FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Starrucca Creek, Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania
Continuing Authorities Program, Section 14,
Emergency Streambank Stabilization Feasibility Study

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District (USACE) has conducted an
environmental analysis in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,
as amended. The Draft Integrated Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment
(IFR/EA) for the Starrucca Creek, Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania Continuing
Authorities Program, Section 14, Emergency Streambank Stabilization Feasibility Study,
dated March 2026, addresses streambank stabilization activities at Starrucca Creek along
State Route (SR) 1005 in Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania.

In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (42 USC §§ 4321 to
4370m-12) (NEPA); U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) NEPA Implementing Procedures
issued 30 June 2025 (90 FR 27857); and applicable USACE NEPA guidance, USACE
has prepared a Draft IFR/EA to evaluate potential environmental effects associated with
the Proposed Action. The Draft IFR/EA, incorporated herein by reference, evaluated three
action alternatives for this study in addition to the No-Action Alternative; Alternative 1
includes relocation of SR 1005 and serves as a basis for comparison under the Section
14 program, Alternative 2a consists of re-establishing Starrucca Creek’s original stream
alignment by removing shoaled material, realigning the stream, and reinforcing the
streambank along SR 1005 using riprap, and Alternative 2b consists of re-establishing
Starrucca Creek’s original stream alignment by removing shoaled material, relocating the
stream, and reinforcing the streambank along SR 1005 with riprap and a rock retaining
wall.

The proposed action is Alternative 2a - Starrucca Creek channel modification and
streambank stabilization utilizing riprap. The Proposed Action consists of removing
approximately 1,160 cubic yards of gravel sedimentation from within Starrucca Creek and
realigning approximately 245 feet of the channel further north away from State Route
1005, as well as stabilizing the stream’s south bank and reinforcing the road foundation
with riprap armoring. The accompanying IFR/EA, which was made available for a 30-day
public review, supports the conclusion that the project does not constitute a major Federal
action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment.

The project is authorized under CAP, a group of nine legislative authorities by
which the Secretary of the Army, acting through the USACE Chief of Engineers, is
authorized to plan, design, and implement certain types of water resources projects
without additional project-specific congressional authorization. This CAP study was
conducted under Section 14 of the 1946 Flood Control Act, as amended, which provides
USACE the authority to develop and construct or repair streambank and shoreline
protection projects to protect endangered roadways, bridge approaches, and other public
facilities.



For the proposed action, the potential effects to the following resources were evaluated:

Less than Less than Resource

significant significant unaffected by

effects effects as a action

result of
mitigation*

Aesthetics ] ]
Air quality O L]
Cultural resources O ]
Employment & income O O
Fish & wildlife ] ]
Geology, topography, & soils ] U
Hazardous, toxic & radioactive waste O O
Hydrologic setting O U
Land use & land cover O Ll
Migratory birds U [
Noise Ll Ll
Parks & recreation O ]
Population & demographics U] 0
Prime farmland O ]
Rare, threatened, and endangered species Ul 0
Traffic & transportation O U
Utilities O Ll
Vegetation O U
Wetlands O O
Water Quality O ]

All practical means to avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects were
analyzed and incorporated into the proposed action. The Proposed Action would have
minor, short-term adverse impacts to air quality; noise; water quality; fish and wildlife; and
traffic, as well as minor permanent effects to vegetation and aesthetics. However, the use
of proper management techniques such as best management practices for erosion
control, as well as adherence to a Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission time-of-year
restriction on in-stream construction from October 1 to December 31 in any given
calendar year for natural trout reproduction, would minimize any short-term adverse
impacts. Long-term beneficial impacts associated with the Proposed Action would result
from the prevention of State Route 1005’s eventual collapse, and include impacts to
transportation, water quality, and aquatic habitats associated with securing the roadway.

No compensatory mitigation is required as part of the proposed action.

Pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the
USACE determined that the proposed action will result in “No Effect” to the following
federally proposed threatened species or their proposed critical habitat: the green floater
(Lasmigona subviridis) and monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus). The U.S. Fish and



Wildlife Service (FWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) Northeast
Determination Key result concurred with the USACE determination for the green floater.

The proposed action will not affect cultural resources. The project area was
surveyed for cultural resources in 2016, which did not document any resources within the
project area. The survey was located approximately 0.25 miles to the north and will not
be directly or indirectly affected. This determination was sent to the Pennsylvania
Historical and Museum Commission (PHMC), Delaware Nation, Delaware Tribe of
Indians, Onondaga Nation, Seneca-Cayuga Nation, Stockbridge Munsee Community,
Tuscarora Nation, Cayuga Nation, Susquehanna County Historical Society, and the
Endless Mountains Heritage Region via letter dated May 5, 2025. The PHMC and
Susquehanna County Historical Society concurred with this determination. Other
contacted stakeholders did not provide a response.

All applicable laws, executive orders, regulations, and local government plans
were considered in the evaluation of alternatives. Based on 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 proposed action would not significantly affect the human
environment; therefore, preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement is not
required.

Date Francis B. Pera
Colonel, U.S. Army
Commander and District Engineer



