Street 
Superintendent Tim Boucher. Mayor Nicodemus and Fiscal Officer Brian Bibler were excused. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
Foreman made a motion to approve the minutes of the April 25, 2022 meeting as written. 
Schaffner seconded.  There was no discussion.  The motion was approved by a 3-0 vote. 
 
Visitors 
Mike Lieber of 200 Holder Rd. 

• He said he came to the Council meeting two weeks ago and he is here to follow up with 
the Service Committee about the storm water issue on his property. 
o The VA said it is on the agenda. 
o Mr. Lieber said it is on the agenda but wants to know if there is some 

recommendation to do something. What’s happening? 
o The VA said that the Committee will be discussing it this evening. There may need to 

be several discussions. 
o Cosgray said Mr. Lieber is welcome to stay for that discussion. They are also 

interested in any suggestions. 
o The VA said that they could discuss that item first. 

 
Ron Lester of 135 Holder Rd. NE - outside the Village 

• He had a comment about Ackers Ditch. He said he has watched this thing for 30 plus 
years. There is a lot more water on the surface now than there ever was in the past. He 
looked into the ditch before he came to the meeting. He can see into it along his 
driveway. When he measured the amount of water in it, there is less than 6 inches of 
water, closer to 4 ½”. There is still surface water coming into his catch basin. Water is 
not getting into the ditch further up.  
o Foreman said that the 15” tile is running almost empty. 
o Mr. Lester he said it will run full sometimes. He set up a culvert to dump water into it 

to get rid of the surface water. 
o Foreman said when he lived in the area, part of the problem was that some of the 

property is in Walnut Township and some of it is in the Village. He said now that  
property has been annexed into the Village. More and more of the problem is in the 
Village so it frees up our hands to do more. 

o Mr. Lester said that putting more water in upstream is not the total solution for the 
ditch. There is too much water for a 15” tile to carry, but he thinks that would 
alleviate the wet ground, so that when it rains, water can be absorbed back into the 
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ground. He thinks that is a partial fix. Ultimately, he would like to see a full fix, but 
he knows that would be complicated and expensive. 

 
Marla Lieber of 200 Holder Rd. 

• No comment. 
 
Steve Kenney of 145 Baltimore-Somerset Rd. NE – outside the Village 

• He said he owns 14 acres, about 9 of them are under water. It has gone down a little bit. 
He said Tim (Boucher) knows a little about it. He talked with him about what can be 
done.  

• He talked to the County. They won’t do anything. The County doesn’t have any 
responsibility even though it was called a County ditch. 

• About 10 years ago, he put in 300’ of pipe from a blow hole and took it due west into 
Roger’s field. About 5 years ago he talked to some of the property owners about the 
problem. 

• Foreman described the location of blow outs. There are big areas where the dirt has sunk 
which is a clear sign that there is a tile failure and water is eroding from underneath. They 
are on the line between the Village of Baltimore and Walnut Township. That is where the 
pipe is and that is where it becomes difficult to say who is going to spend the money to 
fix it. 

• He said the pipe is under the open ditch. He doesn’t know who dug in there. 
There was some discussion about the consequences of where water would go if certain actions 
were taken. There was discussion about what and where the problem is. 

• Kenney said that it is bad, and it affects people along SR 256. He named some of the 
affected properties. 

• He said he is being taxed at a higher rate because he can’t farm the land. He said he has 
talked to Walnut Township about the situation.  

Several visitors reiterated that there is a big problem with water out there. 
 
Marla Lieber of 200 Holder Rd. 

• She asked the visitors for clarification of the locations of their properties. 
 
Ted Reedy of 260 Holder Rd. 

• He thinks that they need to talk to the Walnut Township trustees about this. He said that 
90% of the water comes from Walnut Township, from Canal Rd. and the railroad tracks 
right down through his property. We need to know if they are willing to help. 

• Five years ago he got signatures from property owners along Holder Rd. except Mr. 
Roche who didn’t give permission for anyone to go on his property. 

• Someone remarked that Mr. Roche is okay with it now. 
• Mr. Reedy said that they need to get his permission. 
• He said that they need to have some meetings to get everyone together to get a plan 

together. The problem is getting worse. 
 
Robert Keck of 5 Baltimore-Somerset Rd. 

• He said when he bought his property in 1980, they didn’t have this problem. He said now 
he has a river from SR 256 following the old canal. He now has 5 acres that is covered 
with water, and it keeps coming. It comes through the culvert under SR 256 and shoots 
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onto his land. He asked if Don (Morrison) a former Village employee had put something 
together for a grant. 
o The VA said that he had, and Council decided not to move forward with it. She will 

provide more details on that after the visitors have finished. 
 
The VA said that she agreed this is a complicated problem due to a portion in the Village and a 
portion outside the Village. Most of the portion in the Village is on private property. The Village 
does not have a storm line that can be hooked into. These are old farm tiles that are well beyond 
their useful life. She believes others need to be involved and she doesn’t believe the Village can 
solve 100 percent of the problem. 

• The grant that was mentioned was to lay a new storm line at a cost of over $250,000, five 
years ago. Half of that line was in the township and half in the Village. When you go for 
a grant, you have to have buy in from both parties. That didn’t happen, so Council chose 
not to go forward with the grant. That is where we are now. 

• The VA believes that others need to be involved. Not that the Village doesn’t want to 
help, but she thinks that somebody from the area should put together a couple of talking 
sessions so that everybody is on board. It is going to take everybody because this is 
everybody’s problem 

• The VA doesn’t have a really good answer tonight, unless the Committee has something 
different from what she said. It is going to take an organized effort. She is willing to work 
with anyone, but not lead the effort. She is willing to use her contacts so that we can all 
get in one room and talk.  

• Individual efforts made by property owners may not be successful if they don’t 
interconnect. Water issues get worse over time. 

 
Foreman suggested there might be leaks in the waterlines in that area. Maybe that should be 
checked because the problem doesn’t go away when the rain stops. He said the Village has a lot 
of missing water maybe some of it is out there. 

• The VA will follow up on the leak detection. 
 
A visitor suggested that those visitors present should attend a Walnut Township Trustees 
meeting. The VA said she would attend the meeting representing the Village to see what they 
have to say since the water is coming from the Township.  
 
There was discussion about what the plan was (where the line would go) for the grant.  
 
The VA said that once everybody is on board, they need the skill set of an engineer. We need to 
understand the whole flow from end to end. 
 
Tim Boucher noted that previously almost all of that area was farmland. Since then, the water 
from everybody’s roof, driveway, etc. is being shoved there. 
 
Cosgray said that there were a lot of action items to follow up on. He moved the meeting on from 
the visitor comment section. 
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2022 Goals 
1. 5-year plan for Streets – Proposed 
2. 5-year plan for WTP 
3. 5-year plan for WWTP 
4. 5-year plan for Storm / I & I 
 
The VA asked if the Committee could move on to New Business number 5, Ordinance 2022-19 
due to time constraints. 
 
Cosgray said 2022-19 extending the moratorium on ponds has to go to Council. There needs to 
be more time to consider this. 

• The VA said they had to define a pond. Information was sent to the Solicitor who sent 
back documents to be reviewed. This will be on the Planning & Zoning June agenda, and 
they would like an extension of the moratorium while they discuss it.  

• Schaffner will sponsor Ordinance 2022-19. 
 
Schaffner made a motion to send Ordinance 2022-19 to Council. Foreman seconded the motion. 
There was no discussion, The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. 
 
Proposed 5 year plan for Streets 
The VA directed the members to the 2022 capital improvements page for streets. 

• Tim Boucher said that most of that is done. The only streets remaining are Short St., 
Water St., and N. Granville St. which is an OPWC project. 

• Tim said the plan is to have new waterlines in an area before it is paved. 
• The VA said that she will have the capital improvements for waterlines for next Service 

meeting. 
The VA said the Village has petitioned the County Commissioners for the Washington St. 
waterline project. She has not heard back from them yet. 
 
She said the Village received notification that they will be receiving $170,000 in CDBG money 
for the Monroe St. waterline project. 
 
Reports 
1. Village Departments 

The VA said that the members have the metrics in their packets. She asked if there were any 
questions on those. 
 
Wastewater 
• The EPA will be in the Village on Tuesday to visit the wastewater plant. This is a 

scheduled visit. 
 

Streets 
• Updates were covered earlier in the meeting. 

 
Pool 
• There were some repairs made to the bottom of the pool. 
• The pool is filled and ready to go. 
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Old Business 
• None 

 
New Business 
1. Baltimore Residential Building Department 

• The VA said she is waiting to hear back from Mr. Toole. 
 

2. Parking at LU athletic field 
• Cosgray asked the members if they had looked at the layout which was distributed at a 

previous meeting. 
• The VA noted that the parking blocks are in the street. 
• Schaffner said that she walked by and there was a car parked at the end away from the 

school. It may not have been in a parking space. It was a small car, but it was really out in 
the street. A Rumpke truck came by and could barely get through. 

• The VA said there would need to be legislation from Committee which the Solicitor 
would have to review because it is a public street. 

• Cosgray asked about the placement of the parking blocks. 
o Schaffner said that they are about a foot from the edge of the street. 
o Foreman asked if they are in the right of way or in the traffic part of the street. 
o The VA said that they are in the street, not the right of way. 
o Schaffner said it would be like her putting one on her street. 
o The VA agreed with Schaffner that it would be the same thing.  
o Foreman said that the Village changed that area to one way traffic at the request of 

the school to accommodate head in parking. He said the school submitted a site plan 
for their new building which included parking. We should roll that out for everybody 
to see. He said he requested to have that the site plan be here for this meeting at the 
last meeting. 

o The VA said that was a picture of it. Just because it is on the print doesn’t mean it 
was approved. The parking was never approved. What was approved by the Village 
was the positioning of the building and the water taps. The building itself was 
approved by Fairfield County since it is a commercial building. That was the extent 
of it. 

o Schaffner asked the VA if that was in writing. 
o The VA said that she has the permit request for the building. If the members want to 

talk to the Solicitor, they can wait until he arrives for Council or have him come to 
the next Service meeting. She doesn’t believe the Village can give away part of the 
street without legislation. 

o Cosgray asked if anyone had any ideas for a work around. 
o Keller said that they had already talked about this and that they need to remove the 

parking blocks.  
o Cosgray asked if they need a motion to enforce the existing Ordinance that prohibits 

parking blocks in Village streets. 
o Schaffner asked if they are going to make it a two way street. 
o Foreman said they are going to allow head in parking, just not allow them to have 

parking blocks to prevent vehicles from hitting the fence. That was the reason they 
put them there, to protect the fence since there is no curb. 
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o The VA asked if they want to table the discussion until they can talk to the Solicitor. 
The consensus was to table it. 

o The VA said it was suggested that the school install an elevated sidewalk along there, 
but the schools eventually decided against it.  

 
Due to time constraints, Cosgray asked for a motion for adjournment. 

 
3. Holder Rd. 

• This was discussed earlier during Visitor comments. 
   

4. 5-year plan for Streets – Proposed: discussion 
• This was covered under Village Department reports. 

 
2. Park and Recreation Board 

• Nothing 
 
3. Baltimore Downtown Revitalization Committee (BDRC) 

• Nothing 
 

Next Meeting 
The next regular meeting is scheduled for the 4th Monday in June; June 23rd at 6:00 p.m. 
 
Adjournment 
With no further business to discuss, Foreman made a motion to adjourn. Schaffner seconded the 
motion. The meeting was adjourned by unanimous voice vote at 6:59 p.m. 
 
 
 

___________________________ 
Waid Cosgray, Chair 

 


