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Draft Environmental Assessment

Central Indiana County Water Authority
Raw Water Reservoir Dredging and Access Road Extension Project
in Indiana County, Pennsylvania

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Pittsburgh District (USACE) is evaluating a Federal funding
request for the proposed Central Indiana County Water Authority Raw Water Reservoir Dredging and
Access Road Project in White Township, Indiana County, Pennsylvania.

The USACE invites submission of comments on the environmental impact of the approval of the
request. The USACE will consider all submissions received before the expiration date of the public

comment period. The nature or scope of the proposal may be changed upon consideration of the
comments received.

The draft Environmental Assessment and draft Finding of No Significant Impact are available
electronically at: https://www.Irp.usace.army.mil/Missions/Planning-Programs-Project-Management/

Comments can be submitted via email to Erin.Stuart@usace.army.mil. Comments must be
received by 29 September 2021 to ensure consideration.



https://www.lrp.usace.army.mil/Missions/Planning-Programs-Project-Management/

DRAFT FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Central Indiana County Water Authority
Raw Water Reservoir Dredging and Access Road Extension Project
White Township, Indiana County, Pennsylvania

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Pittsburgh District (Corps) is presenting an
environmental analysis in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended. The DRAFT Environmental Assessment (EA), dated August 2021,
for the Central Indiana County Water Authority Raw Water Reservoir Dredging and
Access Road Extension Project, located in White Township, Indiana County,
Pennsylvania, evaluates potential environmental impacts associated with dredging a
raw water reservoir and extending an existing access road to the reservoir proposed for
federal funding under the Section 313 program. The Water Resources Development
Act (WRDA) of 1992 (Public Law 102-580), as amended, allows the Corps to consider
reimbursement for design and/or construction of environmental infrastructure in
Pennsylvania.

The DRAFT EA, considered two alternatives for the proposed reservoir dredging and
access road. The preferred alternative, ultimately the Proposed Federal Action, includes
federal funding for water supply improvements including:

e The dredging of the raw water supply reservoir located on Yellow Creek and
extension of the reservoir access road located in White Township, Indiana
County.

In addition to the preferred alternative, a “no action” alternative was evaluated. For
the preferred alternative, the potential effects to the following resources were evaluated:

Environmental Resource Minor effect | No effect
Aesthetics

Air quality

Aquatic resources/wetlands

Invasive species

Fish and wildlife habitat
Threatened/Endangered species
Historic properties

Other cultural resources

Floodplains

Hazardous, toxic & radioactive waste
Hydrology

Land use

Navigation

Noise levels
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Public infrastructure
Socio-economics
Environmental justice
Soils

Tribal trust resources
Water quality

Climate change

Child health and safety
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Pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the
Corps determined that the preferred alternative will have no effect on federal listed
threatened or endangered species or on designated critical habitat.

Pursuant to section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended, the Corps subsequently determined that the Proposed Federal Action has no
effecton historic or cultural resources. A letter dated 2 September 20 from the
Pennsylvania State Historic Preservation Office stated that the proposed project will
have no effect on historic properties.

A 15-day public comment period will occur from 15 September 2021 to 29
September 2021. The Corps will consider all submissions received before the
expiration date of the public comment period. The nature or scope of the proposal may
change upon consideration of the comments received. If significant effects on the
quality of the human environment are identified during public comment which cannot be
mitigated, the Corps will initiate an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), and afford all
of the appropriate public participation opportunities attendant to an EIS.

After having carefully evaluated all aspects of the Proposed Federal Action and
based on the draft EA, | have reasonably concluded that the Proposed Federal Action
does not constitute a major federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human
environment. Therefore, an environmental impact statement is not required and will not
be prepared.

Date ADAM J. CZEKANSKI
COLONEL, Corps of Engineers
District Commander
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THE CENTRAL INDIANA COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY
Indiana County, Pennsylvania

RAW WATER RESERVOIR DREDGING AND
ACCESS ROAD EXTENSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND NEED

1.1 Purpose and Need for Project

The Central Indiana County Water Authority (Authority) receives its raw water from
Yellow Creek. The Authority’s raw water intake piping and valves are located within a 10-foot-
high overflow spillway type dam, collecting raw water from the reservoir that forms behind the
dam. The Authority’s raw water dam is located downstream of a dam controlled by the
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) at Yellow Creek State Park.
DCNR is mandated by the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP) to
maintain a conservation release, or low flow release, from its dam to protect instream and
downstream uses.

Over time, sediment accumulates at the Authority’s raw water intake. This sediment
accumulation leads to a myriad of issues. The sediment causes the raw water turbidity to increase,
as well as causing the raw water to develop an odor. Both of these issues require the Authority
to increase its chemical usage at the water treatment plant so as to meet the PADEP drinking
water standards. Additionally, with a more shallow pool of water at the intake, the temperature of
the raw water increases, which also makes the raw water more difficult to treat.

The Authority started dredging in 2013 and now routinely dredges due to sediment
accumulation along the intake. If possible, the Authority tries to perform its routine dredging in
the spring and fall of each year over the course of one (1) to three (3) weeks. This schedule is
dictated by the flows in Yellow Creek. If the flows are low, the Authority will not perform the
dredging work.

This project also includes the extension of an access road at the Authority’s raw water intake
dam. The extension of this access road will allow the Authority to extend the limits of the area that
can be dredged. Currently, the Authority can only dredge the area of the reservoir immediate to the
dam. The extended access road will allow the dredging equipment to reach the entire length of the
reservoir.

Prior to beginning these routine dredging efforts, the Authority would routinely record raw
water turbidity of 200 NTUs following a rainfall event of 1” or greater. With this level of
turbidity, the Authority could not effectively treat the water and would need to shut down the
water treatment plant until the turbidity was reduced. Following the beginning of the routine



dredging, the raw water turbidity following a rainfall event is approximately 50 — 60 NTUs. This
permits the Authority to continue operating its water treatment plant following a heavy rainfall
event.

1.2 Project Authority

This project is eligible for federal cost sharing under Section 313 of the Water Resources
Development Act 1992 (PL 102-580). The primary objective of the Section 313 program is to
provide design and/or construction assistance to Non-Federal interests for carrying out water-
related environmental infrastructure projects in south central Pennsylvania.

1.3 Project Description

The Central Indiana County Water Authority (Authority) applied for Section 313 funding
for its raw water reservoir dredging project, which involves the extension of the existing roadway
along the edge of the reservoir as well as funds for dredging. See enclosed Location Plan.

2.0 ALTERNATIVES

2.1 Alternatives Considered

The alternatives considered for this project include the no-action alternative and the
removal of sediment by means of dredging.

1.) No-Action Alternative

The No-Action Alternative assumes that no sediment will be removed from the Authority’s
raw water reservoir. With the amount of dredging that the Authority has previously
performed, it is expected that the effects of this prior work will be effective for thirty (30)
years. The Authority would be able to delay the routine dredging for a period of time if
funding is not available. Although the No-Action Alternative is the easiest and least-costly
Alternative to “implement,” it does not address the long-term issues experienced by the
Authority. The No-Action Alternative is not preferred for the following reasons:

e The Authority’s raw water reservoir currently has a reduced volume available due
to the sedimentation within the reservoir. The volume of the reservoir will continue
to be reduced due to additional sedimentation if the No-Action Alternative is
implemented.

As the reservoir fills with sediment, the turbidity of the raw water continues to increase. As a
result, the Authority is required to add additional quantities of treatment chemicals to continue
to meet the regulated water quality parameters. Implementation of the No-Alternative will result
in additional treatment costs so that the Authority can continue to provide potable water to its
customers. If the sedimentation of the reservoir continues unabated, the Authority will most



likely need to provide additional treatment processes in addition to the increased use of treatment
chemicals.

2.) Removal of Sediment by Means of Dredging (Preferred Alternative)

Dredging is a type of underwater excavation that is used to remove sediment from a large
water body. Generally, dredges scoop sediment, along with water, from the bottom of a
water body. Dredging generally does impact water quality within a reservoir by increasing
turbidity. This increased turbidity will negatively impact both the downstream area of the
dam as well as the raw water quality.

To minimize these effects, the Authority reduces the water level in the reservoir so that the
amount of water going over the dam, and thus downstream, is minimized. Additionally,
the Authority turns off its water treatment plant during the dredging to avoid the higher
turbidities. The water plant is operated during the nighttime when the reservoir is being
dredged, after the turbidity has gone down.

The raw water from the intake is gravity fed via a 12-inch diameter water transmission
main to the Authority’s water treatment plant. The plant is located approximately 3.5 miles
downstream of the intake.

The dredging process will remove approximately 4,800 C.Y. of material. The area behind
the dam that will be dredged is approximately 600 feet long by 115 feet wide. The depth
of material to be removed will vary from approximately four (4) feet to ten (10) feet. The
length of time that this dredging will be effective is dependent upon the frequency and
length of the flushes performed at the Yellow Creek dam that is upstream of the Authority’s
intake. However, it is expected that the dredge will be effective for thirty (30) years.

The material will be disposed of at a local quarry owned by Kinkead Aggregates, LLC.
This location is approximately four (4) miles from the dam. Kinkead Aggregates, LLC is
permitted by the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection to receive clean
fill at this site. The Authority has tested the material that are being dredged by the project
for the following elements: Selenium, Lead, Thallium, Boron, Cadmium, Copper, Nickel,
Cobalt, Chromium, Vanadium, Molybdenum, Beryllium, Arsenic, Strontium, Manganese,
Iron, Calcium, Magnesium, Sodium, Potassium, Aluminum, Barium, and Zinc. All of the
results are within acceptable limits to the quarry. Additional testing may be performed
during the removal of the material, if required by the quarry to ensure there are no
contaminants present so that only clean fill is received at the quarry.

The Preferred Alternative also includes the extension of the existing access road. This new
access roadway will be used by the dredging equipment to increase the area of the reservoir
that can be dredged. The roadway extension includes the removal of five (5) to six (6)
small trees and minor grading. The twenty (20) foot wide by two hundred fifty (250) foot
long roadway will be constructed with R-4 stone, with an approximate depth of 3 inches.



2.2 Comparison of Alternatives

Section 2.1 lists the alternatives considered and describes the reasons for rejection of these
alternatives. The alternative selected will provide the Authority with increased volume in its raw
water reservoir, as well as provide improved raw water quality.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE PROJECT

3.1 Aesthetics

3.1A Existing Conditions

The Authority’s reservoir is a run-of-river dam across Yellow Creek. The site can
only be accessed by a private roadway that is not open to the public. Therefore, the existing
conditions of the project site have limited aesthetic value.

3.1B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Aesthetics would not be affected under this alternative.

3.1C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Minimum impacts to aesthetics are expected under the preferred alternative. There
could be short-term, minor effects during the dredging operation.

3.2 Air Quality

3.2A Existing Conditions

The project is located in Indiana County, Pennsylvania. All of Indiana County,
Pennsylvania has been designated as a non-attainment area.

3.2B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Air quality would not be affected under this alternative.

3.2C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Air emissions produced under this alternative will be limited to normal dust
emissions as aresult of construction, as well as vehicle emissions from the dredging equipment and
truck transport of the dredged material. The project will produce no long-term air emissions. Dust
emissions will be short-term and will be controlled using normal practices. The increased emissions
from the dredging equipment and truck transport would be localized and would revert to
preconstruction levels upon completion. There are no topographical or meteorological conditions



that would hinder dispersal of air emissions. This project should have no significant adverse impact
on the air quality of the area. Please see consultation letter from PADEP’s Regional Office,
Exhibit 1.

3.3 Aquatic Resources and Wetlands

3.3A Existing Conditions

Pennsylvania’s Chapter 93 Water Quality Standards designates Yellow Creek as
trout stocked. No work will be permitted between March 1 and June 15 without written approval
from the PA Fish and Boat Commission.

This project will not affect a river or portion of it which is either included in the
National or State Wild and Scenic Rivers Systems or designated for potential addition to the system.
There are no American Heritage Rivers in the project area. This determination is based on a review
of the Inventory of Wild and Scenic Rivers listed for Federal and State for potential addition to the
system. The Pennsylvania Scenic Rivers Program was consulted. Please see Exhibit 2. The project
is not located in a coastal zone or on a coastal barrier.

A wetlands map printed from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands
Inventory is included as Exhibit 3. The extension of the existing roadway has been marked by a red
line on the wetlands map. The wetland inventory map shows no wetland features in the project
area. A soils map shows the location of the extension of the existing roadway in red. According
to the Web Soil Survey of Indiana County (Exhibit 3a), Dekalb-Hazelton channery sandy loams
(DkF) and Pope fine sandy loam (PmA) are soils found on site. These soils are not hydric according
to Natural Resources Conservation Services’ Hydric Soil List for Indiana County. Hydric soils
are one of three parameters to be considered a wetland. Without hydric soil, a wetland cannot
exist. While not field verified, the investigation of resources available leads us to believe no
wetlands are present.

3.3B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Aquatic resources and wetlands would not be affected under this alternative.

3.3C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Aquatic resources and wetlands would temporarily be affected as the water level
behind the dam is lowered prior to performing the dredging, which reduces the amount of water
downstream of the dam.

34 Invasive Species

3.4A Existing Conditions

Invasive species are not present in the project area.



3.4B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Invasive species would not be affected under this alternative.

3.4C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

This alternative will not remove any invasive species, nor will it promote invasive
species proliferation within the project area.

3.5 Fish and Wildlife Habitat

3.5A Existing Conditions

The areas in and around Yellow Creek State Park are important rest stops for
migrating birds. This area provides excellent viewing of wildlife and birds. Additionally, Yellow
Creek is stocked with brown and brook trout. There is also natural producing walleye and
muskellunge found in Yellow Creek.

The Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) review encompasses animal
and vegetation life. The PNDI consultation (Exhibit 4) indicates there are no-known impacts to
species of concern with PA Game Commission, PA Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources, PA Fish and Boat Commission, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

3.5B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Fish and wildlife habitat would not be affected under this alternative.

3.5C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Fish and wildlife habitat will be temporarily affected during dredging activities.
However, there will be no permanent effects to fish and wildlife habitat under this alternative.

3.6 Threatened and Endangered Species

3.6A Existing Conditions

The Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) review encompasses animal
and vegetation life. The PNDI consultation (Exhibit 4) indicates there are no-known impacts to
species of concern with PA Game Commission, PA Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources, PA Fish and Boat Commission, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

3.6B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Threatened and endangered species would not be affected under this alternative.



3.6C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Threatened and endangered species would not be affected under this alternative.

3.7 Historical Properties and Other Cultural Resources

3.7A Existing Conditions

No previously recorded archaeological resources were identified within the project
area. No historic structures were documented within the project area. The Pennsylvania State
Historic Preservation Office stated no effects will occur with the work associated with this project.

3.7B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Historical properties and other cultural resources would not be affected under this
alternative.

3.7C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

The applicant has consulted with the State Historic Preservation Office to determine
if any sites of historic or archaeological significance will be impacted by the proposed project. There
will be no effect to either historical or archaeological resources. See signed Project Review Form
and supporting information included in Exhibit 5.

3.8 Floodplains

3.8A Existing Conditions

A FEMA Floodplain map showing the location of the project is included as Exhibit
6. No FEMA defined floodway is along this portion of Yellow Creek.

3.8B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Floodplains would not be affected under this alternative.

3.8C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

There is a small portion of the proposed extended roadway within the floodplain area.
As the roadway will be constructed to match the existing grade, the extension of the existing
roadway will not cause any significant impacts to floodplains.



3.9 Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste

3.9A Existing Conditions

The Authority’s Source Water Protection Plan, which was updated in 2016,
identifies potential point sources of contamination into the Yellow Creek watershed as sewer
treatment plants and mining. Non-point sources of potential contamination include runoff and
potential spills in transportation corridors.

The Authority’s regular testing of its raw water and finished water has found no
hazardous, toxic or radioactive constituents in the water. As any hazardous, toxic or radioactive
material would most likely leach into the water, a reasonable determination is being made that no
hazardous, toxic or radioactive waste will be encountered by the project.

3.9B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Hazardous, toxic and radioactive waste would not be affected under this alternative.

3.9C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

No known hazardous materials or chemicals will be used or stored on-site during
or following construction of this project. The dredged material will be disposed of at a local quarry
owned by Kinkead Aggregates, LLC. This location is approximately four (4) miles from the dam.

3.10 Hydrology

3.10A Existing Conditions

Sedimentation that has occurred behind the existing run-of-river dam has reduced
the volume of water available to the Authority. Additionally, with less settling volume available,
the turbidity of Yellow Creek slowly increases as the volume is reduced.

3.10B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Under this alternative, the turbidity of Yellow Creek will continue to increase,
resulting in a degradation of the stream’s ability to support aquatic life.

3.10C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Under this alternative, additional capacity behind the dam will be provided for
sedimentation to occur, resulting in both a cleaner source of potable water for the Authority’s
customers as well as a less turbid Yellow Creek which will better support aquatic life.



3.11 Land Use

3.11A Existing Conditions

There are no national parks, forests or monuments located near the projectarea. The
project area is not within one mile of a designated State or National Park, forest area or trail. There
will be no impact on any formally classified lands.

3.11B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Land use would not be affected under this alternative.

3.11C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

The Authority has consulted with the U.S Department of Agriculture to determine
involvement of prime farmland or agricultural security areas. See Exhibit 7. The project will not
disturb prime farmland soils or those of statewide importance that have not been previously
disturbed in the construction of various state and/or local roads and developments. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture concurs with our assessment of the project.

3.12 Navigation

3.12A Existing Conditions

The Authority’s run-of-river dam does not permit navigation across the dam.

3.12B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Navigation would not be affected under this alternative.

3.12C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Navigation would not be affected under this alternative.
3.13 Noise Levels

3.13A Existing Conditions

At the project site, there are minimal existing noise impacts. There is a nearby mine
that generates noise from trucks and equipment.

3.13B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Noise levels would not be affected under this alternative.



3.13C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

During construction, there will be a temporary increase in noise levels. These
impacts will be short-term and will only occur during daylight areas.

3.14 Public Infrastructure

3.14A Existing Conditions

The project is accessible exclusively by a private, two-lane road. State Route 954
will be used to truck the dredged material to the nearby quarry for disposal.

3.14B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Public infrastructure would not be affected under this alternative.

3.14C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

During actual construction, short-term traffic delays may be experienced along State
Route 954. However, no new transportation patterns are anticipated as a result of the project.

3.15 Socio-Economic and Environmental Justice

3.15A Existing Conditions

The Authority currently provides water service to customers in Homer City
Borough, Center Township and portions of White Township. The various demographics of the
Authority’s service area are tabulated below:

Municipality 2019 Population | 2019 Low-Income Minority
Median Income | Percentage Percentage
Homer City 1,688 $44,375 19.8% 1.9%
Borough
Center Township 4,510 $32,311 9.0% 1.1%
White Township 15,674 $56,688 12.0% 9.8%
3.15B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Socio-economic and environmental justice would not be affected under this
alternative.

10



3.15C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

No persons will be relocated as a result of this project. There will be no immediate
change in land use as a result of the project. The proposed project will serve all citizens of the
project area equally. There will be no negative or disproportionate effects on minorities, women, or
persons with disabilities or any persons who are employees, program beneficiaries, or applicants for
employment or program benefits in this project by virtue of their race, color, sex, national origin,
religion, age, disability, or marital or familial status. The project is not located in a manner that
will negatively affect low-income or minority people.

3.16 Soils

3.16A Existing Conditions

According to the Web Soil Survey of Indiana County, Dekalb-Hazelton channery
sandy loams (DkF) and Pope fine sandy loam (PmA) are soils found on site. These soils are not
hydric according to Natural Resources Conservation Services’ Hydric Soil List for Indiana
County.

3.16B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Soils would not be affected under this alternative.

3.16C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Soils would not be affected under this alternative.

3.17 Tribal Trust Resources

3.17A Existing Conditions

No known tribal trust resources are present within the project area.

3.17B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Tribal trust resources would not be affected under this alternative.

3.17C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Tribal trust resources would not be affected under this alternative.

3.18 Water Quality

Groundwater will not be affected by the project. There are no Sole Source Aquifers
located in the project area. See EPA Virtual Aquifers Map included as Exhibit 8. PA Department
of Environmental Protection’s consultation Response is included with this report.
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3.18A Existing Conditions

The water quality of Yellow Creek is relatively clean, with an average turbidity of
approximately 6.8 NTU. The turbidity of the stream is increased whenever the PA Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources discharges water from the lower portions of the Yellow Creek
Dam, which is located upstream of the Authority’s run-of-river dam.

3.18B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Under this alternative, the turbidity of the stream will slowly increase as the settling
volume behind the Authority’s dam is decreased due to sedimentation behind the dam.

3.18C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

The preferred alternative may cause impacts to water quality in the form of minor
increases in turbidity in the reservoir during the dredging operation. These impacts are anticipated
to be minor and temporary. The Authority will lower the level of water behind the dam to provide
time for the turbidity to decrease before the water level overtops the dam.

The turbidity of the stream will slowly increase as the settling volume behind the
Authority’s dam is decreased due to sedimentation behind the dam, as will also happen in the No
Action alternative. However, the time for this increase in turbidity to occur will be extended due
to the dredging of the reservoir.

3.19 Climate Change

3.19A Existing Conditions

A review of the EPA analysis titled, “What Climate Change Means for
Pennsylvania” states that rising temperatures and shifting rainfall patterns are likely to increase the
intensity of both floods and droughts. Precipitation is likely to increase during winter and spring,
but not change significantly during summer and fall. Rising temperatures will melt snow earlier
in spring and increase evaporation, and thereby will dry the soil during summer and fall. As a
result, changing the climate is likely to intensify flooding during winter and spring, and drought
during summer and fall.

3.19B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Climate change would not be affected under this alternative.

3.19C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

The preferred alternative will not increase the effects of climate change. However,
this alternative will provide additional storage capacity of the raw water reservoir, providing the
Authority excess capacity in times of drought.
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3.20 Child Health and Safety

3.20A Existing Conditions

There are no schools, residential areas, commercial areas or other known gathering
places for children in the project area.

3.20B No Action Alternative Environmental Effects

Child health and safety would not be affected under this alternative.

3.20C Preferred Alternative Environmental Effects

Child health and safety would not be affected under this alternative.

4.0 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION

1. The Authority will acquire all permits and approvals required of regulatory
agencies prior to initiating the project.
2. The Contract Documents will require the Authority’s contractors to follow the

Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan approved by the Indiana County
Conservation District.

3. All contractors will be required to adhere to the provisions of the permits issued
for the project.

5.0 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

All public comment periods associated with governmental permits will be observed prior
to initiation of the project. The Authority has consulted with the County Planning Agency during
the preliminary planning for the project, and the County has determined that the project is not in
conflict with areawide plans. The municipality in which project elements are located has been
notified and has stated that the project conforms to local planning and zoning. Please see Exhibit
9 and Exhibit 10.

The Authority holds monthly public meetings at which the public may attend and may
express its opinions.

6.0 MMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL FOUENCE

The table below provides a summary of the impacts of each resource category with the No
Action Alternative and the Preferred Alternative.
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Radioactive Waste

Resource No Action Alternative Preferred Alternative

Aesthetics No Effect Minor, short-term
Minor, local, ongoin
impacts due to use o

Air Quality No Effect dredging equipment from
both vehicle emissions and
dust

Aquatic Resources and No Effect Minor Effect

Wetlands

Invasive Species No Effect No Effect

Fish and Wildlife No Effect Minor Effect

Thre.atened and Endangered No Effect No Effect

Species

Historic and Cultural No Effect No Effect

Resources
Minor impact as a portion of

Floodplains No Effect the roadway will be
constructed in floodway

Hazardous, Toxic, and No Effect No Effect

Minor long-term increase in

Project will decrease

Hydrology turbidity turbidity due to additional
sedimentation

Land Use No Effect No Effect

Navigation No Effect No Effect

Noise Levels No Effect Temporary increase during

dredging operation
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Resource No Action Alternative Preferred Alternative

Short-term traffic delays due

Public Infrastructure No Effect to hauling trucks

Socio-Economic and

Environmental Justice No Effect No Effect
Soils No Effect No Effect
Tribal Trust Resources No Effect No Effect

. . Project will decrease
Minor long-term increase

Water Quality in turbidity turbldlty dge to additional
sedimentation

Climate Change No Effect No Effect

Child Health and No Effect No Effect

Safety

7.0  CONCLUSION

Based upon an evaluation of the Environmental Assessment, it is my opinion that the
proposed project described herein is not a major Federal action with significant impact on the
quality of the human environment.

Considering all beneficial and detrimental aspects relating to this work, I have determined
that there will not be any significant adverse impacts and that the public interest will be best served
by the completion of this project.

o {. S

Kevin L. Szakélybidi, P.E.
Bankson Engineers, Inc.
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LOCATION PLAN
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EXHIBIT 1

PA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
CONSULTATION RESPONSE



Northwest Regional Office (Meadyville)

230 Chestnut Street
Meadville, PA 16335-3481

Wednesday, September 2, 2020

Mr. Robert T Nymick

The Central Indiana County Water Authority
30 East Wiley Street

Homer City, PA 15748

Dear Mr. Nymick:

Thank you for using the DEP Permit Application Consultation Tool (PACT) submittal. Your project information has been
submitted to the Department of Environmental Protection. Please follow-up with the appropriate regional office to
schedule a Pre-Application conference. Regional Office contact information for your project can be found at the end of
this document.

Based on your answers to the PACT questionnaire, the tool has provided the attached responses highlighting
important considerations related to your project. These responses are based solely on the project information you
provided, and may not be comprehensive, but will serve as a starting point for the conference.

This conference, while not required, will assist the DEP in coordinating the review of all necessary permits for
proposed projects to ensure timely processing, efficient use of resources, thorough environmental review, and
consistent department action on proposed projects.

Please be aware that the applicant has the responsibility of complying with all relevant environmental laws and
regulations for the project, and permits may be required before construction or the commencement of operations.

Sincerely,

Staci Gustafson, Assistant Regional Director, Northwest Regional Office (Meadville)



The following Permit Application information was submitted to DEP on 9/2/2020 1:08:33 PM.

Project Name: Raw Water Reservoir Dredging Project
White Twp (Indiana)

Selected Mun|C|paI|t|es:Young Twp (Indiana)

Associated DEP Office: Northwest Regional Office (Meadville)

Applicant Information|

Applicant Company: The Central Indiana County Water Authority
Address 1: 30 East Wiley Street
Address 2: not specified
City: Homer City
State: PA
Zip: 15748
Contact: Mr. Robert T Nymick
Contact e-mail: kberfield@hotmail.com
Contact phone: 724-479-8005

Consultant Information

Consultant Company: Bankson Engineers, Inc.
Address 1: 267 Blue Run Road
Address 2: Suite 200
City: Cheswick
State: PA
Zip: 15024
Contact: Mr. Daniel R. Fischman
Contact e-mail: dfischman@banksonengineers.com
Contact phone:412-767-5100

Project Details]
Anticipated Timeframe: Commencement: 10/5/2020; Completion: 6/30/2021

The Authority receives its raw water from Yellow Creek. The Authority’s
intake, which is a 10-foot high overflow spillway type dam, is located
downstream of a dam controlled by the Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources (DCNR) Yellow Creek State Park, which ensures a
conservation release. Over time, sediment accumulates along the
Authority’s intake. This sediment accumulation leads to a myriad of
issues. The sediment causes the raw water turbidity to increase, as well
as causing the raw water to develop an odor. Both of these issues
require the Authority to increase its chemical usage at the water
treatment plant. Additionally, with a more shallow pool of water at the
intake, the temperature of the raw water increases, which also makes
the raw water more difficult to treat. Dredging leads to a decrease in the
amount of siltation in Yellow Creek.

Project Summary:

The Authority started dredging in 2013 and now routinely dredges due
to sediment accumulation along the intake. As a result of these efforts,
the Authority has seen a decrease in its chemical usage, reduced odor in
the water and less siltation in Yellow Creek.

The Central Indiana County Water Authority (Authority) applied for, and
received, Section 313 Funding for its raw water reservoir dredging
project, which involves the extension of the existing roadway to the
intake as well as funds for dredging.
NAIC: Construction - Water, Sewer, And Utility Lines
Job Creation: Fewer than 25 jobs created or retained
Economic impact: Less than $1 million in private investment

Attachment

These links, if present, provide you access to the attachments that you provided as part of the Pre-Application
Information. You are advised to save the attachments to your local computer or a network share when prompted by
your browser.

Location.pdf



EXHIBIT 2

DCNR Map of Pennsylvania Scenic Rivers



Pennsylvania Sceni
Rivers Program

Location Map

The following map depicts the location of Pennsylvania and Federally designated Scenic Rivers.
The Pennsylvania Scenic rivers are depicted in yellow, the Federally designated Scenic Rivers
are depicted on this map in orange. Click on the corridor you wish to study or its name in the list
below to get more information on it.

Scenic Rivers Programs in Pennsylvania

State 1ad Federally Dealgnated Rivers.

Pennsylvania Scenic River
{777 Federal Scenic River

Pennsylvania Designated Rivers Federal Designated Rivers
Date Date Date
hiame Designated Name Designated ame Designated
: . liddle Delaware
{ 1K Ay . eC. . .
1 Schuylkill River  Nov. 1978 8 Bear Run Dec. 1988 1 River Sept. 1965
2 Stony Creek Mar. 1980 9 Tucquan Creek  Dec. 1988 2 E.v:r’ Delaware ., 1978

3 Lehigh River Apr. 1982 10 Lower Brandywine June 1989 3 Allegheny River  Apr. 1992
4French Creek  Apr.1982 11 XellowBreeches po0 1099 4 ClarionRiver  Oct. 1996

Creek
5 Lick Run Dec.1982 12 g‘:ief(h“ke" Dec.1992 5 White Clay Creek Oct. 1996

Lower Delaware o = 500

6 Octoraro Creek  Oct. 1983 13 Pine Creek Dec. 1992 River

7 Le Tort Spring Mar. 1988
Run

Home - Contact - FAQ

//"'" ‘ TN



EXHIBIT 3
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Wetland Map
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EXHIBIT 3a

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey



¢ jo | abed KaAIng [10S 8AleIado0) [euoieN 9DIAIOG UONBAIOSUOD g

|—==]

020Z/1/6 AaAIng |10S gopn S92IN0SaY [einjeN VS

P8SOM NLT 3UOZ LN :SOR86pT  H8SDM :SS1eulpiood Jawo)  Jojeisly Gap uoppalold dely
009 00 00¢ 00l 0
=2y
08l ozl 09 02 0
[SEIE
399Us (,5°8 X ,,TT) @deospue| v uo pajuud 4 08T'2: T :9jeds de

022099 0/1099 021099

N.8 V€ o0F N.8 V€ o0F

L

°®E9S SIUL 1R PIIRA B¢ 10U Arw deR [0S

Kempeoy pspusixg

N.8T V€ o0 2 E : N.8T € o0

elueAlAsuusd ‘Alunon eueipuj—dey [10S




¢ Jo Z abed KaAIng [10S 8AleIado0) [euoieN 9DIAIOG UONBAIOSUOD g

0202/1/6 Aanng 10S gop s90Inosay |eanjeN  vasn
odgopos &
dis Jo aplis :
‘Juapine aq Aew salepunog jiun dew jo Bumiys &
¢ . soyuis
Joujw awos ‘qnsai e sy ‘sdew asay} uo pake|dsip Aiabew
punoubyoeq ay) wouy siayip Ajlgeqosd paziibip pue pa|idwod jodg papoig Ajplenag =

&
&

aJam saul| |I0S 8y} yoiym uo dew aseq Jayjo 1o ojoydoyuo ay |

lodg Apues .7,
110¢ 10dg aule +
‘9 JIBIN—010Z ‘9 AON  :paydeiBojoyd asem sebew [euse (s)areq S 8ules
i
“Jobue| 10 000‘0S: L douoinQ o0y
so|eos dew 1oy (smojje aoeds se) pajage| aJe sjun dew [10S 19)BM [BIUUBIDY O
020z ‘g unr ‘| uolsie  :ejeq ealy Aeaing J191B\\ SNOBUE||8OSIN (=]
eluenlAsuuad ‘Aluno) euelpu; :ealy AoAIng |10S
fuenp losuly
‘MOJa( pajsl| (S)alep UOISIaA Uy} JO
Se ejep payiued SOYN-YASN 8u) woly pajessusb s jonpod siyL fudesboroug rewey [ dwems joysiew T
punoibyoeg k! a___
‘palinbal ale eale 10 8OUEBJSIP JO SUONEIND|ED 8)RINJO. Mol eAeT
aI0W JI pasn aq p|noys ‘uonosfoid o1uod eale-jenba siaqy Speoy [ed07] IupuET &
oy} se yons ‘eale saniasald jey) uonosfoid v “eale pue aouelsip ’
. speoy Jofey .
suo}sIp 1ng adeys pue uonoallp santasald yoiym ‘uonosfosd j0dg Ajjerein .
J0}ROIBIN g9/ BY} UO paseq ale AaAINg |I0S gap\ 8y} woly sdey senoy sn onesy 38
(268£:98d3) J01eoIB| GOAN  :WLB)SAS 8)euUIpI00) sRemybiH aye)siau| L
) : uolssaideq paso &
74N A8AIng 1108 gom . 19591050 PosaId
90IAI8G UOIIBAIBSUO)) S$80Jn0say |einjeN  :dej Jo 82in0S sliiey lodg kepy E
uolnjeyodsuel)
‘Sjuswainseaw nd mouog  [H]
deuw Joj }19ays dew yoea uo 9|eas Jeq ay} uo Aja1 ases|d S|eued pue sweans
sainjead Jajep momoig €54
"a|e0s sainjea julod |e1oads
salnjea aul |eoadg -
pajielep aiow e Je UMOYS uaaq aAeY pInod jey} s|ios Buljseuod s1u104 1un dep [0S o
JO seale ||lews ay} moys jou op sdew ay] ‘juswade|d aul| 1Py 7
|10s jo Aoeinooe pue Buiddew jo [1eap auj jo Buipuejsiapunsiw ; saur yun dep 10 e
asned ueo Buiddew jo a|eos ay) puokaq sdew jo Juswabiejug 10dS 19M L0
suobBAjod yun dep 110 ]
'9]e0s sIy} Je plleA aq jou Aew dey |10 Buiuiepp jodg Auoys iop W sjiog
dg A
000vZ:1 jods Auois @ (10V) ¥saiayu| jo ealy
je paddew a1am |QY JNoA asudwod jey} skeans |10s ay | ealy |lodg = (10V) 3sa4183u] Jo EAIY
NOILVINHO4NI dVIN aN3931 dVIN

elueAlAsuusd ‘Alunon eueipuj—dey [10S




Soil Map—Indiana County, Pennsylvania

Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

DkF Dekalb-Hazleton channery 7.8 54.6%
sandy loams, 25 to 80
percent slopes, extremely
stony

PmA Pope fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 2.1 14.8%
percent slopes, rarely
flooded

w Water 4.4 30.6%

Totals for Area of Interest 14.4 100.0%

USDA Natural Resources
== Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey

National Cooperative Soil Survey

9/1/2020
Page 3 of 3



EXHIBIT 4

PNDI Project Environmental Review Receipt



Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources Project Search |ID: PNDI-717131
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_raw_water_reservoir_dredg 717131_FINAL 1.pdf

1. PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name: Raw Water Reservoir Dredging

Date of Review: 8/26/2020 11:54:35 AM

Project Category: In-stream / Riverine Activities and Projects, Dredging/channel maintenance
Project Area: 4.11 acres

County(s): Indiana

Township/Municipality(s): BRUSH VALLEY; WHITE

ZIP Code: 15701

Quadrangle Name(s): BRUSH VALLEY

Watersheds HUC 8: Conemaugh

Watersheds HUC 12: Yellow Creek Lake-Yellow Creek

Decimal Degrees: 40.570612, -79.106753

Degrees Minutes Seconds: 40° 34' 14.2030" N, 79° 6' 24.3100" W

2. SEARCH RESULTS

Agency Results Response

PA Game Commission No Known Impact No Further Review Required
PA Department of Conservation and No Known Impact No Further Review Required
Natural Resources

PA Fish and Boat Commission No Known Impact No Further Review Required
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service No Known Impact No Further Review Required

As summarized above, Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) records indicate no known impacts to
threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources within the project area. Therefore,
based on the information you provided, no further coordination is required with the jurisdictional agencies. This
response does not reflect potential agency concerns regarding impacts to other ecological resources, such as
wetlands.
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Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
PNDI Receipt: project receipt_raw_water _reservoir_dredg 717131 _FINAL 1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-717131

|:| Buffered Project Boundary

[:] Project Boundary

Raw Water Reservoir Dredging

Brush Vailay Ty

Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community
Esri, HERE, Gamin, (c) OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS user community

Sources: Es, HERE, Garmin, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO, USGS, FAQ, NPS,

NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance Survey, Esr Japan, METI, Esri China
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Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources Project Search ID: PNDI-717131
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_raw_water_reservoir_dredg 717131 _FINAL 1.pdf

Raw Water Reservoir Dredging

00.078.15 0.3 0.45 06

S e (Vile s
D Project Boundary
l:l Buffered Project Boundary
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> \ F
Fittsburale | > < s

Service Layer Credits: Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, Intermap, increment P Corp., 0 W oHarrisburg L
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance Survey, o O o
Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), (c) OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS n Fhilad
User Community . i T
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Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources Project Search ID: PNDI-717131
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_raw_water_reservoir_dredg_717131_FINAL_1.pdf

3. AGENCY COMMENTS

Regardless of whether a DEP permit is necessary for this proposed project, any potential impacts to threatened
and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources must be resolved with the appropriate
jurisdictional agency. In some cases, a permit or authorization from the jurisdictional agency may be needed if
adverse impacts to these species and habitats cannot be avoided.

These agency determinations and responses are valid for two years (from the date of the review), and are
based on the project information that was provided, including the exact project location; the project type,
description, and features; and any responses to questions that were generated during this search. If any of the
following change: 1) project location, 2) project size or configuration, 3) project type, or 4) responses to the
questions that were asked during the online review, the results of this review are not valid, and the review must
be searched again via the PNDI Environmental Review Tool and resubmitted to the jurisdictional agencies. The
PNDI tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review may reveal more or fewer impacts than what is listed
on this PNDI receipt. The jursidictional agencies strongly advise against conducting surveys for the species
listed on the receipt prior to consultation with the agencies.

PA Game Commission
RESPONSE:

No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.

PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
RESPONSE:

No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.

PA Fish and Boat Commission
RESPONSE:

No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

RESPONSE:

No impacts to federally listed or proposed species are anticipated. Therefore, no further consultation/coordination
under the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq. is required. Because no take of
federally listed species is anticipated, none is authorized. This response does not reflect potential Fish and Wildlife
Service concerns under the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act or other authorities.

4. DEP INFORMATION

The Pa Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) requires that a signed copy of this receipt, along with any
required documentation from jurisdictional agencies concerning resolution of potential impacts, be submitted with
applications for permits requiring PNDI review. Two review options are available to permit applicants for handling PNDI
coordination in conjunction with DEP's permit review process involving either T&E Species or species of special
concern. Under sequential review, the permit applicant performs a PNDI screening and completes all coordination with
the appropriate jurisdictional agencies prior to submitting the permit application. The applicant will include with its
application, both a PNDI receipt and/or a clearance letter from the jurisdictional agency if the PNDI Receipt shows a
Potential Impact to a species or the applicant chooses to obtain letters directly from the jurisdictional agencies. Under
concurrent review, DEP, where feasible, will allow technical review of the permit to occur concurrently with the T&E
species consultation with the jurisdictional agency. The applicant must still supply a copy of the PNDI Receipt with its
permit application. The PNDI Receipt should also be submitted to the appropriate agency according to directions on
the PNDI Receipt. The applicant and the jurisdictional agency will work together to resolve the potential impact(s). See

the DEP PNDI policy at https://conservationexplorer.denr.pa.gov/content/resources.

Page 4 of 5



Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources Project Search |ID: PNDI-717131
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_raw_water_reservoir_dredg 717131_FINAL_1.pdf

5. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

The PNDI environmental review website is a preliminary screening tool. There are often delays in updating species
status classifications. Because the proposed status represents the best available information regarding the
conservation status of the species, state jurisdictional agency staff give the proposed statuses at least the same
consideration as the current legal status. If surveys or further information reveal that a threatened and endangered
and/or special concern species and resources exist in your project area, contact the appropriate jurisdictional
agency/agencies immediately to identify and resolve any impacts.

For a list of species known to occur in the county where your project is located, please see the species lists by county
found on the PA Natural Heritage Program (PNHP) home page (www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us). Also note that the
PNDI Environmental Review Tool only contains information about species occurrences that have actually been
reported to the PNHP.

6. AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION

PA Department of Conservation and Natural U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Resources Pennsylvania Field Office
Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section Endangered Species Section
400 Market Street, PO Box 8552 110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8552 State College, PA 16801
Email: RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov Email: IR1_ESPenn@fws.gov
NO Faxes Please
PA Fish and Boat Commission PA Game Commission
Division of Environmental Services Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management
595 E. Rolling Ridge Dr., Bellefonte, PA 16823 Division of Environmental Planning and Habitat
Email: RA-FBPACENOTIFY@pa.gov Protection
2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797
Email: RA-PGC_PNDI@pa.gov

NO Faxes Please

7. PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION

Name:_ Dan Fischman

Company/Business Name: Bankson Engineers, Inc.

Address: 267 Blue Run Road, Suite 200

City, State, Zip; Cheswick, PA 15024

Phone:( 412 ) 767-5100 Fax:(412 ) 767-5107
Email:_dfischman@banksonengineers.com

8. CERTIFICATION

| certify that ALL of the project information contained in this receipt (including project location, project
size/configuration, project type, answers to questions) is true, accurate and complete. In addition, if the project type,
location, size or configuration changes, or if the answers to any questions that were asked during this online review
change, | agree to re-do the online environmental review.

Dt B. Fuothwant / [-29- w2

applicant/project proponent signature i /8, date
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EXHIBIT 5

Pennsylvania Historical & Museum Commission Project
Review Form and Supporting Information



PROJECT REVIEW FORM SHPO USE ONLY S— /

Request to Initiate SHPO Consultation on | DATE ReCEIVED: 9/2/2() DATE DUE: 10/1/20

Pennsylvania State and Federal Undertakings
EiS":":i'.;"_‘_l. & Museum ER NUMBER: 2020'2358'063'A HRSE:
SECTION A: PROJECT NAME & LOCATION REV: 07/2020

Is this a new submittal? @ YES O NO  OR O This is additional information for ER Number:

Project Name  Raw Water Reservoir Dredging County Indiana Municipality White Township
Project Address Off S. 6th Street Extension City/State/ Zip Indiana PA 15701
SECTION B: CONTACT INFORMATION & MAILING ADDRESS
Name Daniel R. Fischman Phone (412) 767-5100
Company Bankson Engineers, Inc. Fax (412) 767-5107
Street/PO B i

feet/POBox 267 Blue Run Road, Suite 200 Email dfischman@banksonengineers.com
City/State/Zip  Cheswick PA 15024

Email cc:

SECTION C: PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This project is located on: - .
(check all that apply) I:l Federal property |:| State property Municipal property |:| Private property

List all federal and Agency Type Agency/Program/Permit Name Project/Permit/Tracking Number (if applicable)

state agencies and
programs Federal Army Corps. of Engineers Section 313 Grant

providing funds,

permits, licenses.

Proposed Work — Attach project description, scope of work, site plans, and/or drawings

Project includes (check all that apply): Construction I:l Demolition |:| Rehabilitation |:| Disposition

Total acres of project area: 0.07 Total acres of earth disturbance: 0.07

Are there any buildings or structures within the project area? OYes @ No Approximate age of buildings:

Does this project involve properties listed in or eligible for Yes No Unsure
the National Register of Historic Places, or locally O @ O
designated? Inventory here: https://gis.penndot.gov/crgis

Name

Key Number

Please email this form Attachments — Please include the following information with this form

and pdf attaCh ments to: / Map — 7.5’ USGS quad, streetmap, or parcel map showing the project's Area of Potential Effect

RA-PH-PASH PO'ER@pa.gOV J Description/Scope of Work— Narrative description of the project, including any ground

disturbance and previous land use, and any potential to impact historic resources

PIeasg be Su'je to Salv.e the Project Review F?rm_ SO Site PIans/Drawings — Indicate location and age of buildings, any proposed improvements,
that it remains a digital document and retains its and past and present land use

function as a fillable pdf. Do not print the form
and scan as a pdf.

Photographs — Digital photographs of all buildings and structures keyed to a site plan. If demolition or
exterior changes are proposed to buildings more than 50 years old, please also include Abbreviated HRSF

SHPO RESPONSE (SHPO USE ONLY)

There are NO HISTORIC PROPERTIES in the Area of Potential Effect SHPO REQUESTS ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (see attached)

/ The project will have NO EFFECT on historic properties

The project will have NO ADVERSE EFFECTS on historic properties: Key#

9/2/20

DIVISION CHIEF, ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: . DATE:

SC

SHPO REVIEWER:




PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Central Indiana County Water Authority (Authority) received Section 313 Funding for
its raw water reservoir dredging project, which involves the extension of the existing roadway to
the intake as well as funds for dredging.

The Authority receives its raw water from Yellow Creek. The Authority’s intake, which
is a 10-foot high overflow spillway type dam, is located downstream of a dam controlled by the
DCNR Yellow Creek State Park, which ensures a conservation release. Over time, sediment
accumulates along the Authority’s intake. This sediment accumulation leads to a myriad of issues.
The sediment causes the raw water turbidity to increase, as well as causing the raw water to develop
an odor. Both of these issues require the Authority to increase its chemical usage at the water
treatment plant. Additionally, with a more shallow pool of water at the intake, the temperature of
the raw water increases, which also makes the raw water more difficult to treat. Dredging leads
to a decrease in the amount of siltation in Yellow Creek.

The Authority started dredging in 2013 and now routinely dredges due to sediment
accumulation along the intake. As a result of these efforts, the Authority has seen a decrease in its
chemical usage, reduced odor in the water and less siltation in Yellow Creek.

No buildings are in the project area. The past and present land use has been a reservoir
for the Authority to receive its raw water from Yellow Creek. The total disturbance for the
extension of the existing roadway is approximately 0.07 acre.
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EXHIBIT 6
FEMA Floodplain Map
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EXHIBIT 7
Letter from the U.S. Department of Agriculture - NRCS



USDA

= |
United States Department of Agriculture

October 21, 2020

Dan Fischman

Environmental Scientist

Bankson Engineers, Inc.

267 Blue Run road, Suite 200

Cheswick, PA 15024

Phone: 412-767-5100 - Fax: 412-767-5107
dfischman@banksonengineers.com

Subject: The Central Indiana County Water Authority - Raw Water Reservoir Dredging Project -
Uniform Environmental Report

Dear Mr. Fischman:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the project map for the Environmental Report for the
above referenced project in White Township in Indiana County, PA. After completing a review
of the project’s potential to impact federal actions where NRCS has control or responsibility, no
potential for impact has been found for our easements and dams.

Because the project will receive federal funding from the US Army Corps of Engineers it must
be evaluated for impact to prime farmland and farmland of statewide importance as per the
Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA). According to the websoilsurvey map, the small area
that will be directly disturbed by the road extension project falls predominantly within the W or
water mapunit. At this magnified scale, the soil survey lines don’t quite match the landscape. In
my estimation, most of the work will be done within the DkF mapunit and therefore no Prime
Farmlands or Farmlands of Statewide Importance will be impacted. I do not believe that any
additional action is required on your part with regards to the FPPA.

If you have additional questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (717)-237- 2207 or
e-mail to yuri.plowden@usda.gov.

Sincerely,

Yuri Plowden
State Soil Scientist, NRCS
Harrisburg, PA

Cc: Matt Heffner, District Conservationist, Indiana County, PA
Dan Ludwig, State Resource Conservationist, Harrisburg, PA

Natural Resources Conservation Service
359 East Park Drive, Suite 2
Harrisburg, PA 17111-2747

Voice: 717-237-2100 | Fax: 855-813-2861

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer

Helping People Help the Land

USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.



EXHIBIT 8
EPA Map of Virtual Aquifers
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What is a sole source aguifer ? (and other information)
Click on the aquifer system name in the list below or on the map to access individual maps (note:
pages contain frames) .

e Columbia and Yorktown-Eastover Multiaquifer
e Maryland Piedmont Aquifer

o New Jersey Coastal Plain Aquifer

o Poolesville Area Aquifer

o Prospect Hill Aquifer

o Seven Valleys Aquifer
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Columbia & Yorktown-Eastover

Web created and maintained by:
EPA R3 GIS Team Last Update:
Environmental Assessment & Innovation Division February 2, 2007



EXHIBIT 9

Letter from Indiana County Office of Planning and
Development



Indiana County
Office of Planning X Development

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR Indiana County Courthouse Annex COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
801 Water Street . . .
Byron G. Stauffer, Jr. Indiana, Pennsylvania 15701-1705 R. Michael Keith, Chairman
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR (724) 465-3870 (Voice) Robin A. Gorman
(724) 465-3150 (Fax)
LuAnn Zak (724) 465-3805 (TDD) Sherene Hess
September 2, 2020

Daniel R. Fischman, Environmental Scientist
Bankson Engineers, Inc.

267 Blue Run Road

Suite 200

Cheswick, PA 15024

RE: Planning Consistency & Support Letter for The Central Indiana County Water Authority’s Raw Water
Reservoir Dredging Project

Mr. Fischman,

On behalf of the Indiana County Office of Planning & Development, I am writing to confirm that the proposed
Raw Water Reservoir Dredging Project, located in White Township, Indiana County, is consistent with all related
comprehensive planning documents adopted by the County of Indiana.

Based on information submitted to our office, we understand that the proposed project involves the extension of
an existing roadway by 300 feet and dredging the existing raw water reservoir. Our review of the proposed project
demonstrated multiple alignments with County planning documents. However, the most specific was found in
Chapter 5: Water and Sewer Facilities of the Indiana County Comprehensive Plan adopted in 2012 by the Indiana
County Commissioners. Recommendations in this chapter state “Provide adequate and appropriately located
public water and sewer services to protect public health, encourage economic development and manage growth
(p- 5.23)”. Again, we are pleased to advise you that the proposed project is consistent with all related planning
documents, including the 2012 Indiana County Comprehensive Plan.

Respectfully,

Josh Krug, Deputy Director, Planning Section

Cc: Byron Stauffer Jr., Executive Director; LuAnn Zak, Assistant Director; Molly Sarver, Senior Land Use
Planner



EXHIBIT 10
Letter from the White Township Zoning Department



White Township Supervisors

950 INDIAN SPRINGS ROAD
INDIANA, PENNSYLVANIA 15701-3506
(724) 463-8585 FAX (724) 463-0705

September 04, 2020

Daniel R. Fischman, Environmental Scientist
Bankson Engineers, Inc.

267 Blue Run Road

Suite 200

Cheswick, PA 15024

Via Email: dfischman@banksonengineers.com

RE: The Central Indiana County Water
Authority — Municipal Planning
Consistency Letter

Dear Mr. Fischman,

White Township is in receipt of your request for a Municipal Planning Consistency
Letter. It is the understanding of White Township that a 300’ road extension and
dredging of the existing raw water reservoir will take place. The project is consistent
with the White Township Comprehensive Plan and Long-Range Township Planning
Goals.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me at the above

address and telephone number.
%

s Anderson
Assistant Manager
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