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Summary 
 

The proposed project will provide a safe supply of potable drinking water to eliminate a lack of water, 
high iron content, high sulfur as well as high fecal content. A secondary benefit will be the availability of 
fire protection and improvement in the quality of life for the residents of the Town of Oakvale, located in 
Mercer County, West Virginia.   

Information gathered for the preparation of the Environmental Assessment (EA) was derived from federal, 
state, and local agencies and databases.  Areas of concern including aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems, 
wetlands, socioeconomic, Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste (HTRW), and underground storage 
tanks (USTs) were evaluated for potential adverse impacts.   
 
1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
1.1   Project Background 
 
The Mercer County Commission, in cooperation with the Town of Oakvale and the Oakvale Road Public 
Service District (PSD), and West Virginia American Water has been working to extend water service to  
areas in Southeastern Mercer County since 1988.  The proposed project, Phase IV-A, encompasses 
communities in the southeast portion of the county and include the areas of Poplar Grove Estates, Greasy 
Ridge Road, Possum Hollow Road, Harmon Branch, Cheesy Creek, and the Town of Oakvale.  
Approximately 372 new customers would be served by the proposed project.  
 
The proposed project includes the construction of approximately 32,350 linear feet (LF) of 12-inch 
waterline, approximately 3,380 LF of 10-inch waterline, approximately 54,560 LF of 8-inch waterline, 
approximately 8,450 LF of 6-inch waterline, approximately 15,100 LF of 2-inch waterline, a water 
storage tank, and associated appurtenances. Approximately 85 percent of the lines would be installed 
within previously disturbed West Virginia Department of Highways (WVDOH) rights-of-way.  
 
 
Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as implemented by the regulations 
promulgated by the President’s Council on Environmental Quality (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), this Draft 
Environmental Assessment (DEA) for the proposed project was initially prepared with the assistance of 
Stafford Consultants Incorporated (Stafford) on behalf of the Oakvale PSD.  The US Army Corps of 
Engineers, Huntington District, (USACE) reviewed, evaluated, and revised this DEA accordingly pursuant to 
the aforementioned regulations, NEPA and USACE implementing regulations (30 CFR 250).  This DEA 
analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project, and determines whether to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). 
 
1.2   Project Authority 

 
Studies for this project were initiated under the Section 340 of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (Public Law No. 102-580), as amended,  which provides authority for the Secretary of the Army to 
establish a program to provide environmental assistance to non-Federal interests in West Virginia.  This 
law provides assistance in design and construction of  water-related environmental infrastructure and 
resource protection and development projects in West Virginia, including projects for  wastewater 
treatment and related facilities; combined sewer overflow, water supply, storage, treatment, and related 
facilities; mine drainage; environmental restoration; and surface water resource protection and 
development. 
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1.3   Statement of Purpose and Need 
 
   
The purpose of the proposed project is to provide an adequate, clean, reliable water source for the 
residents of Poplar Grove Estates, Greasy Ridge, Possum Hollow Road, Harmon Branch (Lower), Cheesy 
Creek, and the Town of Oakvale, WV.    The current water supply is both inadequate and unsafe, 
containing iron, sulfur and fecal coliform.  The project would convey potable water to approximately 372 
households. 
 
 
1.4   Prior NEPA Documentation 
 
An environmental assessment was prepared by the US Army Corps of Engineers in 1997 to evaluate 
proposed water system extensions of approximately 85,000 linear feet (LF) by the PSD.  A Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) for that project was made March 14, 1997.  Further, in 2005 the Corps evaluated 
21,420 LF of proposed extensions by the PSD.  A FONSI was made May 24, 2005 for that project.   
 
 
2.0 PROPOSED ACTIONS AND ALTERNATIVES 
 
   

Alternative 1 – The “No Action” Alternative (NAA) 

Under the No Action alternative the USACE would not provide funding for the project.  It is assumed the 
Sponsor would attempt to secure funding from alternative sources and would likely delay or prevent 
project implementation.   

Alternative 2 - Preferred Action Alternative (PAA) 

The preferred action alternative would extend water service to the areas of Poplar Grove Estates, Greasy 
Ridge Road, Possum Hollow Road, Harmon Branch, Cheesy Creek, and the Town of Oakvale.  
Approximately 372 new customers would be served by the proposed project.  The waterline project would 
consist of extension of water service from Halls Ridge Road, with water supplied by the 5.0 million 
gallons per day Regional Water Treatment Plant. This alternative includes the construction of 
approximately 32,350 LF of 12-inch waterline, approximately 3,380 LF of 10-inch waterline, 
approximately 54,560 LF of 8-inch waterline, approximately 8,450 LF of 6-inch waterline, approximately 
15,100 LF of 2-inch waterline, a water storage tank, and associated appurtenances. The majority of the 
proposed waterline would be installed using open trench method with some crossings being installed via 
jack and bore method. Approximately 85 percent of the waterlines would be installed within previously 
disturbed WVDOH rights-of-ways. The depth of cover would vary due to varied topography but a 
minimum of 42 inches would be maintained in order to avoid frost damage.   
   

 
3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND CONSEQUENCES 
 
3.1 Location/Land Use 

The project is located in a rural area between the City of Princeton and the Town of Oakvale in Mercer 
County, West Virginia. The majority of the project is residential with a few sporadic commercial and/or 
industrial sites located within the project’s limits. Oakvale School is within the limits of the project area 
and serves approximately 245 students in grades PK-8 with approximately 11.5 student/teacher ratio.   
The proposed project would have no direct impact on land use because water lines would primarily be 
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installed along road rights-of-way.  Indirectly, the project could affect development in the area from increase 
in availability of safe and adequate water supply.  Mercer County has experienced a decline in population 
since the 1980’s (US Census 2010).    Therefore, it may be assumed that extension of water service would 
result in additional development only as it would relate to replacement housing and not an overall expansion.  
Impacts to land use would therefore likely be minor. 

3.2 Soils/Farmland 
 
The proposed project will serve a residential area located in generally mountainous terrain.  The majority of 
the improvements will be constructed within the rights-of-way of existing WVDOH roads.  A USGS Soil 
Survey of Mercer County indicated that the soil series located within the project area varies. The bulk of 
the soils present within the project areas were GbF, CeF, and ChF and are a testament to the steep slopes 
within the study area. These soils generally consist of Channery silt loams with slopes of 30-70 percent 
which and are not prime farmland soils. 
 
Area soils would likely be disturbed during construction; however, much of the disturbance would be in road 
rights-of-way and therefore impacts would be expected to be minor.  Soil loss could occur directly from 
disturbance or indirectly via wind and/or water.  Best management practices (BMPs) will be developed and 
implemented, such as implementing an erosion and sedimentation control plan using silt fences or hay bales, 
re-vegetating disturbed soils (e.g. part of proposed landscaping activities), and maintaining site soil stockpiles 
during construction, to prevent soils from eroding and dispersing off site.  Any required clearing for 
construction will be limited to the minimum required necessary for the construction.  No coordination with 
the NRCS was conducted.    

 
3.3 Floodplain 
 
Executive Order (EO) 11988 (Floodplain Management) requires that a Federal Agency avoid direct or 
indirect support of development within the 100-year floodplain whenever there is a practicable alternative.  
FEMA uses Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) to identify the regulatory 100-year floodplain for the 
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP).  The majority of the study area is located in Zone X.  Zone X 
areas are determined to be outside the 500-year floodplain.  Approximately 100 LF of proposed waterline is 
located within the study area mapped as Zone A.  Zone A is the flood insurance rate zone that corresponds to 
the 1 percent annual chance floodplain (“100-year”  floodplain).  Because detailed hydraulic analyses are not 
performed for such areas, no Base Flood Elevations or depths are shown within this zone.   
 
In order to mitigate for developing within the floodplain, appropriate BMPs will be employed to minimize 
the potential harm to or within the floodplain.  The waterlines would be constructed a minimum of three feet 
below streambeds and would not be affected by fluctuation in the stream level, nor would the construction 
effect stream levels.   
 
Although the construction that would be within the floodplain (Zone A) would be trenching and 
underground placement of lines, a floodplain permit is required due to the electrical power requirements 
at the pressure reducing stations and tank site.  The contractor would be responsible for obtaining all 
necessary floodplain permits prior to construction of the PAA.   
 
No impact to floodplain would be expected as no changes in floodplain conditions are anticipated. 
 
3.4 Vegetation 
 
The project area is located in the Appalachian Plateau consisting of steep rugged mountains with narrow 
winding valleys. Second growth hardwood forests consisting of deciduous broad-leaf and evergreen 
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needle-leaf trees mostly cover the mountains. The project area includes mainly WVDOH disturbed rights-
of-way. The remaining area includes mowed lawns, fields and roadside stream corridors. Structures 
include residential homes and miscellaneous businesses. Where necessary, individual trees, brush and 
riparian vegetation may need to be cleared during construction.   
 
Vegetation would be cleared for construction; however these are primarily scrub/shrub as well as mowed 
lawns and wooded lots.  Disturbance would be limited to a 50-foot wide construction corridor. An open 
trench would be used throughout the project area, with a depth estimated at 5-feet. Once installation is 
complete, the suitable displaced soils will be returned to the trenches. Excavated topsoil, as part of the 
PAA, will be stockpiled for use in final stabilization. Temporary and permanent seeding and mulching 
will begin within 14 days on areas of the site where construction has permanently or temporarily (greater 
than 21 days) ceased. All disturbed soil will be seeded and mulched in the last phase of construction. Any 
impacts to the vegetation due to the PAA would be minimal and all efforts would be made to return the 
existing vegetation to original conditions.  
 
3.5         Regulated Hazardous Contaminants (HTRW) 
 
A Phase I HTRW Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was completed in January 2010 on the proposed 
Contract Work Limits (CWL) of the project.  The purpose of this Phase I HTRW ESA is to identify 
environmental conditions and to identify the potential presence of HTRW contamination located in the 
project’s CWL.  The investigation was performed in accordance with ASTM E-1527-05 and 1528-06 
Standards, USACE HTRW policies and Corps of Engineers Huntington District (District) ISO 9001 
requirements.   USACE staff qualified in this field reviewed the ESA and concluded  no further HTRW 
investigation is necessary.   No impact from the proposed action would be expected because no hazardous 
materials are expected to be encountered. 
 
3.5 Wetlands 
 
R.E.I. Consultants Inc. performed a Wetland Determination and Delineation for the proposed project.  
They state in their report that a total of one (1) potential wetland area was investigated within the project 
area. This area was determined to be a true wetland based on the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation 
Manual (Technical Report Y-87-1), and was delineated using modified Level II wetland determination. 
The area was primarily located along Rocky Hollow and Five Mile Creek, near the city of Princeton and 
town of Oakvale, in Mercer County, West Virginia.  The one wetland identified totaled 13,220 sq. feet or 
0.303 acres, and was designated as 1/3 wet meadow wetland and 2/3 as scrub/shrub.  
 
The wetland area  identified is adjacent to the proposed waterline.  However, the proposed alignment 
would avoid the wetland.  The limits of the wetland will be shown on the plans to avoid any construction 
activity within the wetland.   Prior to excavation of waterline trenches sediment control structures would be 
constructed to prevent migration of sediments into wetlands.  Exposed areas would be re-seeded and mulched 
as soon as possible after construction to reduce any impacts to adjacent wetland.  Therefore, the wetland 
would not be expected to be impacted under implementation of the proposed action. 
 
 
3.6 Endangered Species 
 
According to West Virginia Division of Natural Resources, a review of their files found no known 
records of rare, threatened, and endangered species or habitats within the proposed project area.  Further, 
the US Fish and Wildlife Service made a determination that the projects will not affect federally-listed 
endangered or threatened species. (See Appendix A) 
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3.7 Cultural Resources  
 
A Phase I Archaeological Literature Review and Reconnaissance Survey for the proposed project was 
conducted by Archaeological Consultants of the Midwest, Inc.  This investigation inventoried four sites, 
three of which consisted of isolated finds which were not recommended for inclusion on the National 
Register of Historic Places (NHRP).  The four sit consisted of a lithic scatter located within the 
community of Oakvale.  The numerous artifacts that were collected from the site indicate that it was used 
during the Early Archaic period of prehistory.  A possible cultural feature was also documented.  This site 
is potentially eligible for inclusion on the NHRP.   Therefore, the proposed alignment was adjusted to 
avoid impacts to this site.  In conclusion, no historic or cultural resources would be expected to be 
adversely affected from the proposed project.  A letter of concurrence with the assessment was received 
from the Division of Culture and History on February 14, 2011 (See Appendix A). 
 
3.8 Scenic Rivers 
 
No designated Wild or Scenic Rivers are present within the proposed project area.   

 
 

3.9 Air Quality 
 
Under the Clean Air Act, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes primary and 
secondary air quality standards. Primary air quality standards protect the public health, including the 
health of “sensitive populations, such as people with asthma, children, and older adults.” Secondary air 
quality standards protect public welfare by promoting ecosystems health, preventing decreased visibility, 
and damage to crops and buildings. EPA has set national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for six 
of the following criteria pollutants; ozone (O3), particulate matter (PM 2.5 and 10), nitrogen dioxide (NO 
2), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and lead (Pb).  According to the WVDEP, the project 
county is classified as in attainment, meaning criteria air pollutants do not exceed the NAAQS.  
 
The use of construction equipment associated with the Preferred Action Alternative would result in some 
air emissions that temporarily impact existing air quality in the project area.  Mobile sources of air 
pollutants are not regulated by the state except in some of the non-attainment counties.  The proposed 
action is exempted by 40 CFR Part 93.153 from making a conformity determination, since estimated 
emissions from construction equipment would not be expected to exceed deminimis levels, direct 
emissions of a criteria pollutant, or its precursors.  Any impacts would be short-term, localized, and would 
occur only during construction phase activities.  Any impacts to air quality would be temporary, during 
construction, and minor. 

 
3.10 Noise 
 
Noise is measured as Day Night average noise levels (DNL) in “A-weighted” decibels that the human ear 
is most sensitive to (dBA).  While there is no federal standard for allowable noise levels, several agencies 
have developed guidelines for acceptable noise levels.  The Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Guidelines denote DNLs below 65 dBA as normally acceptable levels of exterior noise in 
residential areas.  While the FAA denotes a DNL of 65 dBA as the level of significant noise impact.  
Several other agencies, including the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, use a DNL criterion of 55 
dBA as the threshold for defining noise impacts in sparse suburban and rural residential areas (Schomer et 
al 2001).  According to Dr. Paul Schomer in his 2001 Whitepaper, while there are numerous thresholds 
for acceptable noise in residential areas, research suggests that an area’s current noise environment, which 
has experienced noise in the past may reasonably expect to tolerate a level of noise about 5 dBA higher 
than the general guidelines.  The USACE Safety and Health Requirements Manual, provides criteria for 
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temporary permissible noise exposure levels, for consideration of hearing protection or the need to 
administer sound reduction controls. 
 

Permissible Non-Department of Defense Noise Exposures 
   

Duration/day 
(hours) 

Noise level 
(dBA) 

8 90 
6 92 
4 95 
3 97 
2 100 

1.5 102 
1 105 

 
Construction noise would be similar to that of farm equipment and other small machinery used in the 
local area.  To dig the trenches and install the waterline, two diesel excavators and one diesel end loader 
would be required. The average range of noise for a diesel excavator can be between 72-93 dBA as 
measured at 50 feet (USEPA 1971). If all three pieces of equipment were operated at the same time 
between 83-100 dBA of noise would be produced (NYDEC 2001).The noise projections do not account 
for screening objects, such as trees, outbuildings or other objects that muffle and reduce the noise emitted.  
The outdoor construction noise would be further muffled inside the home.  While the construction noise 
generated would be considered unacceptable according to HUD and FAA standards, these limited 
exposures and time intervals are still within allowable Corps safety levels (USACE 2003).  Further, they 
are similar to typical neighborhood noise generated by gas powered lawnmowers in the local area, which 
could range from 90-95 dBA at 3 feet and 70-75 dbA at 100 feet.   Elevated noise levels proximate to 
homes should be limited to a few days, and human exposure to such noises would likely be limited to a 
few hours. 
 
The proposed project site is a primarily rural area of the county.   Construction noise impacts would be 
short-term and limited to the duration of construction activities, which  would be limited to normal 
working hours.  Equipment would be operated approximately 11 hours, during the daytime (7am-6pm) when 
most residents are at work.  Due to daytime construction and the short and limited duration of elevated 
noise levels associated with the Preferred Action Alternative, impacts from noise to local residences 
should be minor. 
 
 
3.11 Socioeconomic Conditions 

 
EO12898 is the Executive Order 12898 Environmental Justice in Minority Populations. This requires 
federal agencies, departments, and their contractors to consider any potentially disproportionate human 
health or environmental risks their activities, policies, or programs may pose to minority or low-income 
populations.  
 
EO 13045 (Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks) required federal 
agencies to identify and assess health risks and safety risks that may disproportionately affect children. As 
with EO 12898, FEMA and most federal lead agencies determine impacts to children as part of the NEPA 
compliance process. Agencies must ensure that its policies, programs, activities, and standards address 
disproportionate risks to children that results from environmental health risks or safety risks. 
 
The project area is located in a rural area between the City of Princeton and the Town of Oakvale. The 
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project area also encompasses the Town of Oakvale. The majority of the area is residential with a few 
sporadic commercial and/or industrial sites located within the project’s limits. Based on the 2006-2008 
American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates per the U.S. Census Bureau, Mercer County’s minority 
population is low when compared to the Caucasian population of approximately 92.3%. Using the same 
data set, it can be seen that the number of people living below poverty level in Mercer County is 23.9%.  
The 2006-2008 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates data set was not available for the Town 
of Oakvale.  However, using the 2000 Census Data, the minority population also appears low when 
compared to its Caucasian population of approximately 97.9%. The number of people living below the 
poverty level in the Town of Oakvale is approximately 19.0%. Based on the economic trends over the 
past 10 years, it is anticipated that this number may now be higher.  
 
The proposed project would be beneficial to human health and is designed to serve as many residents as 
possible in areas without public water service. Therefore, the proposed project would not present 
disproportionate human health and environmental risks to low income and/or minority families. 
 
3.12 Aesthetics 
  
The proposed project is located outside of the City of Princeton and within the Town of Oakvale. The 
project area lies within a rural residential area consisting of mowed lawns and wooded lots.   Impact to 
aesthetics by the proposed project is expected to be temporary during the construction phase. When 
construction has been completed all excavated areas, including trenches, will be effectively graded and 
seeded with native grass to minimize ground disturbance following construction.   
 
3.13 Transportation and Traffic 
 
The proposed project area lies in an area of rural residential houses mainly along Mercer County routes. 
Current traffic patterns consist of local residents accessing driveways of private homes.  Normal traffic 
patterns will be maintained as closely as possible.  On single and two lane roads traffic lights and or flag 
persons will be used to keep the flow of traffic as normal as possible.  Though the project may result in some 
increase in residential growth over time, no significant long-term impact on transportation is expected. 
The impact to traffic would be short-term during the time of active site preparation and construction 
activities.  Every effort would be made to limit any activity that affects transportation near Oakvale School to 
times when school is not in session.  Impacts on traffic and transportation from construction of the project 
would therefore be expected to be minor. 
 
3.14 Health and Safety 
 
Health and safety issues include provide safe potable water to underserved areas and reducing the 
likelihood of drinking water contamination. The existing system may experience temporary and short 
term shut-downs during integration.  However, local customers should not experience a loss of service 
during these periods.  No other impacts to local utilities are anticipated. Any impact would be short term 
during active site preparation and construction activities.   

 
 
3.15 Cumulative Effects 
 
The Corps of Engineers must consider the cumulative effects of the proposed project on the environment 
as stipulated in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Cumulative effects are “the impact on the 
environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person 
undertakes such actions” Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively 
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significant actions taking place over a period of time (40 CFR Part 1508.7 Council on Environmental 
Quality [CEQ] Regulations).   
 
Similar actions that may contribute to cumulative effects would be those that may encourage development, as 
could be expected from extension of public water service.  Past actions include the previous phases of 
construction by the PSD to extend water service throughout the county.  Similarly, it is expected that as funds 
become available the PSD would continue to extend water service to those communities and areas that do not 
currently have public service.  Mercer County has experienced a decline in population since the 1980’s (US 
Census 2010).    Consequently, it may be assumed that extension of water service would result in additional 
development only as it would relate to replacement housing and not an overall expansion.  Therefore, in 
scoping cumulative effects issues, no resources were identified as having a potential to be significantly 
affected. 
 
 
 
4.0 STATUS OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 
 
 
Based on the information provided above, the proposed project would be in full compliance with all 
applicable local, state, and federal statues and Executive Orders. 
 
 
Statute/Executive Order 
 

Full Partial N/A 

National Environmental Policy Act (considered partial until 
FONSI is signed) 

 X  

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act X   
Endangered Species Act X   
Clean Water Act X   
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act   X 
Clean Air Act X   
National Historic Preservation Act X   
Archeological Resources Protection Act   X 
Comprehensive, Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act 

X   

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act X   
Toxic Substances Control Act X   
Quiet Communities Act X   
Farmland Protection Policy Act X   
Executive Order 11988 Floodplain Management X   
Executive Order 11990 Protection of Wetlands X   
Executive Order 12898 Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations and Low-Income Populations 

X   
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5.0 PUBLIC COORDINATION 
 
5.1 Agencies Contacted 
 
Direct correspondence with the WVDNR (State listed endangered species and scenic rivers), and USFWS 
(National endangered species) was conducted during this analysis.  Various state and local agencies were 
contacted for information on the environmental resources and consequences associated with the proposed 
project areas.  Copies of the correspondence with these agencies are included in Appendix A. 

 
5.2 Public Review and Comments 
 
This Environmental Assessment will be made available to the public for a thirty-day public comment period. 
A notice of Availability will be published in the local newspaper, The Bluefield Daily Telegraph, advising the 
public of the document and comment period.  This document will  be made available to the public at the local 
Princeton Public Library and on the internet at: http://www.lrh.usace.army.mil/projects/review/.  The list of 
agencies receiving notice of this Draft EA is found in Appendix B.    Substantive comments will be 
addressed as appropriate in the final environmental assessment. 
 
 
6.0     CONCLUSIONS 

 
The purpose of the proposed project is to provide a safe supply of potable drinking water to eliminate a 
lack of water, high iron, sulfur and fecal content as well as provide fire protection and improvements in 
the quality of life of the Town of Oakvale residents. The footprint of the Project is minimal and follows 
the existing rights-of-way.  Minimal temporary impacts to terrestrial habitat are anticipated as a result of 
the Project.   The effects of excavation and construction (noise, dust, and erosion control) and traffic 
disruptions are areas of concern for impacts to the natural and human environment.  Appropriate 
management practices will be implemented, by the contractor, during construction to minimize impacts to 
residents and the environment.    The Project is not anticipated to produce any significant adverse impacts 
to the surrounding natural or human environment.  A Finding of No Significant Impact is anticipated. 
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
 

Mercer/Summers, Phase IV-A Waterline 
Section 340 Project  

Mercer, West Virginia 
 

 
 
Members of my staff have conducted an Environmental Assessment, in the overall public interest, which 
considers the environmental impacts of the proposed Mercer/Summers, Phase IV-A Waterline Project for 
the Town of Oakvale, Mercer County, West Virginia. The Preferred Plan consists of expansion and 
upgrade of the existing waterline.  The purpose of the proposed project is to provide a safe supply of 
potable drinking water and to eliminate a lack of water with high iron, sulfur and fecal content.  A 
secondary benefit will be the availability of fire protection and improvements in the quality of life of the 
Town of Oakvale residents.  
 
1. The possible consequences of the proposed action have been studied for environmental, cultural, and 
social well-being effects.   
 
2. The Preferred Plan and the “No Action” alternative were the only alternatives carried forward for 
detailed evaluation.  Primary ecological impacts from the Preferred Plan are the effects of construction 
(noise, dust, and erosion control), which are considered to be minor and temporary.  No threatened or 
endangered species or any associated critical habitat would be impacted by the Preferred Plan.   
 
The No Action Alternative would not provide adequate, clean, reliable water and fire protection for the 
Town of Oakvale, and would continue to adversely impact the community. 
 
3. An evaluation of the Preferred Plan produced the following pertinent conclusions: 
 
a. Environmental Considerations.  The Huntington District has taken reasonable measures to assemble 
and present the known or foreseeable impacts of the Preferred Plan to the human and natural environment 
in the Environmental Assessment.  All potential adverse impacts of the proposed action are insignificant 
and should last only a few months longer than the implementation period.   
 
Social Well-Being Considerations.  No significant economic or social well-being impacts that are both 
adverse and/or unavoidable are foreseen as a result of the Preferred Plan.  The human community would 
benefit from proposed action through increase treatment capacity.  The Preferred Plan would not have 
impacts on sites of significant archeological or historical importance. 
 
b. Coordination with Resource and Other Agencies.  Pursuant to the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 
(FWCA) of 1958 as amended, coordination with the following agencies has been performed: the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service and the West Virginia Department of Natural Resources.  Appropriate measures 
and best management practices have been identified and incorporated into the plan.  Also, in accordance 
with the Endangered Species Act of 1970 as amended, the proposed action would not have any adverse 
impacts on listed species.   
 
c. Other Public Interest Considerations.  There has been no opposition to the proposed action expressed 
by the state or local governments, or organized environmental groups, and there are no unresolved issues 
regarding the implementation of the project.   
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4. I find the proposed action has been planned in accordance with current authorization as described in 
the Environmental Assessment.  The proposed action is consistent with National policy, statutes and 
administrative directives.  This determination is based on thorough analysis and evaluation of the 
proposed action and the alternative course of action.  In conclusion, I find the proposed waterline upgrade 
and expansion for Mercer, West Virginia would have no significant adverse effect on the quality of the 
human and/or natural environment. 
     
 
 
 
 
 Date     Robert D. Peterson 
      Colonel, Corps of Engineers 
      District Engineer 
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Honorable John D. Rockefeller IV 
United States Senate 
405 Capitol Street 
Suite 508 
Charleston, West Virginia 25301-1749 
 
Honorable Nick J. Rahall II 
House of Representatives 
845 Fifth Avenue 
Huntington, West Virginia 25701 
 
Honorable Earl Ray Tomblin 
Governor of West Virginia 
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, E. 
Charleston, West Virginia 25305 
 
Honorable Joe Manchin III 
United States Senate 
300 Virginia Street, Suite 2630  
Charleston, West Virginia 25301-2523 
 
Mr. John Forren NEPA/404 Coordinator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region III Office of Environmental Programs 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029 
 
Deborah Carter, Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
West Virginia Field Office 
694 Beverly Pike 
Elkins, West Virginia 26241 
 

Lyle Bennett 
WV Department of Environmental Protection 
Division of Water and Waste Management 
601 57th Street 
Charleston, West Virginia 25304 
 
Susan Pierce 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
State Historic Preservation Office 
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, E. 
Charleston, West Virginia 25305-0300 
 
Frank Jezioro, Director 
WV Division of Natural Resources 
Capitol Complex, Building 3, Room 669 
Charleston, West Virginia 26241  
 
Natural Resource Conservation Service 
Summersville Service Center  
PO Box 250  
Summersville, West Virginia 26651-0250 
 
Oakvale Road Public Service District 
P.O. Box 1061 
Princeton, West Virginia  24740 
 
Princeton Public Library 
920 Mercer Street 
Princeton, West Virginia 24740 
 
East River Fire Department  
317A Oakvale Road 
Princeton, West Virginia 24740 
 


