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Executive Summary
McMillen Engineering, Inc. prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the National Pike Water Authority
to secure Federal funding for the development of a water storage tank in Henry Clay Township, Fayette
County, Pennsylvania. Section 313 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended, directs the
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to provide funding for design and construction to non-Federal interests for
water-related environmental infrastructure and resource development and protection projects (hereafter
Section 313).
This funding from the Corps will allow for the design and construction of a water storage tank in Henry Clay
Township; whereas, this water storage tank will serve not only residents in Henry Clay, but also Wharton
Township, Stewart Township, and Markleysburg Borough. The site location of the water storage tank is an
existing site, already disturbed, with two water storage tanks.
The National Pike Water Authority owns, operates, and maintains the water distribution system that serves
the four municipalities. Over the years, the areas have experienced growth of both residential and commercial
and the private well systems have been less than sufficient for both quality and quantity for many property
owners.
The EA is prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy act of 1969 (NEPA). The alternatives
identified for this project are the Proposed Action (design and construct the water storage tank with Federal
funding) or No Action (no Federal funding). It is expected the National Pike Water Authority would design
and construct even if no Federal funding is provided; therefore, the Proposed Action and No Action would
result in the work being completed.
All social and environmental factors are considered, including the cumulative effects thereof. This EA includes a
summary of the effects both by the Proposed Action and No Action alternative for all categories. The shortterm, minor, adverse impacts from the proposed project include: soils and topography, terrestrial resources,
air quality, noise, aesthetics, utilities, socioeconomic condition, child health and safety, and environmental
justice. Many of these minor impacts occur during the actual construction of the water storage tank at the site.
Short-term benefit to the socioeconomic conditions is employing local workers to assist with construction.
Long-term benefits to the local water supply system is the simple fact more individuals will be provided with
good quality and quantity of water.
Based on this evaluation of the environmental effects, there is no significant impacts from the Proposed Action,
and a Finding of No Significant Impact has been prepared.

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Executive Summary
1.0 Introduction ............................................................................................................................................. 2
1.1 Project Authority ........................................................................................................................ 2
1.2 Project Background .................................................................................................................... 2
1.3 Purpose and Need ...................................................................................................................... 2
1.4 Scope of the Environmental Assessment .............................................................................. 3
1.5 Public Involvement ...................................................................................................................... 3
2.0 Proposed Action .................................................................................................................................... 4
3.0 Alternatives to the Proposed Action .......................................................................................... 5
3.1 No Action Alternative ............................................................................................................... 5
3.2 Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study ....................................................................... 5
4.0 Existing Conditions .............................................................................................................................. 6
4.1 Soils and Topography ................................................................................................................. 7
4.2 Terrestrial Resources ................................................................................................................ 7
4.3 Air Quality .................................................................................................................................... 7
4.4 Noise .............................................................................................................................................. 7
4.5 Cultural Resources ..................................................................................................................... 8
4.6 Aesthetics ..................................................................................................................................... 8
4.7 Utilities .......................................................................................................................................... 8
4.8 Socioeconomic Conditions ....................................................................................................... 8
4.9 Child Health and Safety ............................................................................................................. 8
4.10 Environmental Justice ............................................................................................................. 8
5.0 Environmental Effects ...................................................................................................................... 10
5.1 Soils and Topography ............................................................................................................... 10
5.2 Terrestrial Resources .............................................................................................................. 10
5.3 Air Quality .................................................................................................................................. 10
5.4 Noise ............................................................................................................................................ 10
5.5 Cultural Resources ................................................................................................................... 11
5.6 Aesthetics ................................................................................................................................... 11
5.7 Utilities ........................................................................................................................................ 11
5.8 Socioeconomic Conditions ..................................................................................................... 11
5.9 Child Health & Safety ............................................................................................................... 11
5.10 Environmental Justice ........................................................................................................... 11
5.11 Cumulative Impacts .............................................................................................................. 11
5.12 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources .......................................... 12
6.0 Conclusion .............................................................................................................................................. 13
7.0 Appendices ............................................................................................................................................. 15
Appendix A---Development Plan .......................................................................................... 16
Appendix B---USGS Location Map......................................................................................... 17
Appendix C—Soil Map ............................................................................................................. 18
Appendix D – National Wetland Inventory Map ............................................................... 19
Appendix E—Agency Coordination ...................................................................................... 20

1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 Project Authority
Section 313 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580), as amended,
directs the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) to identify and provide design and construction
assistance to non-Federal interests for water-related environmental infrastructure and water resource
development and protection projects in south central Pennsylvania (hereinafter the “Section 313
Program”).
Prior to providing design and construction assistance for a project, the ACOE requires a Project
Partnership Agreement (PPA), which is executed by the ACOE and the non-Federal sponsor. The
Section 313 Program provides for a federal contribution of 75 percent of the total project cost and 25
percent contribution from the non-Federal sponsor. The non-Federal interest receives credit for lands,
easements, rights-of-way, and relocation towards its share of project cost, but not to exceed 25
percent of the total project cost. The non-Federal sponsor is responsible for operation and
maintenance cost at 100 percent.
1.2 Project Background
The project is located in Henry Clay Township, Fayette County, Pennsylvania. In addition to Henry
Clay Township, Wharton Township, Stewart Township, and Markleysburg Borough are included in the
regional water supply system owned and operated by the National Pike Water Authority (NPWA).
The NPWA has received funding from previous rounds of awards through ACOE and each time an
Environmental Assessment was prepared for each project. Refer to Appendix for mapping.
The non-Federal sponsor for this project is NPWA. The consulting engineering firm for the project is
McMillen Engineering, Inc., who is responsible for the design and applying for applicable permits for the
action.
1.3 Purpose and Need
The NPWA owns and operates the water distribution system in the four municipalities in Fayette
County, Pennsylvania. The system became operational in the early 2000s and over the years, area
expansion and growth in the municipalities have warranted expanding the distribution system.
A Water Study was completed by NPWA in 2011 which assessed the existing system and future
demands in the municipalities. The result of the Study was the need for an additional well field and
water storage tank to meet the demands; thus, allowing for residents and business to not rely on
bottled water as so many do today as a result of malfunctioning wells and wells drying up. This project
will allow for extensions of waterlines to aid property owners will the quality and quantity of water
each individual deserves. This reliable water supply will enhance fire protection in the service areas.
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1.4 Scope of the Environmental Assessment
Authorized by the Section 313 Program, this ACOE proposes to fund the Federal share of the design
and construction cost of the project. The proposed funding constitutes a major Federal action, and an
Environmental Assessment is required. To assess the impacts of the funding action, McMillen
Engineering, Inc. prepared the Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential environmental and
socioeconomic impacts from design, construction, and operation of the Proposed Action.
1.5 Public Involvement
McMillen Engineering, Inc. submitted the scope of work to begin consultation with the Pennsylvania
Historical Museum and Commission in September 2017. Previously, McMillen Engineering, Inc.
prepared a Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) for the Public Water Supply Permit which
resulted in no known impacts to the Pennsylvania Game Commission, Pennsylvania Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources, Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, and U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Services.
A Public Notice, prepared October 5, 2017 was submitted to various agencies for review with a copy
of the agency’s correspondence included in the Appendix.
A Notice of Availability announcing the availability of the Environmental Assessment and Finding of No
Significant Impact will be provided to those who received a copy of the Public Notice.
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2.0 PROPOSED ACTION
The Proposed Action is funding by the ACOE, under the Section 313 Program, of the Federal share of
the design and construction cost of the NPWA Water Storage Tank. The Water Storage Tank will be
330,000 gallons and located within the site of the other two owned, operated, and maintained water
storage tanks by NPWA. The project area surrounding the site of the water storage tank is mainly
residential, state game lands, and an elementary school.
The total amount in Federal funds that has been allocated to NPWA by the executed PPA for the
project is $602,475.00. The total cost for the project is $803,300.00; whereas, at a 75/25 percent cost
sharing, the Federal share is $602,475.00, and the non-Federal sponsor share is $200,825.00.
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3.0. ALTERNATIVES TO PROPOSED ACTION
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires the Environmental Assessment evaluates all
reasonable alternatives to the Proposed Action, including if No- Action was selected. Based on this
project, there is no other alternative other than No-Action in addition to the Proposed Action
previously outlined in Section 2.0. The No-Action Alternative involves no federal funding.
3.1 No Action Alternative
Under the No-Action Alternative, the ACOE would not reimburse the non-Federal sponsor (NPWA)
for the Federal share of the proposed project. The NPWA would design and construct this project
without Section 313 Program funding. The NPWA would secure other funding from various other
sources. The result of the No-Action Alternative is that the project would continue to be constructed
per McMillen Engineering’s discussion with Chairman Richard Dennis on September 27, 2018 if no
federal funds would be available for the project. The NPWA is committed to providing water to
residents knowing the poor water quality and quantity in most of their service area. The monthly
meeting has residents attending asking when they will be provided with public water. There is a
constant need in the four municipalities.
3.2 Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study
There are no other alternatives identified in the Environmental Assessment. The NPWA evaluated the
best method of providing adequate water to those not currently served by public water in the regional
system. The site selected for the project is the most cost effective and minimal impact to the
communities and historic and natural resources. NPWA determined that the Proposed Action is the
only feasible alternative because there are no other methods to provide sufficient water to the
residents.
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4.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS
This section of the Environmental Assessment describes the existing conditions and the affected
environment for the natural and socioeconomic resource categories applicable to the area affected by
the Proposed Action.
Each resource was reviewed for its applicability to the Proposed Action. Resource categories clearly
not applicable to the alternatives were screened from further evaluation; whereas, those affected
resources applicable to the Proposed Action are discussed further in Section 5.0 Environmental
Effects. To describe existing conditions and environmental effects, the project area is defined as the
areas directly affected by the project design and construction.
The Table below is a matrix for baseline conditions:
Table 4-1
Resource Category
Land Use

Affected by
Proposed
Project/
No

Geology

No

Soils and Topography

Yes (§4.1,
§5.1)
No

Prime and Unique
Farmlands

Groundwater
Surface Water
Resources
Wetlands

No
No

Floodplains
Terrestrial Resources

No
Yes (§4.2,
§5.2)
No

Threatened and
Endangered Species

Designated Natural
Areas
Climate
Air Quality

No

No
No
Yes (§4.3,
§5.3)

Reason for Non-Applicability Determination
Existing land use is mainly rural with residential, vacant
land, and some commercial businesses. Land Use would
not be affected by the proposed project.
No changes to the geology are anticipated as the existing
site is developed.
There will be no impacts to farming in the community as
the site location for the additional water storage tank
already is disturbed with the concrete pad for the
proposed well. The property is the site of the existing
water storage tanks owned by the NPWA.
No impacts to groundwater expected.
None present in the project area.
According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National
Wetland Inventory maps, there are no wetlands located
within the proposed limits of disturbance.
Area not located in a flood plain
PA Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) shows no impact
to PA Game Commission, PA Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources, PA Fish and Boat
Commission, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Search
PNDI ID 618922 dated December 15, 2016
There are no Wild or Scenic Rivers, National Parks or
National Forests in the project area.
No effects expected.
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Noise
Cultural Resources
Aesthetics
Recreation
Utilities
Transportation

Yes (§4.4,
§5.4)
No
Yes (§4.6,
§5.6)
No
Yes (§4.7,
§5.7)
No

Socioeconomic
Conditions
Hazardous, Toxic, and
Radioactive
Substances

Yes (§4.8,
§5.8)
No

Child Health and
Safety
Environmental Justice

Yes (§4.9,
§5.9)
No

The PHMC letter, dated September 22, 2017, states no
impact. Refer to §4.5 and §5.5 for further details.
None present in the project area.
The site has access of off Route 40 (National Pike) so
there will be no controlled traffic, lane closure, etc. during
construction.
No hazardous, toxic or radioactive substances/materials
are known to be present in the project area. The
proposed project will not use hazardous or toxic
materials, other than in minor amounts for routine
maintenance. The project is expected to general minimal
to no amount of hazardous wastes, which would be
disposed of according to state and Federal Regulations
This is further detailed in §4.10 and §5.10

§4.1 Soils and Topography
The soil survey map and descriptions were obtained from the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s
National Resources Conservation Service website. The site lies within the Clymer channery loam
(CmB) soil series. The major soil limitations are: cutbanks cave, easily erodible, low strength/landslide
prone, slow percolation, and wetness.
§4.2 Terrestrial Resources
The site is located off of Route 40 (National Pike) in a rural area with residential dwellings, open
farmland, along with state game lands and semi-public uses (a church and an elementary school) in the
area. The terrestrial resource would be associated wildlife for the area (birds, rabbits, deer, raccoons,
snakes, bear, mice and squirrels/chipmunks). There are no known sensitive resources present.
§4.3 Air Quality
Air emissions produced by this project will be limited to normal dust emissions as a result of water
facility construction. Emissions will be short-term and will be controlled using normal practices.
§4.4 Noise
During construction, noise will be generated in the immediate area from the machinery and
equipment. The nearest residential dwelling is 386 feet from the site. The contractor will be asked to
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take ordinary, normal measures to minimize noise pollution at the site; however, it is likely there is
more traffic noise generated from Route 40 (National Pike) due to vehicular traffic that what is
generated during construction.
§4.5 Cultural Resources
McMillen Engineering, Inc. initiated consultation with the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum
Commission (PHMC) in September 2017 providing the scope of work and location of the water
storage tank. It is understood that National Pike and buildings along the road are listed or eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. There is no work planned along National Pike to
impact the road itself nor is any of the work impacting eligible or listed historic places.
The PHMC responded, letter dated September 22, 2017 and included in the Appendix on their
findings. The Proposed Action is being conducted in previously disturbed soils with the existing two
water storage tanks at the site. Based on PHMC survey files, which include both archaeological sites
and standing structures, there are no National Register eligible or listed historic or archeological
properties in the area of the proposed project. Therefore, consultation for this project is complete.
However, if NPWA or the selected contractor encounter archaeological resources during
construction, contact the State Historic Preservation Office.
§4.6 Aesthetics
The aesthetics in the area are rural residential with an elementary school and church with businesses
further east or west along Route 40 (National Pike).
§4.7 Utilities
The utility demands for an additional water storage tank can be met. The water storage tank will allow
for extension of waterlines to areas currently on well water with poor quality and/or quantity. Many
property owners still rely on bottled water.
§4.8 Socioeconomic Conditions
This project will not result in any individual needing to relocate and opportunities for employment in
construction and technical services while under construction. The additional water storage tank will
allow the NPWA to provide water to those currently on well water.
§4.9 Child Health and Safety
Residences, a church, an elementary school, businesses are within the immediate area of the site.
Children may be present at any of these uses depending on day of week and the time of year.
§4.10 Environmental Justice
Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations, signed by the president on February 11, 1994 directs Federal agencies to
take the appropriate and necessary steps to identify and address disproportionately high and adverse
effects of Federal projects on the health and environment of minority and low-income populations to
the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law.
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Minority populations, as defined by the “Environmental Justice Guidance Under NEPA”, includes:
persons who identify themselves as Asian or Pacific Islander, Native American or Alaskan Native,
black, or Hispanic. A minority population exists where the percentage of minorities in an affected area
either exceeds 50 percent or is meaningfully greater than in the general population. Low-income
populations are identified using poverty threshold, which is based on income and family size. The
Census Bureau defines a “poverty area” as a census tract with 20 percent or more of its residents
below the poverty threshold and an “extreme poverty area” as one with 40 percent or more below
the poverty level.
According to the Census of 2010 (U.S. Census Bureau, released June 2011), the population in Henry
Clay Township is 2,066 people with total households being 795. The population by races included
97.6% white, 0.2% Black/African American, 0.4% American Indian, 0.5% Asian, and 0.2% other race.
The median family income level is $51,750 and the per capita income is at $23,556. Approximately
14.3% families are below the poverty level and 19.8% of the population was below the poverty line.
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5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
The Environmental Assessment of the Proposed Action was based on an evaluation of the impacts
from design, construction, and operation of the proposed project. The No-Action Alternative assumed
that the NPWA will still proceed with the project if no Section 313 Program funding was available;
therefore, the Environmental Effects are the same as those for either the Proposed Action or NoAction Alternative.
Various agency reviews, permitting requirements, design, and construction activities are used to
determine the environmental effects of the proposed water storage tank. Also considered is the
operation of the water storage tank for long-term impacts after construction is complete.
Below details mitigation measures from the specific resource effected by the project; whereas, all
mitigation is the responsibility of NPWA.
§5.1 Soils and Topography
The Proposed Action will have short-term adverse impacts to soils in the project area due to
construction activities. The site has been previously disturbed with the existing two water storage
tanks. An Erosion and Sedimentation Plan is required and was approved by the Fayette County
Conservation District along with an approved NPDES permit from the Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection.
§5.2 Terrestrial Resources
Disturbance of wildlife will be short-term during construction activities and will temporarily displace
wildlife; however, upon completion wildlife may choose to return to the area.
§5.3 Air Quality
The Proposed Action will have short-term adverse localized effect on air quality due to emissions from
construction equipment. No long-term effects are expected.
§5.4 Noise
There will be short-term adverse effect during construction activities. Normal and ordinary measures
to minimize noise during construction will be asked of the selected contractor.
§5.5 Cultural Resources
As detailed in Section 4.5, historic resources are within the overall project area of the NPWA public
water distribution system. However, no work for the water storage tank is proposed along the
National Pike or at/near historic resources either eligible or listed with the PHMC. The PHMC letter,
dated September 22, 2017, states based on their survey files, which includes both archeological sites
and standing structure, there are no National Register or listed historical or archeological properties
in the area of this project.
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§5.6 Aesthetics
The minor adverse impact will be visual aesthetics from construction equipment and excavation work
for those adjacent to the site. The property is not directly located along a main roadway; thus, limiting
the visual aesthetics. Once the project is complete, there will be a 330,000-gallon water storage tank
which will be slightly higher than the existing two water tanks on the same site. Henry Clay Township
was required to hold a public hearing and public meetings on the proposed project and no
resident/property owner was in opposition of the project.
§5.7 Utilities
There are no short-term or long-term adverse effects on utilities from this Proposed Action. A
positive effect is the simple fact the NPWA will now have the means to extend water lines to areas
underserved who are currently on either well water or purchasing bottled water for their water
supply.
§5.8 Socioeconomic Conditions
There are no significant socioeconomic environmental consequences to the installation of the water
storage tank. Short-term benefits are from temporary increase in design and construction workforce;
however, the long-term effect of the water storage tank will allow the NPWA to provide water to
more businesses and residents in the four municipalities.
§5.9 Child Health & Safety
The potential impact to child health and safety is short-term, minor impact during construction
activities. The contractor is responsible for the safety of all persons as well as public and private
properties. The site is already enclosed with fencing; thus, the site will be closed when there is no
contractor on site and will be permanently locked once construction concludes. The NPWA is the
only entity with access to the site.
§5.10 Environmental Justice
As shown in Section 4.10, the proposed project is not considered to be an area of concentrated
minority population or an area of concentrated poverty. Based on the analysis, the Proposed Action
will not cause disproportionately high and adverse effects on any minority or low-income populations
in accordance with the provisions of E.O. 12898. No further Environmental Justice analysis is required.
§5.11 Cumulative Impacts
The definition of cumulative impact is “the impact on the environment which results from the
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future
action regardless of what agency or person undertakes such other actions. Evaluations of cumulative
impacts include consideration of the Proposed Action with known past and present actions, as well as
reasonably foreseeable future actions.
The work proposed under the Section 313 Funding is to allow the NPWA provide water to additional
users within their regional water system. The NPWA began with the development of the well field,
water storage tanks, and installing waterlines since the early 2000s which were all designed and
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constructed and almost every year since the initial project, water lines are extended. There have been
no significant adverse impacts associated with this work. There are no known other past, present or
future actions in the project area that would create significant impacts when considered in conjunction
with the proposed project.
The long-term benefit of the Proposed Action will allow the NPWA to provide additional users good
quantity and quality of water and improving the existing distribution system.
§5.12 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources
An irreversible or irretrievable commitment of sources refers to impacts on or losses to resources
that cannot be recovered or reversed. Irreversible is a term that describes the loss of future options.
It applies primarily to the impacts of use of nonrenewable resources, such as minerals or cultural
resources, soil productivity, that are renewable only over long periods of time. Irretrievable is a term
that applies to the loss of production, harvest, or use of natural resources. For example, if farm land is
used for a non-agricultural event, some or all of the agricultural production from an area of farm land
is lost irretrievably while the area is temporarily used for another purpose.
Based on the Proposed Action by the NPWA, the short-term irreversible commitments of resources
include planning and engineering costs, material and supplies and their cost, during construction cost of
energy resources, labor cost, dust emission and noise (both temporary). No irretrievable commitment
of resources would result in the Proposed Action.
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6.0 CONCLUSION
McMillen Engineering, Inc. prepared the Environmental Assessment for Federal Funding for National
Pike Water Authority Water Storage Tank in Henry Clay Township, Fayette County, Pennsylvania, as
authorized under Section 313 of the Water Resources Development Act.
Under the Proposed Action, the ACOE would provide 75 percent of the design and construction
costs of $803,300.00 for the water storage tank.
Short-term, minor adverse impacts from the proposed project would be expected to include: dust, air
emission, aesthetics, and noise during construction from earthmoving equipment and installing the
water storage tank. The project area is 2 acres with 0.16 acres of disturbance.
Compost filter socks and a rock construction entrance will be used as the primary method of erosion
and sediment control. Additionally, best management practices will be employed to minimize erosion
and sediment pollution from leaving the site. The proposed BMPs will prevent any offsite
sedimentation, or erosion impacts. The erosion control BMPs have been designed in accordance with
the PADEP Erosion and Sediment Pollution Control Program Manual.
The short-term benefits to socioeconomic conditions would be expected as a result of employing local
works to construct the project. Long-term benefits to the local water supply system are expected
from this project, reducing the strain on the aquifer, and providing a dependable source of water to
residents and business owners.
Below is a summary of the Effects of the Proposed Action and the No-Action Alternative impact:
RESOURCE
Land Use
Geology
Soils and Topography
Prime and Unique Farmlands
Groundwater
Surface Water Resources
Wetlands
Floodplains
Terrestrial Resources
Threatened and Endangered Species
Designated Natural Areas
Climate
Air Quality
Noise
Cultural Resources

PROPOSED ACTION
No Effect
No Effect
Short-term, minor
impact
No Effect
No Effect
No Effect
No Effect
No Effect
Short-term, minor
impact
No Effect based on
the PNDI
No Effect
No Effect
Short-term, minor
impact
Short-term, minor
impact
No Effect based on
PHMC Response
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NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE
No Effect
No Effect
Short-term, minor impact
No Effect
No Effect
No Effect
No Effect
No Effect
Short-term, minor impact
No Effect based on the PNDI
No Effect
No Effect
Short-term, minor impact
Short-term, minor impact
No Effect based on PHMC
Response

Aesthetics
Recreation
Utilities

Transportation
Socioeconomic Conditions
Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive
Substances
Child Health and Safety
Environmental Justice

Short-term, minor
impact
No Effect
Short-term, minor
impact; Long-term
benefit to the water
supply system
No Effect
Short-term, minor
impact
No Effect
Short-term, minor
impact
No Effect

Short-term, minor impact
No Effect
Short-term, minor impact; Longterm benefit to the water supply
system
No Effect
Short-term, minor impact
No Effect
Short-term, minor impact
No Effect

Based on the analysis and evaluation of the environmental effects described in Section 5.0, there are no
significant impacts from the Proposed Action, and a Finding of No Significant Impact will be prepared.
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Section 313 Public Notice Mail List for National Pike Water Authority Water
Storage Tank
PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section
400 Market Street, PO Box 8552
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8552
PA Fish and Boat Commission
Division of Environmental Services
450 Robinson Lane
Bellefonte, PA 16823
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services
Pennsylvania Field Office
Endangered Species Section
110 Radnor Road, Suite 101
State College, PA 16801
PA Game Commission
Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management
Division of Environmental Planning and Habitat Protection
2001 Elmerton Avenue
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797
Fayette County Office of Planning, Zoning and Community Development
Sara Rosiek, Director
61 East Main Street, 4th floor Courthouse
Uniontown, PA 15401
Henry Clay Township
155 Martin Road
Markleysburg, PA 15459
Fayette County Conservation District
10 Nickman Plaza
Lemont Furnace, PA 15456

7.0 APPENDICES
Appendix A
Appendix B
Appendix C
Appendix D
Appendix E

Development Plan
USGS Location Map
Soil Map
National Wetland Inventory Map
Agency Coordination
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APPENDIX B
USGS LOCATION MAP
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APPENDIX C
SOIL MAP
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APPENDIX D
NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY MAP
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APPENDIX E
AGENCY COORDINATION
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Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_npwa_flat_rock_water_stor_618922_FINAL_1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-618922

1. PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name: NPWA - Flat Rock Water Storage Tank
Date of Review: 12/15/2016 10:57:42 AM
Project Category: Water extraction/transfer, Other
Project Area: 0.17 acres
County(s): Fayette
Township/Municipality(s): HENRY CLAY
ZIP Code: 15459
Quadrangle Name(s): OHIOPYLE
Watersheds HUC 8: Youghiogheny
Watersheds HUC 12: Meadow Run
Decimal Degrees: 39.775661, -79.490449
Degrees Minutes Seconds: 39° 46' 32.3796" N, 79° 29' 25.6153" W

2. SEARCH RESULTS
Agency

Results

Response

PA Game Commission

No Known Impact

No Further Review Required

PA Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources

No Known Impact

No Further Review Required

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_npwa_flat_rock_water_stor_618922_FINAL_1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-618922

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.dcnr.pa.gov/content/resources.
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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
Resources
Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section
400 Market Street, PO Box 8552
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8552
Email: RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov
Fax:(717) 772-0271

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Pennsylvania Field Office
Endangered Species Section
110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101
State College, PA 16801
NO Faxes Please

PA Fish and Boat Commission
Division of Environmental Services
450 Robinson Lane, Bellefonte, PA 16823
Email: RA-FBPACENOTIFY@pa.gov

PA Game Commission
Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management
Division of Environmental Planning and Habitat
Protection
2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797
Email: RA-PGC_PNDI@pa.gov
NO Faxes Please

7. PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION
Name:______________________________________________________________
Company/Business Name:______________________________________________
Address:____________________________________________________________
City, State, Zip:_______________________________________________________
Phone:(_____)_________________________Fax:(______)___________________
Email:_____________________________________________________________

8. CERTIFICATION
I 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, I agree to re-do the online environmental review.
________________________________________________________
applicant/project proponent signature

_______________________________
date
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SECTION H. PROJECT BOUNDARIES AND DESCRIPTION
REQUIRED
Indicate the total acres in the property under review. Of this acreage, indicate the total acres of earth
disturbance for the proposed activity.
Attach a 7.5' U.S.G.S. Map indicating the defined boundary of the proposed activity.
Attach photographs of any building over 50 years old. Indicate what is to be done to all buildings in the project
area.
Attach a narrative description of the proposed activity.
Attach the return receipt of delivery of this notice to the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission.
REQUESTED
Attach photographs of any building over 40 years old.
Attach site map, if available.
SECTION I. SIGNATURE BLOCK

Applicant’s Signature

Date of Submission of Notice to PHMC

-2-

PROJECT NARRATIVE
National Pike Water Authority
September 2017
The NPWA is operating a public water system in the Townships of Wharton, Henry Clay, Stewart, and
Markleysburg Borough, Fayette County. The system became operational in the early 2000s and over the
years the NPWA has continually extended water to residents and business owners.
The development of the water storage tank will allow the NPWA to construct water line extensions in
the four municipalities. The property for the location of this tank is already under ownership of NPWA
and has two water storage tanks on site. There is minimal site work necessary for the construction of
the third storage tank. There is existing fencing around the property for no public access.
The area of disturbance is 0.16 acres at the current site which is a total of 2.0 acres.
Attachments include the U.S.G.S. mapping, the development plan showing adjoining owners along with
pictures of residential dwellings that are at least forty-years old or greater. None of the existing
buildings will be displaced/destroyed or relocated as a result of the additional water storage tank.

DRAFT FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
National Pike Water Authority (NPWA)
Water Storage Tank Project
Fayette County, Pennsylvania
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and implementing
regulations, a draft Environmental Assessment (EA) was developed to evaluate
potential impacts associated with a water storage tank project considered for Federal
funding under the Section 313 Program. The Water Resources Development Act of
1992, Public Law 102-580, Section 313 (as amended) allows the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) to consider reimbursement for design and/or construction of
environmental infrastructure up to six years prior to the date of the project partnership
agreement.
The project supports the design and construction of a 330,000 gallon water storage tank
in Henry Clay Township, Fayette County, Pennsylvania to serve residents of Henry
Clay, Wharton and Stewart Townships and Markleysburg Borough. The construction of
this additional storage tank is proposed at an existing storage tank location site with
approximately 0.16 acre of earth disturbance. An assessment of the existing system
and future demands showed the need for an additional water storage tank to diminish
the existing reliance of local residents and businesses on bottled water and to enhance
fire protection in the service areas. No stream or wetland impacts are proposed.
Per USACE guidance, the agency analyzed two alternatives including a No Action
alternative (no Federal funding) and the Proposed Action (Federal funding). No other
feasible alternatives were identified for evaluation in the EA. Based upon discussions
between McMillen Engineering and Chairman Richard Dennis of the NPWA, the NPWA
will design and construct the water storage tank, even if no Federal funding is provided.
Therefore, the Proposed Action and No Action alternatives would result in the work
being completed.
The draft EA determined that the Proposed Action will not result in significant impacts to
the natural or human environment, and does not require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). All environmental, social, and economic factors
that are relevant to the proposal were considered in this assessment. These include,
but are not limited to, water quality, noise, wetlands, wildlife, threatened and
endangered species, and cultural resources. Anticipated impacts include temporary,
minor impacts to air quality, noise, aesthetics, soils and terrestrial resources resulting
from construction activities. Best management practices would be used to minimize
effects, including temporary erosion control measures. Temporary minor impacts to
child health and safety may occur during construction activities due to the proximity of

residences, a church, an elementary school, and businesses (noise, air quality and
aesthetics). Best management practices will limit the impacts and safety risks for
children in the vicinity of the project. Temporary minor beneficial impacts include
socioeconomic conditions. Long-term benefits to the local water supply system are
expected from this project.
No effects to land use, geology, prime and unique farmlands, groundwater, surface
water, wetlands, floodplains, threatened and endangered species, designated natural
areas, climate, cultural resources, recreation, transportation, hazardous, toxic and
radioactive substances and environmental justice populations are expected. Overall,
effects are expected to be non-significant.
A 30-day public comment period will occur from 3 October 2018 to 1 November 2018.
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. If significant effects on the quality of the
human environment are identified during public comment which cannot be mitigated, the
USACE will initiate an Environmental Impact Statement, and afford all of the appropriate
public participation opportunities attendant to an EIS.
After having carefully evaluated all aspects of the Proposed Action and based on the
draft EA, I have reasonably concluded that the Proposed 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.

_________________________________
Andrew J. Short
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Engineer

__________________________________
Date

