
   

 

DRAFT  FINDING  OF  NO  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACT  
Summersville Lake  Master Plan   

and Integrated  Environmental  Assessment  
Nicholas County,  West  Virginia  

 
The U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Huntington  District  (Corps)  has  conducted  an  environmental  
analysis in accordance  with the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of 1969,  as  amended.  
The Summersville Lake project  was authorized  by the  Flood Control  Act  of  1938  (PL  75-761)  as  
a unit  of  the  comprehensive flood control  plan  for  the  Ohio River  Basin.   Current  authorized  project  
purposes  include flood risk management,  low  flow  augmentation,  fish  and wildlife enhancement,  
water  quality,  and  recreation.  The  Summersville Lake Master  Plan  Update  and Integrated 
Environmental  Assessment  establishes a guide  for  the  management  and development  of  
recreation,  natural r esources,  and cultural  resources within the S ummersville Lake Project  Area.  
This Integrated  Environmental  Assessment  has  been  developed  pursuant  to  NEPA by   the  Corps  
Huntington  District,  to  document  the  potential  effects  associated  with  propo/ sed  measures  
(proposed  actions)  of  the  master  plan  update.  
 
Master  Plan  recommendations are  conceptual  in  nature and  typically / involve a broad range  of  
proposed  management  and development  measures.  For  these  reasons,  Master  Plans  lend  
themselves  to a  programmatic/tiered  style NEPA  approach.  Upon  completion  of  this Master  Plan  
and Integrated  Environmental  Assessment  effort,  the  conceptual  recommendations of  the  Master  
Plan  are to be  further  refined  and developed  through  other  design  and management  means  
including  feature  design  memorandums,  contract  plans,  specifications,  and the  Operational  
Management  Plan  (OMP).  Following such  refinement,  the  preparation  of supplemental  NEPA  
documents will  be  required  prior  to  implementing  specific measures  or actions  of  the  Master  / 
Plans.   
 
 
SUMMARY  OF POTENTIAL  EFFECTS:   

/ 
 
For  all  alternatives,  the  potential  effec/ ts were evaluated,  as appropriate.  The  evaluation  of  
effects was  focused  on  resources  affected  by  the  proposed  alternatives.  Given  the  developed  
nature  of  the  project  area and/or  adequate consideration of  such resources in  previous NEPA  
documentation,  the  evaluation  of  effects in the  SEA w as limited  to only  a few  resource  areas.  / 
The resource areas  which were excluded  from  evaluation  in this SEA  include but  are  not  limited  
to Land  Use and  Land  Cover,  Topography  and  Drainage,  Geology  and Soils,  Air  Quality  and 
Climate,  Noise,  Aquatic  Resources,  Surface  Water Quality and  Groundwater,  Wildlife and 
Wetlands,  Socioecon/ omic Resources and  Environmental  Justice,  Hazardous,  Toxic,  and  
Radioactive Waste,  Health and  Safety,  Aesthetic Resources,  Infrastructure, and  Transportation.  
A  summary  asse/ ssment  of the  potential  effects  of  the  recommended plan  are listed  in Table 1:    
 

 
 

 
       

  
 

 
  

 
 

 

    

     

     

      

Table 1: Summary of Potential Effects of the Proposed Action 

Resource Insignificant 
effects 

Insignificant 
effects as a result 
of mitigation* 

Resource 
unaffected 
by action 

Floodplains ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Terrestrial Resources ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Threatened and Endangered Species ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Cultural Resources ☒ ☐ ☐ 
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___________________________ ___________________________________ 

Resource Insignificant 
effects 

Insignificant 
effects as a result 
of mitigation* 

Resource 
unaffected 
by action 

Recreation ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Land Use ☒ 
Air Quality ☒ 
Climate ☒ 
Noise ☒ 
Aquatic Resources ☒ 
Water Quality ☒ 
Wetlands ☒ 
Environmental Justice ☒ 
Aesthetic Resources ☒ 
Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive 
Waste 

☒ 

All practicable and appropriate means to avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects were 
analyzed and incorporated into the proposed action alternative. For additional details of the 
proposed action alternative, see Section 6.0 of the Master Plan and Integrated Assessment 

Pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers determined that the proposed action alternative will have no effect on 
federally listed species or their designated critical habitat. 

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers determined that the proposed action alternative has no potential to 
cause adverse effects on historic properties. 

A 30-day public, state, and agency review of the Draft EA and FONSI was completed on 17 
August 2020. . 

Technical, environmental, economic, and cost effectiveness criteria used in the formulation of 
alternative plans were those specified in the Water Resources Council’s 1983 Economic and 
Environmental Principles and Guidelines for Water and Related Land Resources 
Implementation Studies. All applicable laws, executive orders, regulations, and local 
government plans were considered in evaluation of alternatives. Based on this report, the 
reviews by other Federal, State and local agencies, Tribes, input of the public, and the review by 
my staff, it is my determination that the recommended plan would not cause significant adverse 
effects on the quality of the human environment; therefore, preparation of an Environmental 
Impact Statement is not required. 

Date Jason A. Evers 
Colonel, Corps of Engineers 
District Commander 
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