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1 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT

1.1 Introduction and Project Description

Aligned Solar Partners 6 (ASP6, the applicant) plans to submit a loan application to the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Development’s Rural Utilities Service (RUS) to secure a guaranteed loan
financing through the Electric Infrastructure Loan & Loan Guarantee Program to own and operate
community-scale solar photovoltaic (PV) facilities in Pennsylvania. This environmental assessment (EA)
has been prepared to support two project applications: Blair Old Six I and Blair Old Six II (projects). The
two project sites are adjacent to each other within a 70-acre parcel. However, each project is single and
complete and does not rely on the adjacent project to be viable. The geographic coordinates of the parcel
are Latitude, Longitude: 40.537533, -78.369508. The project sites are located adjacent to Old 6th Avenue
Road in Logan Township, Blair County, Pennsylvania (Figure 1-1).

These PV generation assets plan to sell their electricity generation under long-term contracts with the
incumbent utility. The project would include fixed tilt solar arrays, collection lines, interconnection poles,
an equipment pad, supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) hardware, private access roads with
gated ingress/egress points and security fencing, and associated facilities.

On behalf of ASP6, SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA) prepared this environmental assessment
(EA) to support RUS’s National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) review of the project. The
purpose of this EA is to analyze and disclose the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of
building and operating the project. The analysis in this EA has taken place in accordance with NEPA (42
United States Code [USC] 4321 et seq.) and its implementing regulations (40 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] 1500-1508) as well as Rural Development Environmental Policies and Procedures for
implementing NEPA (90 FR 29632§8) procedures. This EA document provides guidance to the RUS
decision-maker regarding any significant project effects to consider in determining whether the project
requires preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) or a finding of no significant impact
(FONSI). If RUS determines that this project would have “significant” impacts, as defined by 40 CFR
1508.27, then an EIS would be prepared. If not, a FONSI would be prepared for the project.

Chapter 1 of this EA discusses the purpose of and need for the project (i.e., the proposed action),
applicable laws, regulations, and plans, as well as the agency decision to be made. Chapter 2 discusses the
proposed action in detail, as well as any alternatives to the proposed action and the alternatives
development and evaluation process. Chapter 3 discusses the affected environment and analyzes the
potential environmental effects that the proposed action and alternatives would have on the affected
environment. Chapter 4 discusses the potential cumulative effects from the proposed action, along with
the effects of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Chapter 5 summarizes all
mitigation measures proposed for the proposed action. Chapter 6 discusses the agency and tribal
consultations that have taken place to date. A list of references is provided in Chapter 7.
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1.2 Agency and Program Objectives

USDA, Rural Development is a mission area that includes three federal agencies — Rural Business-
Cooperative Service, Rural Housing Service, and Rural Utilities Service. The agencies have in excess of
50 programs that provide financial assistance and a variety of technical and educational assistance to
eligible rural and tribal populations, eligible communities, individuals, cooperatives, and other entities
with a goal of improving the quality of life, sustainability, infrastructure, economic opportunity,
development, and security in rural America. Financial assistance can include direct loans, guaranteed
loans, and grants in order to accomplish program objectives.

RUS’s action is the decision to provide financing assistance for the proposed action through the Electric
Infrastructure Loan & Loan Guarantee Program. Under the Rural Electrification Act (REA) of 1936, as
amended, the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized and empowered to make loans to nonprofit
cooperatives and others for rural electrification for the purpose of financing the construction and
operation of generating plants, electric transmission and distribution lines, or systems for the furnishing
and improvement of electric service to persons in rural areas (7 USC § 904). A primary function or
mission of RUS is to carry out the electric loan program (7 USC § 6942).

The Electric Infrastructure Loan & Loan Guarantee Program provides investment capital in the form of
loans and loan guarantees for the maintenance and improvement of electric infrastructure in areas where
commercial capital is not available. This type of investment increases economic opportunity and quality
of life in rural communities nationwide by maintaining a seamless electric network for all Americans,
regardless of where they live. The Guaranteed Loan Program is available to finance generation facilities,
including on-grid and off-grid renewable energy systems, to improve electric service in rural areas.

This EA has been prepared to evaluate the environmental impacts of the construction and operation of the
project for RUS’ review. The EA was prepared in accordance with 90 FR 2963288, which prescribes the
policies and procedures of the USDA for implementing the NEPA, which provides environmental
policies and procedures for the RUS, the regulations of the Council on Environmental Quality, 40 CFR
parts 1500 through 1508.

1.3 Purpose and Need

RUS’s purpose is to evaluate this proposed generation project for financing through the Electric
Infrastructure Loan & Loan Guarantee Program to serve rural areas as required by the REA.

The purpose of the projects is to provide solar-generated energy to the existing electrical grid in Blair
County, Pennsylvania. The State of Pennsylvania plans to expand the mandate for renewable energy to
achieve 30% renewable energy by 2030 (Pennsylvania General Assembly 2023). As a result, electrical
utility providers have been requesting the development of renewable energy projects from private entities
to help meet or exceed the goal. By displacing a portion of existing electrical demand from fossil fuel
generation, the project would reduce both criteria air pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions. Moreover,
the project would generate all of its electricity by converting solar irradiance (sunshine) into electrical
energy using PV panels. There would be no secondary fuel source. Solar power generated by the system
would offset the electric generation mix currently serving Blair County.
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1.4 Applicable Environmental Laws, Statutes, and
Regulations

This EA was prepared following RUS’ NEPA guidance documents, including 90 FR 29632¢8. The
following list includes the laws, statutes, and regulations that were of particular relevance in creating this
document:

e American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1996 (42 USC 1996)

e Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16 USC 470)

e Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974 (16 USC 469)
e C(Clean Air Act of 1977 (33 USC 1251 et seq.)

o (Clean Water Act of 1977 (33 USC 1251 et seq.)

e Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 16 USC 1531)

e Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 USC 4201 et seq.).

e Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA; 16 USC 703)

e National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA;16 USC 470)

e Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (25 USC 3001-3013)
e NEPA (42 USC 4321 et seq.)

1.5 Agency Decision to be Made

This EA does not contain the final decision regarding the proposed action and alternatives. The primary
purpose of this EA is to analyze and disclose potential effects of the Blair Old Six Solar Projects on the
natural and human environment and to inform decision-makers and the public of the reasonable
alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse effects on, or enhance the quality of, the natural or
human environment. RUS will make the decision whether to approve funding for the operation and
maintenance (O&M) of the proposed project.
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2 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

2.1 Alternatives Development and Evaluation Process

The proper siting of a large solar generation facility requires substantial evaluation and assessment.
Selection of a suitable project site was based on many factors, including

e proximity to electrical transmission lines and substations,

e suitability of building conditions,

e land ownership, land use plans, and zoning laws,

e minimal impacts on adjacent land use, avoiding nearby residences, schools, and recreation areas,
e minimal impacts on wetlands, floodplains, forested areas, and

e Jocation with established roads for access.

During the site selection process, careful consideration was given to reducing environmental impacts. The
projects were designed after reviewing the wetland delineation report (SWCA 2023a), critical issues
analysis report (SWCA 2023b), Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (SWCA 2024a), and other
information gathered to assess site conditions. Specifically, the proposed project prioritizes the use of
previously cleared or disturbed areas, avoids impacts to cultural and natural resources to the greatest
extent practicable, and would not require clearing of wetlands for the installation of solar panel racking.
The project site is on private land that consists primarily of undeveloped forested land. There are no
structures present. The proposed action is the applicant’s preferred site location after assessing site
conditions.

2.2 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed
Analysis

This EA includes an analysis of the proposed action and no action alternative. No other alternatives were
identified, and no other renewable generation technologies, such as geothermal, hydropower, or wind
energy, were feasible for this site location. The project was specifically developed with the intention of
participating in the community solar program. Therefore, no other renewable generation technologies
were considered to meet the purpose and need.

2.3 No Action Alternative

Under the no action Alternative, RUS would not provide financial assistance to ASP6, and the proposed
project would not be constructed. Renewable energy would not be sourced from the project site to help
meet the increasing demand for electricity and reduce the need for fossil fuels.

24 Proposed Action

Under the proposed action, RUS would approve ASP6’s funding request, and the applicant would
construct and operate up to two solar arrays, Blair Old Six I and Blair Old Six II, on the 70-acre project
site to produce renewable solar energy. The projects are on private land that consists primarily of
undeveloped forested land.
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The proposed action was designed to achieve the project’s purpose while leaving higher value resources
(e.g., wetlands, streams, floodplains, trees, riparian corridors) to remain in the undeveloped areas
surrounding the project site to the extent practicable. Detailed engineering drawings are provided in
Appendix A. Mitigation measures that would be implemented for this project are discussed in Section 5.

2.4.1  Facility

The two solar arrays, Blair Old Six I and Blair Old Six II, would have a total maximum footprint of 26
acres within the 70-acre parcel. This includes the fenced areas with a total of approximately 9,506 solar
PV modules (540 mW each), equipment area, and vegetative buffer (see Figure 2-1 below and Appendix
A for details). There would also be a 100-foot tree trimming setback from the limits of disturbance where
trees would be trimmed, but there would be no stump removal. In total, approximately 20 acres of trees
would be removed or trimmed.

The size of the array is based on the capacity of the equipment selected and is intended to generate the
desired overall voltage and current output. The solar PV modules would be in rows spaced approximately
30 feet apart. The modules would be dark blue or black with minimal light reflection. Inverters would
convert the direct current (DC) electricity, generated by modules, to alternating current (AC) electricity
for use in the electrical grid.

Within the project area, overhead utility lines are proposed at the southwest corner of the array, where
two sets of pole structures would interconnect the project to the existing distribution circuit (Fairview
circuit #0002-71), which is fed from the Greenwood substation located 0.4 mile from the project site.

2.4.2 Construction

Construction is anticipated to begin in the third quarter of 2025 and would have an approximate duration
of 11 months. During construction, the total number of personnel on-site would range from 10 to 25 at
any given time.

There are existing roads within the project site. A proposed permanent 20-foot-wide gravel roadway
would be used for construction access from Burgmeier Drive. Parking and laydown areas would be within
the leased boundary in areas where panels are not proposed. All array assembly would take place on-site.
No water source would be necessary for the construction of facilities. If dust control is necessary during
construction, water would be sourced from an off-site location. During construction, the general
contractor would install erosion and sedimentation controls, such as check dams, berms, and silt fence, as
detailed on the civil engineering site plans (see Appendix A).
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2.4.3 Operations and Maintenance

The project sites would feature no permanent on-site O&M facilities. Monitoring would occur remotely
via a dedicated data acquisition system. Meteorological data would be collected from various sensors
installed throughout the array, but no towers are proposed. On-site activity would be limited to semi-
annual preventive maintenance inspections and technician response to system outages, with one to two
personnel on-site on occasion.

The project sites would be mowed mechanically two or three times annually during the operational
period. Alternatively, sheep grazing may be used between June and October. Snow removal would occur
as needed. The project’s erosion and sedimentation plan would ensure that stormwater best management
practices (BMPs) continue to be implemented during O&M (see Appendix A). Once commercial
operation ends (an estimated 40 years), the project sites would be decommissioned and reclaimed to
preconstruction condition.

2.4.4 Project Decommissioning and Reclamation

A decommissioning plan has been prepared for the project and obtained approval from local and county
level agencies. The project would be decommissioned within 12 months of the expiration or termination
of the land lease agreement or at the end of the operational life. Solar panels, racking system, electrical
equipment, and fencing would be removed and transported to an appropriate facility for recycling or
reuse. Minimal ground disturbance is anticipated from decommissioning activities, and the project site
would be restored to a natural state that minimizes erosion and runoff and is suitable for other uses.

Land disturbed by project facilities would be restored in such a way as to be used in a reasonably similar
manner to its original intended use as it existed prior to project construction. Soils compacted during
deconstruction activities would be decompacted, as necessary, to restore the land to pre-construction land
use. Topsoil would be placed on disturbed areas and seeded with appropriate vegetation or in coordination
with landowners. Land would be restored to a condition compliant with local and town ordinances.

Work would be completed to comply with the conditions agreed upon by the Owner and County
permitting in effect at the time of decommissioning. Construction stormwater permits will also be
obtained, and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be prepared, describing the
protection needed to reflect conditions present at the time of decommissioning. BMPs may include
construction entrances, temporary seeding, permanent seeding, mulching, erosion control matting, silt
fence, filter berms, and filter socks.

3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES

Chapter 3 provides descriptions of the existing environmental conditions of the areas that may be
impacted by construction and operation of the proposed action and no action alternatives. This chapter
provides an understanding of the affected environment and potential environmental consequences of the
project for the following resources: land use, floodplains, wetlands, water resources, coastal resources,
biological resources, cultural and historic resources, aesthetics, air quality, socioeconomics and
environmental justice, noise, transportation, human health and safety, corridors, and soils. Federal, state,
and local regulations that apply to managing these resources are also discussed in the context of the
existing environment.
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3.1 Land Use

3.1.1 General
3.1.1.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The projects are located on approximately 70 acres of privately owned land in the city of Altoona, Logan
Township, Blair County, Pennsylvania. The project sites are currently undeveloped forested land (SWCA
2024a). Electrical transmission lines run along the southern boundary of the parcel. Review of historical
topographic maps and aerial photographs dating from 1922 found that the subject property was
undeveloped and used primarily for agricultural, with commercial/industrial properties located south and
residential properties to the east. The project sites are in the industrial zone of Logan Township.

3.1.1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.1.1.21 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact land use. The existing land uses in the analysis area would
continue.

3.1.1.2.2 Proposed Action

The project would convert 26 acres of undeveloped land to a commercial solar facility. Blair County
Planning Commission and Logan Township Planning and Zoning have reviewed the site plans. The
county found the project to be consistent with countywide planning efforts. Logan Township approved
the project with conditions. Correspondence is provided in Appendix B.

The project would prevent other land uses (i.e., agricultural or residential) on that land until after the
project is decommissioned. Most of the surrounding land uses are residential and commercial

development. Increased access and visitation to the analysis area during construction and changing the
land use to solar arrays would not impact the land uses on adjacent properties.

3.1.2  Soils and Important Farmland
3.1.21 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) soil map units within the project site and
surrounding area are shown on Figure 3-1 and are listed in Table 3-1.
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Figure 3-1. Soil map units in the parcel and 1-mile study area.
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Table 3-1. Soil Map Units within the Project Site

NRCS Soil Map Farmland Acres
Unit Number NRCS Soil Map Unit Name Classification Acres Impacted
EdC Edom silty clay loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes Farmland of 23.4 11.9
statewide importance
OxF Opequon-Hagerstown-Rock outcrop complex, 25 Not prime farmland 20.6 0.6
to 50 percent slopes
EdB Edom silty clay loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes All areas are prime 9.8 59
farmland
HuB Hublersburg cherty silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes All areas are prime 6.5 5.8
farmland
HeD Hagerstown-Rock outcrop complex, 8 to 25 Not prime farmland 4.5 0.0
percent slopes
HeB Hagerstown-Rock outcrop complex, 0 to 8 percent Not prime farmland 2.8 0.0
slopes
uzB Urban land-Edom complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes Not prime farmland 1.3 0.8
CbB Clarksburg silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes All areas are prime 0.6 0.0
farmland
EdD Edom silty clay loam, 15 to 25 percent slopes Not prime farmland 0.6 0.0
Total 70.0 25.1

Source: NRCS (2025).

Areas that have been designated as “prime and unique farmland” or “farmland of statewide or local
importance” by the NRCS are considered important farmland. The NRCS’s Web Soil Survey tool was
used to determine whether important farmland exists in the analysis area. According to the Web Soil
Survey, 41.3 acres of the 70-acre parcel are designated as prime farmland or farmland of statewide
importance (NRCS 2025). An estimated 23.7 acres of prime farmland or farmland of statewide
importance are within the project footprint (Table 3-1). The parcel is undeveloped and not currently used
for agriculture.

3.1.2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.1.2.21 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact soils or important farmland. No development would occur on
important farmland, and soils would not be disturbed beyond the current conditions.

3.1.2.2.2 Proposed Action

A request for a farmland conversion impact rating was submitted to the NRCS. The NRCS determined the
Land Evaluation Criteria points to be 65.2 points, and the RUS determined the Site Assessment Criteria to
be 12 points for a combined Total Site Assessment of 77.2 points (Appendix B). The project would result
in the conversion of approximately 23 acres of soil classified as important farmland. The Total Site
Assessment of 77.2 points for the farmland impact rating is less than the 160-point threshold, indicating
that the project is unlikely to impact important farmlands.

Direct impacts on soil resources resulting from construction of the project include loss of soil productivity
resulting from the disturbance and compaction of soils during installation of solar modules and
construction of the substation. Vegetation clearing and grading would disturb topsoil, which would result
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in the exposure of underlying soils that could be subject to accelerated soil erosion by wind and water. If
needed, dust suppression activities, such as wetting of soils during construction, would be used to
minimize soil loss as a result of wind dispersal. ASP6 would minimize these impacts by implementing
BMPs for erosion and sediment runoff control in accordance with the project’s Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan (see Appendix A). Workers would construct and operate the proposed project in accordance
with the approved erosion and sedimentation control plan and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System permit for the project.

The ongoing O&M of the facilities would involve no activities with the potential to significantly affect
soil resources, as no ground disturbing activities would occur during project operations. The project’s
erosion and sedimentation plan would ensure that stormwater BMPs continue to be implemented during
O&M (see Appendix A). Once commercial operation ends, the project site would be decommissioned and
reclaimed to its preconstruction condition. Any soils compacted during the project would be restored to
pre-construction use. Topsoil would be placed on disturbed areas and seeded with appropriate vegetation
to prevent unnecessary erosion and soil loss. Reclamation can take place without any substantial effect on
topography or soils.

3.1.3 Formally Classified Lands

3.1.3.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

There are no federal, state, or formally classified lands within the project sites. Formally classified lands
include national parks and monuments, national forests and grasslands, national historic landmarks,
national wildlife refuges, wilderness areas, wild, scenic, and recreational rivers, state parks, and Native
American—owned lands. The mapping systems of various federal and state agencies indicate that the
project sites do not contain any protected or formally classified lands. The nearest federally managed land
is a USDA wetlands reserve easement located approximately 5 miles southeast of the project site (USGS
2025a). The nearest state lands are approximately 2 miles east of the project site and are state game lands
(USGS 2025a).

3.1.3.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

3.1.3.21 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact any formally classified lands.
3.1.3.2.2 Proposed Action

The proposed action would not directly or indirectly impact any formally classified lands because the
analysis area does not contain any formally classified lands.

3.2 Floodplains
3.2.1 Affected Environment

The project site is located within the surficial drainage basin of the Upper Juniata River, within the Upper
Little Juniata River subwatershed (Hydrologic Unit Code [HUC]12-020503020502). The Juanita River is
approximately 16 miles east of the project boundary. The Little Juanita River is approximately 0.03 mile
west of the project boundary (SWCA 2023b). The project site is comprised of entirely permeable surfaces
that stormwater is expected to infiltrate or flow overland to the Little Juanita River.
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A floodplain is defined as a low-lying area adjoining a river or body of water that is subject to periodic
flooding. Floodplains provide risk reduction benefits, such as storing floodwater and slowing runoff, as
well as environmental value, such as erosion control, groundwater recharge, and fish and wildlife habitat
protection (Federal Emergency Management Agency [FEMA] 2025a). A 100-year floodplain, or Special
Flood Hazard Area, is defined as an area with a 1% probability of flooding in a given year, and a 500-year
floodplain is an area with a 0.2% probability of flooding in a given year (FEMA 2025b).

Compliance with Executive Order (EO) 11988 Floodplain Management requires project development
evaluation to ensure that federal agencies “avoid to the extent possible the long and short-term adverse
impacts associated with the occupancy and modification of floodplains and avoid direct or indirect
support of floodplain development wherever there is a practicable alternative.”

The project site is on FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 42013C0161D, effective March 02,
2012. The project site is not found within any mapped flood zone, as shown on Figure 3-2. The nearest
flood zone is Zone A, 100-year flood zone, located 0.03 mile from the project boundary along the Little
Juanita River.

3.2.2 Environmental Consequences

3.2.21 NO ACTION

The no action alternative would not impact any floodplains or affect any flood zones. No development
would occur within the project site; therefore, there would be no activities that would impact floodplains
or flood zones downstream of the analysis area.

3.2.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action is in an area of minimal flood hazard. The project would not convert, occupy, place
fill, or modify a 100-year floodplain or 500-year floodplain. The project site is not directly connected to
floodplains or floodway passages; therefore, the project would result in no direct or indirect impacts on
any identified floodplains. The construction and operation of the project is not anticipated to have any
impact on flooding, floodwater storage, or increase any flooding hazard within or adjacent to the project
site. Additionally, the project would not cause or increase flooding or cause a flood hazard to any existing
structure. As solar arrays typically have minimal proposed impervious areas, it is not expected that the
project would impact the recharge potential.
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Figure 3-2. FEMA Floodplain map for the project site.
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3.3 Wetlands
3.3.1 Affected Environment

Wetlands are aquatic resources that are regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under
the Clean Water Act and are also known as jurisdictional waters of the United States. The project site has
been evaluated for the presence of wetlands. Wetland delineations took place on November 10, 2023,
according to protocols in the USACE’s 1987 Wetlands Delineation Manual and 2010 Regional
Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Eastern Mountains and Piedmont
Region (USACE 1987, 2012). Identification of streams and wetlands was limited to observable conditions
within the project site and available background information.

A delineation was completed for the 70-acre parcel. One palustrine scrub-shrub (PSS) wetland and one
ephemeral stream were identified within the study area (SWCA 2023a). The 0.02-acre wetland is
dominated in the scrub-shrub stratum by silky dogwood (Cornus amomum) and wild privet (Ligustrum
vulgare). Riverbank grape (Vitis riparia) dominated the woody vine stratum. Dark-green bulrush (Scirpus
atrovirens) and pointed broom sedge (Carex scoparia) dominated the herbaceous stratum. The wetland is
in the western portion of the parcel, and the 720 feet of ephemeral stream is in the northeast portion of the
parcel, as shown on the site plans in Appendix A and Figure 3-3.

3.3.2 Environmental Consequences

3.3.21 NO ACTION

The no action alternative would not impact any wetlands. No development would occur within the project
site; therefore, there would be no activities that would impact wetland resources.

3.3.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The wetland and stream are outside of the project footprint. No work activities would be allowed within
wetland areas or the riparian buffer. These areas would be flagged prior to construction, and flagging
would remain throughout construction; therefore, the project would not impact any of the wetlands shown
on Figure 3-3. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act authorization through the issuance of a permit from the
USACE is not required.

Erosion control BMPs would be implemented to protect nearby wetland and stream resources. No water is
necessary for construction of the project. If dust control is necessary during construction, water would be
sourced from an off-site location. Any wash water produced during project construction would be
released on concrete pads, gravel surfaces, or in previously disturbed upland areas. The proposed project
does not include the construction or removal of any water intake facilities and does not require
wastewater disposal during construction or long-term operation. Groundwater extraction is not required
for the project.
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3.4 Water Resources

3.4.1 Affected Environment

The project site is comprised of entirely permeable surfaces that stormwater is expected to infiltrate or
flow overland to the Little Juanita River. The Little Juniata River has a PA Code, Title 25, Chapter 93,
designated protected aquatic life uses of Trout Stocking (TSF) (Commonwealth of PA 2025a). The
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP) lists this section of the Little Juniata
River as having an Existing Use Classification of Cold Water Fishes (CWF) (PADEP 2023). Finally, the
watercourse is not listed by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PFBC) as Stocked Trout
Waters; however, the watercourse is listed by the PFBC as Wild Trout Waters (PFBC 2025a and 2025b).
According to PA Code, Title 25: Chapter 105 [105.17(iii)], wetlands located in or along the floodplain of
a reach of an Exceptional Value watercourse or Wild Trout Waters, and the floodplain of watercourses
tributary thereto, are considered Exceptional Value wetlands (Commonwealth of PA 2025b).

The project site contains no sole source aquifers or drinking water source protection areas for community,
noncommunity, and residential wells (SWCA 2023b; SWCA 2024a).

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences

3.421 NOACTION

The no action alternative would not impact any surface water. No intermittent drainages or natural
drainage patterns would be disturbed within the project site boundary. Under the no action alternative,
there would be no project-related changes to land use that would impact surface water features. The no
action alternative would not impact any surface water in the Little Juanita River. Water quality conditions
would remain unchanged (i.e., no sediment disturbance would occur within the project site boundary).
Groundwater conditions would remain unchanged, and there would be no use of groundwater within the
project site boundary.

3.4.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

There is no water necessary for construction of the project. If dust control is necessary during
construction, water would be sourced from an off-site location. The proposed project does not include the
construction or removal of any water intake facilities. Erosion and sediment control BMPs, as well as
stormwater BMPs, would be implemented and inspected during and after construction. During land
disturbance activities, routine inspections would be conducted to ensure erosion and sediment controls are
adequate and functioning properly. No direct or indirect impacts on surface waters, either on-site or off-
site, would occur.

No impacts on water quality are expected as a result of the proposed work. The stormwater management
controls during and after construction would manage both stormwater quantity and quality in accordance
with local, state, and federal regulations. Erosion and sediment control BMPs would be implemented, and
routine inspections would be performed to ensure controls are effective. No direct or indirect impacts on
water quality, either on-site or off-site, would occur.

As solar arrays typically have minimal proposed impervious areas, the project is not expected to impact
the recharge potential. Groundwater is expected to continue to flow south and east on the project site, and
BMPs would be deployed during construction. There is no groundwater use anticipated for construction
and operation of the project site, and no direct or indirect impacts on groundwater would occur.
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3.5 Coastal Resources

3.5.1 Affected Environment

Pennsylvania's Coastal Zone Management Program, established in 1980, manages two distinct coastal
areas: the 63-mile Lake Erie shoreline and the 57-mile Delaware Estuary shoreline (PADEP 2025). The
project is in Blair County, which is not within the coastal zone.

3.5.2 Environmental Consequences

3.5.21 NO ACTION

The no action alternative would not impact any coastal resources or affect a coastal zone.
3.5.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action would not impact any coastal resources or affect a coastal zone.
3.6 Biological Resources

3.6.1 General Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation Resources

3.6.1.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site is predominantly deciduous forest (SWCA 2023b). The land cover surrounding the parcel
is mostly developed (commercial, residential) and deciduous forest.

The project site drains to the nearby Little Juniata River. The Little Juniata River has a PA Code, Title 25,
Chapter 93, designated protected aquatic life uses of TSF (Commonwealth of PA 2025a). The PADEP
lists this section of the Little Juniata River as having an Existing Use Classification of CWF (PADEP
2023). The watercourse is not listed by the PFBC as Stocked Trout Waters; however, the watercourse is
listed by the PFBC as Wild Trout Waters (PFBC 2025a and 2025b). According to PA Code, Title 25:
Chapter 105 [105.17(iii)], wetlands located in or along the floodplain of a reach of an Exceptional Value
watercourse or Wild Trout Waters, and the floodplain of watercourses tributary thereto, are considered
Exceptional Value wetlands (Commonwealth of PA 2025b).

A review for potential impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species or critical habitat was conducted
through the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) Pennsylvania
Natural Heritage Program. This review takes into consideration all state and federally listed species. The
agencies included in this review are:

e PFBC - fish, amphibians, aquatic insects

e Pennsylvania DCNR - plants, terrestrial insects, reptiles, special habitats

e Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) - birds and mammals

e United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) - all federally listed species
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The Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Environmental Review Tool indicated the project
is in the range of one federally listed species, the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), and no state-listed species.
See Section 3.6.2 for more information on the Indiana bat.

3.6.1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.6.1.2.1 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact general fish, wildlife, and vegetation resources. The habitat
would not be altered, and current land use would continue.

3.6.1.2.2 Proposed Action

Potential impacts on terrestrial wildlife from construction include the loss, degradation, and fragmentation
of breeding, feeding, and sheltering habitats, the loss of underground nesting or burrowing animals and
their shelter in areas where grading would occur, and increased noise and vibration levels. Additionally,
there could be an increased risk to wildlife related to vehicular collisions, and there would be an increased
potential for the spread of invasive species.

Tree clearing may have impacts on natural vegetation, soils, and wildlife. Habitat generalists use a range
of habitat types and, therefore, would be less impacted by habitat fragmentation. Because there are
available undeveloped forested lands surrounding the project site, most species would be able to move
into adjacent available habitat. Some less mobile species (e.g., small mammals, amphibians, and reptiles)
would not be able to move out of the way of construction equipment, thereby resulting in injury or
mortality of individuals. The proposed action includes a planted vegetated buffer around the site, which
may provide habitat for some wildlife.

A review for potential impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species or critical habitat was conducted
through the DCNR Pennsylvania Natural Heritage Program (Appendix B). This review takes into
consideration all state and federally listed species. The agencies included in this review are PFBC,
Pennsylvania DCNR, PGC, and the USFWS.

The PNDI Environmental Review Tool indicated that PFBC, DCNR, and PGC have no concerns with the
project because no impact to state threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and
resources are anticipated (PNHP 2025).

After approximately 40 years of operation, the project would be decommissioned, and the land at the
project site would be reclaimed. Restoration would include grading, mulching, and revegetating.

3.6.2 Endangered Species Act-listed Threatened and Endangered
Species

3.6.2.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The ESA prohibits take of federally listed threatened and endangered plant and animal species (hereafter
referred to as listed species) and protects the critical habitats designated to those listed species. If a listed
species may be affected by a project, consultation (either formal or informal) with the USFWS is
necessary as required by Section 7(a) of the ESA. If an action is not likely to adversely affect a listed
species or designated critical habitat, informal consultation may be conducted, and then a USFWS
concurrence letter can be issued.
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The USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) online database was used to develop a list
of federally listed species that are known or have the potential to occur within the project site or its
vicinity, and that could be impacted by the project (USFWS 2025). The list includes the Indiana bat,
northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), and northeastern bulrush (Scirpus ancistrochaetus),
which are all endangered species; the tricolored bat (Perimyotis subflavusone), which is proposed to be
listed as an endangered species; and the monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus), which is proposed to be
listed as threatened. The project is not located within any designated critical habitat.

The project site is primarily deciduous forest that may provide suitable habitat for the Indiana bat,
northern long-eared bat, and tricolored bat. Northeastern bulrush grows in small wetlands, ponds, or wet
depressions with seasonally fluctuating water levels. It may be found at the water’s edge, in deep water,
or in just a few inches of water. During dry spells, there may be no water visible where the plant is
growing (USFWS 2006). One 0.02-acre wetland was identified within the parcel that may provide
suitable habitat for this species. The project footprint was designed to avoid all delineated wetlands.

Monarch butterflies can use a variety of habitats if they contain readily available milkweed plants and
nectar sources. They have been documented in wetlands, grasslands, old fields, savannahs, suburban
yards and gardens, orchards, roadsides, utility rights-of-way, and open forests (NRCS 2020). There are 11
milkweed species native to Pennsylvania, with the three most common species being common milkweed
(Asclepias syriaca), butterflyweed (Asclepias tuberosa), and swamp milkweed (4sclepias incarnata).
Suitable monarch butterfly meadow habitat is not present within the project site.

3.6.2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.6.2.2.1 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact listed threatened, endangered, candidate, or proposed species.
The habitat would not be altered, and current management would continue.

3.6.2.2.2 Proposed Action

There is potential suitable forested habitat for the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat within and
adjacent to the project area. The proposed action would remove up to 26 acres of bat habitat. To minimize
a potential take of these bat species, no tree clearing will be conducted between April 1 and September
30.

A Section 7 project review was conducted using the [PaC site, and determination key (D-key) evaluations
received a May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect (MANLAA) determination for both the Indiana
bat and the northern long-eared bat (Appendix B). USFWS technical letters providing concurrence for the
MANLAA determinations were generated through the IPaC site on September 25, 2025 (Appendix B). In
addition, the D-key provided a No Effect determination for the northeastern bulrush (Appendix B).

Unless the USFWS advises within 30 days of the date of these letters that the [PaC-assisted determination
was incorrect, the letter verifies that consultation on the action is complete for the Indiana bat, the
northern long-eared bat, and the northeastern bulrush. No response from the USFWS was received within
the 30-day review period. As such, Section 7 consultation for the listed species is complete.

There are no Section 7 requirements for the tricolored bat or monarch butterfly, due to their status as
proposed to be listed species. However, the D-key provides MANLAA determinations for the tricolored
bat. Suitable monarch butterfly meadow habitat is not present within the project site; therefore, no
impacts on the monarch butterfly are anticipated.
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3.6.3 Migratory Bird Treaty Act
3.6.3.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA; 16 USC 703) provides protection for all avian species
native to the United States and its territories (16 USC 703—712). The project site provides limited nesting
habitat in the forest and shrub uplands. Adjacent forested wetlands provide nesting habitat. According to
the IPaC review, birds of conservation concern (BCC) that may occur in or near the project site include:
bald eagle (Haliacetus leucocephalus), black-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus erythropthalmus), black-capped
chickadee (Poecile atricapillus practicus), Canada warbler (Cardellina canadensis), cerulean warbler
(Setophaga cerulea), golden-winged warbler (Vermivora chrysoptera), Kentucky warbler (Geothlypis
formosa), chimney swift (Chaetura pelagica), eastern whip-poor-will (Antrostomus vociferus), rusty
blackbird (Euphagus carolinus), and wood thrush (Hylocichla mustelina) (USFWS 2025).

The bald eagle is also protected by the federal Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). Bald
cagles typically nest near rivers and lakes. The bald eagle is unlikely to nest, roost, or forage within the
project site due to a lack of suitable habitat. The closest known eagle roost is 9 miles northeast of the
project site at Brush Mountain (USFWS 2024). Suitable nesting habitat may occur along Canoe Lake
(approximately 5 miles southeast of the project site).

3.6.3.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.6.3.2.1 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact migratory birds. The project site would maintain its current
habitat and management, and no additional alteration would occur.

3.6.3.2.2 Proposed Action

Similar to impacts described above for general wildlife, potential impacts on migratory birds from
construction include the loss, degradation, and fragmentation of breeding, feeding, and sheltering habitats,
as well as collisions with construction vehicles or equipment, increased invasive species establishment
and spread, and increased noise and vibration levels. Twenty acres of tree removal would occur as part of
the project. The primary means of compliance with the MBTA is through avoidance and minimization
measures such as limiting tree cutting to October 1 to March 31. The vegetative buffer would be
comprised of evergreen and deciduous trees and other specified species. During decommissioning, land
disturbed by project facilities would be restored in such a way to be used in a reasonably similar manner
to its original intended use as it existed prior to project construction.

3.7 Cultural and Historic Resources

3.7.1 Affected Environment

Potential effects on cultural resources and historic properties have been evaluated for the project. NEPA
mandates the integration of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) (54 USC 300101 et
seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800, specifically 36 CFR 800.8 (a)). Section 106 of the
NHPA (54 USC 306108) requires any federal agency that has direct or indirect jurisdiction over an
undertaking to consider the effect of the undertaking on historic properties. In addition, both NEPA and
the NHPA outline requirements for Native American consultation in relation to federal undertakings to
address issues of potential effects on resources of Native American concern.
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The Hutchinson Cemetery is located in the western portion of the parcel and appears on historical aerial
photography from as early as 1938. A Phase I archacological survey was conducted July 18-20, 2024
(SWCA 2025). No artifacts were identified during the survey.

3.7.2 Environmental Consequences

3.7.21 NO ACTION

The no action alternative would not have effects on cultural and historic resources.
3.7.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

There are no properties listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) within the analysis area
or the surrounding area that would be impacted. The survey reports were sent to the Pennsylvania State
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for their review. On February 3, 2025, the SHPO responded that the
project would have no effect on aboveground historic properties (Appendix B). SHPO also had no
archaeological concerns and agreed that no further archaeological work was necessary for the project and
concurred with the avoidance measure (50-foot buffer) for the Hutchinson Cemetery.

RUS sent letters to SHPO and the Delaware Nation, Delaware Tribe of Indians, and Seneca-Cayuga
Nation on July 10, 2025, with a recommended finding of No Historic Properties Affected. Section 106
was concluded on July 18, 2025.

3.8 Aesthetic and Visual Resources

3.8.1 Affected Environment

The term aesthetic and visual resources refers to the composite of terrain, geological and hydrological
features, vegetative patterns, and built features that influence the visual appeal of a landscape. As
development in rural areas increases in scope and complexity, impacts on visual resources may be a
concern. Visual contrast typically results from contrast created between a proposed project and the
existing landscape because of 1) landform modifications that are necessary to prepare an area for
construction, 2) the removal of vegetation to construct and maintain facilities, and 3) the introduction of
new aboveground facilities into the landscape. The visual quality of an area may be affected by such
visual contrast. An impact on visual resources could result if thresholds of visual resource impacts on
sensitive viewers are exceeded as a result of the introduction of the project into the landscape.
Environmental factors (such as viewer position, duration of view, and degree of contrast) can influence
the amount of visual contrast, dominance, and level of attraction introduced by project components.

3.8.2 Environmental Consequences
3.8.21 NO ACTION

The no action alternative would not impact the aesthetics of the surrounding landscape and would,
therefore, have no short- or long-term impacts on the existing visual environment.

3.8.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The project would build new infrastructure within the undeveloped project site. There would be an 8-foot-
tall chain link fence around the solar PV modules (maximum height of 12 feet). The facilities would have
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a maximum footprint of 26 acres. This includes the fenced area with solar PV modules, equipment area,
and vegetative buffer. The 15-foot-wide vegetative buffer would be comprised of evergreen and
deciduous trees and other specified species, providing a visual buffer between the facility and surrounding
homes and businesses to the south. Existing trees would be preserved as a vegetative buffer on the east
and west sides of the facility.

Potential glare for the projects was evaluated using the SGHAT (Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Tool)
model. The analysis focused on potential glare effects on observation points, including 29 residences,
eight parks and recreation areas, two cemeteries, two schools, and two travel routes and linear travel
routes. Aircraft landing and approach were considered for the private Blue Knob Valley Airport. Based
on the SGHAT model, the projects would have 0 minutes of potential glint or glare from these
observation points (SWCA 2024b).

The greatest impact of the project on visual resources would occur during construction and ground
clearing, when large equipment would be present. No construction lighting or night lighting is proposed.
With the addition of the vegetated buffer around the fenced facility to reduce visual contrast, the project
would not have an unreasonable adverse effect on the scenic character of the surrounding area.

3.9 Air Quality
3.9.1 Affected Environment

This section analyzes the impacts of the proposed action alternative and no action alternative on air
quality issues identified during scoping. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Office of Air
Quality Planning and Standards set National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Ambient air
quality standards define the allowable concentrations of criteria pollutants in ambient air. The EPA has set
air quality standards for the following criteria pollutants: nitrogen dioxide (NOy), sulfur dioxide (SO»),
carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter smaller than 10 microns in aecrodynamic diameter (PM,y),
particulate matter smaller than 2.5 microns in aerodynamic diameter (PM,s), ozone, and lead (EPA
2025c).

The EPA assigns classifications to geographic areas based on monitored ambient air quality conditions.
Areas that meet both the primary and secondary standards of a pollutant subject to NAAQS are classified
as being in attainment for that pollutant. Areas that do not meet the NAAQS for a pollutant are designated
as being in nonattainment for that pollutant, which are defined by the EPA Greenbook (EPA 2025a). The
project site is located in Blair County, which is in attainment of all NAAQS (EPA 2025d). As such, no
specific air quality standards are imposed on the project site.

3.9.2 Environmental Consequences

3.9.21 NO ACTION

Under the no action alternative, the solar facility would not be developed. No surface disturbance would
occur, and air resources would not be affected. Climate change would continue under current trends.

3.9.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

ASP6 has reviewed the air quality de minimis levels documented in 40 CFR 93.153(b) and considered
emissions generated at the project site during construction and operation of the solar PV power plant.
ASP6 expects temporary and transient increases in air pollution as a result of construction phase activities
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associated with the project. These sources may include dust and emissions from construction equipment
and vehicles. ASP6 expects these increases to be sporadic and minimal. BMPs would be implemented,
such as the application of water to suppress fugitive dust, washing down construction vehicles and paved
roadways immediately adjacent to construction areas, and no vehicle idling would be allowed.

No sources of particulate, odorous, or volatile pollutant emissions are proposed as part of the construction
project (e.g., large boilers or generators). Furthermore, BMPs should be utilized to reduce or eliminate
construction vehicle emissions or dust generation for the short-term during construction. Long-term air
quality impacts are not expected from the project; rather, given that the project involves implementing
renewable energy generation, overall emissions would be expected to decrease as a result of lower fossil
fuel demands for the existing power grid.

3.10 Socioeconomics

3.10.1 Affected Environment

Applicants for an RUS loan are required to determine whether their proposals have or may have a
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effect on minority or low-income
populations. The project is located in the Logan Township of Blair County, which have populations of
approximately 12,353 and 121,854, respectively (U.S. Census Bureau 2023a).

Blair County’s civilian labor force consists of approximately 59,161 people. The median household
income is $60,594, and the per capita income in the county is $34,593 (U.S. Census Bureau 2023b). The
Logan Township civilian labor force consists of approximately 5,710 people. The per capita income is
$35,070 (U.S. Census Bureau 2023b). In Blair County, the industries that made up the largest portion of
employment is manufacturing (10.1%), educational/health care services (27.2%), and retail (13.8%) (U.S.
Census Bureau 2023Db).

A minority population exists where the percentage of minorities in an affected area either exceeds 50% or
is meaningfully greater than in the general population (i.e., the county). Low-income populations are
identified using the U.S. Census Bureau’s statistical poverty threshold, which is based on income and
family size. The U.S. Census Bureau defines a “poverty area” as a census tract with 20% or more of its
residents below the poverty threshold and an “extreme poverty area” as one with 40% or more below the
poverty level (Bishaw 2014). A census tract is a small geographic subdivision of a county and typically
contains between 1,200 and 8,000 persons. The project site is in census tract 107.01 with a population of
3,200 people.

The poverty rate is 9.1% of all people in the county, and 7.2% for all people in Logan Township,
compared with 7.2% of the state. In Census tract 107.01, which contains the project site, 6.8% of the
population is below the poverty level (U.S. Census Bureau 2023b). The census tract would not be
considered a poverty area because the value is less than 20% and is 10% greater than the county average.
The percentage of the population identified as belonging to a minority group in the census tract (13.3%) is
not equal to or greater than 50%, or more than 10 percentage points higher than that of Blair County
(7.4%).
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3.10.2 Environmental Consequences

3.10.2.1 NO ACTION

Under the no action alternative, RUS would not provide financial assistance to ASP6 for the proposed
project, and no related socioeconomic impacts would occur. Population, employment, and income trends
in the county would be expected to follow existing trends under the no action alternative. No
environmental justice impacts would occur under the no action alternative.

3.10.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action would have no disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental
effects on minority and low-income populations. No long-term impact from noise, air quality, or traffic on
local populations is anticipated. No residential or business displacements would occur. The proposed
action would not affect access to any community facilities such as schools, parks, or healthcare facilities.
The proposed action would result in a negligible impact on infrastructure, utilities, and public services in
the analysis area.

The project would employ 60 people across various disciplines throughout construction. There would be
an increase in road traffic from construction-related movement of people, materials, and equipment; this
increase would vary depending on the phase of construction and may result in a temporary increase in

traffic on public roads in the vicinity of the project site. These construction effects are not anticipated to
be disproportionately high and adverse.

3.11 Transportation

3.11.1 Federal Aviation Administration
3.11.1.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

According to the NEPAssist Tool (EPA 2025b), the closest airport is 12 miles from the project site. The
proposed site development would be less than 200 feet above the ground surface.

3.11.1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

3.11.1.21 No Action

The no action alternative would have no environmental consequences to air traffic.

3.11.1.2.2 Proposed Action

The proposed action would have no environmental consequences to air traffic. The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C., Section

44718, and concluded that the proposed project structures would not exceed obstruction standards and
would not be a hazard to air navigation (see Appendix B).
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3.11.2 Traffic
3.11.2.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site is located on Old Six Avenue Road in the City of Altoona. The surrounding properties are
residential and commercial. East Pleasant Valley Blvd (Business Route 220) is approximately 0.8 mile
east of the project site. Highway 99 is approximately 1.2 miles east of the project site and is the main
north-south route to Altoona.

Traffic data available from the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT 2025), including

Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT), are shown in Table 3-2. It is assumed that these roads would be
the primary routes to access the project site.

Table 3-2. Traffic Volume Data for Roads Accessing the Project Site

Road description Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT)
Old Six Avenue Road 4,500

Route 220 Business/ East Pleasant Valley | 9,500

Blvd

Highway 99/220 24,000

Route 764/Sabbath Rest Road 4,600

PennDOT (2025).

3.11.2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.11.2.21 No Action

The no action alternative would not impact transportation or associated facilities, as there would not be
additional development or activities to generate additional traffic beyond current levels along Old Six
Avenue Road and other area roads.

3.11.2.2.2 Proposed Action

Impacts to roads in the immediate vicinity of the project site, which are currently used by local workers,
residents, and visitors, would result from project construction. A typical day would include the
transportation of workers, movement of heavy equipment, and transportation of materials during peak
construction. An increase in road traffic would result from construction-related movement of people,
materials, and equipment; this increase would vary depending on the phase of construction.

Project construction is planned to last approximately 11 months. Over the 11-month construction period,
workers would make approximately 100 heavy truck trips to deliver equipment and materials to the
project site. It is likely that most of the heavy truck trips would occur during peak construction. The
increase in heavy truck trips would not be a substantial increase to existing AADT levels shown in Table
3-2 and would represent a minor temporary increase in traffic.

Project construction would also require the employment of 10 to 25 workers per day during the
construction period; therefore, an additional 10 to 25 daily trips would occur on local roads, representing
a minor increase in traffic and current AADT levels shown in Table 3-2. Some workers would likely
carpool to the project site, which would reduce the overall impact. It is anticipated that construction trucks
and vehicles would primarily use the roads listed in Table 3-2 to access the project site. A gravel road
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would extend off Burgmeier Drive and provide private access to the project site from the southwest
corner of the parcel.

Operation of the solar facility is not expected to cause or create any changes in traffic patterns; no new
external roadways, intersections, upgrades, or traffic signals would be required. Traffic is likely to return
to levels similar to existing conditions after project construction, as construction workers would not travel
to the project site during project operation. During O&M, one or two employees may occasionally be on-
site, which would be a negligible increase in vehicular traffic.

Impacts to transportation associated with decommissioning activities would be similar to those associated
with construction. Workers would use the same routes to access the project site, resulting in temporary
increases.

3.12 Human Health and Safety

The analysis area for human health and safety is the proposed project footprint and the lands immediately
adjacent. The analysis area consists of the area of potential impacts on human health and safety as a result
of the proposed action. The impact indicators for human health and safety include a potential increase in
noise and in electromagnetic field radiation in comparison to recommended exposure limits, and a
potential increase in production, storage, and disposal of hazardous materials.

3.12.1 Noise
3.12.1.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

As a result of the Noise Control Act of 1972, the EPA developed standards for noise levels under various
conditions that would protect public health and welfare with an adequate margin of safety. The EPA
determined that outdoor day-night average sound levels (Ldn) less than or equal to 55 A-weighted
decibels (dBA) are sufficient to protect public health and welfare in residential areas and other places
where quiet is a basis for use (EPA 1974). The EPA has identified an Ldn of 55 dBA as the level below
which no adverse impact occurs. An Ldn of 65 dBA represents a compromise between community impact
and the need for construction. As such, that level is commonly used for noise planning purposes (EPA
1974).

The project vicinity is mostly developed, with residential and commercial development. A major source
of existing noise is the train terminal to the west. For the purposes of this EA, the ambient noise level of
the analysis area is assumed to fall within the range of 50 to 60 dB. Noise-sensitive receptors include
residences, schools, churches, hospitals, and libraries. The closest sensitive receptors to the project site
are the residences along East Manilton Lane. There are no churches, hospitals, or libraries within 3,000
feet of the project site. There is one school within 3,000 feet of the project site.

3.12.1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.12.1.21 No Action

Under the no action alternative, the project would not be developed. No new noise would occur, and
current noise levels would not be affected.
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3.12.1.2.2 Proposed Action

The proposed action would result in a direct, short-term increase in noise related to construction activities.
This impact would be temporary, occurring only during daylight hours (presumably during an 8 to 10-
hour workday) within the 11-month construction period. The use of construction equipment would
increase ambient noise levels. Noise levels generated by construction would vary daily and hourly,
depending on the construction activity and the type, age, and number of equipment in operation.

Most construction sounds are in the 80 to 90 dBA range but would be attenuated with distance (American
National Standards Institute 2018). Additionally, noise resulting from construction would vary with the
type of work being done, the distance between the work and the receptor, and meteorological conditions.
Generally, sound levels are expected to be quieter for areas where activities occur at distances greater
than 50 feet from the project site boundary.

Noise resulting from increased construction vehicle traffic would also occur. Workers would make
approximately 100 heavy truck trips to deliver equipment and materials to the project site during the
11-month construction period. Worker and material delivery commutes would result in short-term noise
that would have little effect on hourly average noise levels within the analysis area.

Although construction would result in an increase in ambient noise levels, the increase would be
temporary and would be limited to daytime hours when residential land uses are typically less sensitive to
noise intrusion. Table 3-3 provides noise level estimates from common construction equipment attenuated
at distances ranging from 50 to 3,000 feet.

Table 3-3. Noise Levels from Common Construction Equipment
Typical Sound Pressure Level (dBA)

Construction Equipment 50 feet 100 feet 500 feet 1,500 feet 3,000 feet
Dozer (250-700 horsepower) 88 82 68 58 52
FtTrucks (200-400 horsepower) 86 80 66 56 50
Grader (13-16 foot blade) 85 79 65 55 49
Shovels (2-5 cubic yards) 84 78 64 54 48
Portable generators (50-200 kilowatts) 84 78 64 54 48
Derrick crane (11-20 tons) 83 77 63 53 47
Mobile crane (11-20 tons) 83 77 63 53 47
Concrete pumps (30-150 cubic yards) 81 75 61 51 25

Source: (EPA 1971).

Notes: These typical noise levels at distances away from the equipment (beyond 50 feet) are conservative because the only attenuating mechanism
considered was divergence of the sound waves in open air. In general, this mechanism results in a 6-dBA decrease in the sound level with every
doubling of distance from the source. For example, the 84-dBA average sound level associated with generators would be attenuated to 78 dBA at 100
feet, 72 dBA at 200 feet, 66 dBA at 400 feet, and so forth. Attenuation from air absorption, ground effects, and shielding from intervening topography or
structures are not included in determining these nominal values. Further, use of these data is considered to be conservative because construction
equipment producers strive to produce quieter models to protect operators from exposure to high noise levels and the community from undue noise
intrusion.

The project would have a minimum building setback of 50 feet from residential property lines. Vegetation
between the property line and the facility would help block noise. While a few residences are
approximately 300 feet from the facility, most residences are over 500 feet away. The school is over
2,000 feet away. The potential impacts on sensitive receptors within 3,000 feet of the project site are
shown in Table 3-4.
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Table 3-4. Noise Impacts on Sensitive Receptors

Approximate
Sound Level (dBA)

Sensitive Receptor Range Qualitative Description
Residences within 500 feet 61-68 dBA Loud
Residences within 1,500 feet 51-58 dBA Moderate
Residences and schools within 3,000 feet 25-52 dBA Quiet to Moderate

Post-construction, the ambient sound environment would be expected to return to existing levels. Noise
associated with the operation of a solar facility comes from the use of inverters and medium voltage
transformers. Such noise would be audible only during daylight hours, when the panels are producing
power, and would likely be heard only by individuals within the perimeter fence at distances of less than
150 feet. Inverters generate a low-decibel humming noise at around 60 dBA.

3.12.2 Electromagnetic Fields and Interference
3.12.2.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Electromagnetic fields (EMFs) are invisible areas of energy associated with the use of electrical power
and various forms of natural and artificial lighting (often referred to as radiation). EMFs are typically
grouped into one of two categories by their frequency:

e Non-ionizing: low-level radiation that is generally perceived as harmless to humans. Sources of
non-ionizing radiation include microwave ovens, computers, cell phones, power lines, and
magnetic resonance imaging (National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences [NIEHS]
2024).

o Jonizing: high-level radiation that has the potential to cause cellular and DNA damage. Sources of
ionizing radiation include sunlight, x-rays, and some gamma rays (NIEHS 2024).

In the United States, electricity is usually delivered as AC that oscillates at 60 cycles per second (60 Hz),
putting fields generated by this electrical energy in the extremely low frequency range (NIEHS 1999).
The NIEHS has concluded that the scientific evidence suggesting that extremely low frequency EMF
exposures pose any health risk is weak and does not warrant aggressive regulatory concern (NIEHS
1999).

Modern humans are exposed to EMF regularly with background levels of 0.2 mG (milligauss). Long-term
exposure of 4 mG is considered a public health concern; however, overall, there is very little concern of
EMF effects on public health (Cleveland 2017).

3.12.2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

3.12.2.2.1 No Action

There would be no increase in EMF radiation under the no action alternative; therefore, human health and
safety would not be impacted.
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3.12.2.2.2 Proposed Action

Under the proposed action, EMF levels would increase at the project site and the surrounding area as a
result of the operation of the proposed solar facility; however, an individual outside the fenced perimeter
of the project site would not be exposed to significant EMF levels and, therefore, the EMF levels
produced by the project would not cause negative health impacts on the public. The solar panel arrays
have been sited away from occupied residences and beyond the range expected for EMF generation.
Various studies show that at 3 feet of distance from inverter units, which generate the highest EMF levels
on a commercial solar project, EMF levels are a fraction of the permissible exposure level, and beyond 3
feet, levels are negligible; at 150 feet, EMF is at or below background levels (Cleveland 2017; NREL
2017). Since the project site would be fenced to prevent unauthorized access, exposure to EMF is not
anticipated.

3.12.3 Environmental Risk Management

3.12.3.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was completed to identify any recognized environmental
conditions (RECs) in connection with the project site (SWCA 2024). The project site has been
undeveloped and used for agriculture since around 1922. The database search report and supplemental
records from state and federal regulatory databases identified the presence of hazardous waste generators,
registered USTs, and two reported releases within 0.5 mile of the subject property. The sites reported in
the vicinity of the subject property by the state and federal records reviewed do not represent RECs based
on regulatory status, topographic gradient, and/or relative distance from the subject property. The Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment revealed no RECs, controlled RECs, or significant data gaps in
connection with the subject property.

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA; 42
USC 9601 et seq.) established the federal Superfund program, which the EPA administers (EPA 2025a).
The Superfund program supports the investigation and cleanup of sites contaminated with hazardous
substances. According to the EPA National Priorities List, the project site is not listed as a Superfund site.
One Superfund property, Delta Quarries, is within 1 mile of the project site (SWCA 2024, EPA 2025Db).
In addition, no Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) sites were identified in the project site;
two RCRA sites are within 0.25 but are downgradient of the property.

3.12.3.1 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.12.3.11 No Action

The no action alternative would not result in impacts from hazardous waste or other related environmental
conditions.

3.12.3.1.2 Proposed Action

Construction and operation would not involve any hazardous materials, substances, or wastes that would be
released on-site. All construction debris and waste would be transported off-site for appropriate disposal.
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4 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

Table 4-1 summarizes the project impacts and any mitigation measures identified in the various resource
sections of this EA that would be implemented to avoid or minimize environmental harm. The project
would have a maximum footprint of 26 acres to build a fenced area containing solar PV modules, an
equipment area, and a vegetative buffer. Construction of the project is anticipated to last 11 months. After
construction, the project is expected to operate for 40 years. The project site would be decommissioned
and reclaimed within 1 year of the end of operations.

Table 4-1. Mitigation for the Proposed Action

Resource

Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Land Use

Minimal, localized impacts from conversion of undeveloped land to utility
infrastructure. There are no formally classified lands.

Soils and Important Farmlands

Surface disturbance and development of 24 acres of important farmland. Minimal
impacts with implementation of standard construction BMPs.

Floodplains The project would not convert, occupy, place fill, or modify a 100-year floodplain
or 500-year floodplain.
Wetlands Wetlands and streams would be avoided.

Water Resources

Minimal impacts with implementation of standard construction BMPs and
approved sediment and stormwater plan.

Coastal Resources

The project is not within a coastal area.

Biological Resources

Minor impacts from the removal of 20 acres of trees in forest habitat. The project
is unlikely to cause impacts on the viability of any wildlife populations. Vegetated
buffer would provide wildlife habitat.

May affect, not likely to adversely affect Indiana bat, northern long-eared bat,
and tricolored bat. No Effect on northeastern bulrush.

Cultural and Historic Resources

No Effect on NRHP-eligible or -listed historic resources. No archaeological sites
present.

Aesthetics/Visual

Minor impacts to nearby residents. Vegetated buffer would minimize
aesthetics/visual impacts.

Air Quality

BMPs to reduce or eliminate construction vehicle emissions or dust generation
during construction. Renewable energy would contribute to decreased emissions
overall.

Socioeconomics

No disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects
on minority and low-income populations.

Transportation

Minor, temporary increase in traffic during construction.

Human Health and Safety

Setbacks and vegetative buffers would minimize noise impacts. All construction
debris and waste would be transported off-site for appropriate disposal
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5 COORDINATION, CONSULTATION AND
CORRESPONDENCE

The following lists the agency coordination that has occurred to date to assist with the analysis and
decision-making process for the project. Appendix B contains copies of the referenced consultation and
correspondence letters. Responses have been incorporated into this document as appropriate.

e Pennsylvania State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)

o October 25, 2024, SHPO letter stating the project would have no effect on aboveground
historic properties.

o March 19, 2025. SHPO letter stating there are no archaeological concerns.

o July9,2025. RUS submitted Notifications of Emergency Undertakings stating the
undertaking is not likely to affect historic properties.

e Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO)

o July9,2025. RUS submitted Notifications of Emergency Undertakings stating the
undertaking is not likely to affect historic properties.

e USFWS
o July 18, 2025. SWCA sent request for ESA Section 7 Consultation.
e NRCS
o July 1, 2025. SWCA sent request for Farmland Conversion Impact Rating.

o July 14, 2025. NRCS completed the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating and found the
project unlikely to impact important farmlands.

e Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection
o February 4, 2025. General Permit (GP) Acknowledgment Notification.
e  Wyoming County Office of Community Planning
o April 21, 2025. Letter approving the land development plan with conditions.
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7 LIST OF PREPARERS

The RUS and consultant staff involved in the preparation of this EA are listed below.
Rural Development’s Rural Utilities Service:

Maria Tur — Maria.Tur@usda.gov

Michael Peterson — Michael.Peterson3(@usda.gov
United States Department of Agriculture

Rural Utilities Service

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Washington, DC 20250

Aligned Solar Partners 6 LP:

Katia Garrigoux Vargas - katia@alignedclimatecapital.com
Zach Good - zach@alignedclimatecapital.com

Aligned Solar Partners 6 LP

24 West 40th Street, 16th Floor

New York, New York 10018

SWCA Environmental Consultants:

Charlie Benton - charlie.benton@swca.com
Kara Giblin - kgiblin@swca.com

SWCA Environmental Consultants

113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120
Cary, North Carolina 27511

37


mailto:kgiblin@swca.com
mailto:charlie.benton@swca.com
mailto:zach@alignedclimatecapital.com
mailto:katia@alignedclimatecapital.com
mailto:Michael.Peterson3@usda.gov
mailto:Maria.Tur@usda.gov

Blair Old Six Solar Projects Environmental Assessment

This page intentionally left blank.

38




























































































mailto:Charlie.Benton@swca.com
mailto:ir1_espenn@fws.gov
mailto:KGiblin@swca.com
mailto:maria.tur@usda.gov
mailto:charlie.benton@swca.com










Project code: 2025-0121290 07/14/2025 18:01:08 UTC

PROJECT SUMMARY
Project Code: 2025-0121290
Project Name: Blair Old Six Solar
Project Type: Power Gen - Solar

Project Description: Solar Facility

Project Location:
The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@40.53741615,-78.36965147007946,14z

Counties: Blair County, Pennsylvania
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RESPONSE TO QUESTION(S) ASKED

Q1: The proposed project is in the range of the Indiana bat. Describe how the project will affect bat habitat (forests,
woodlots and trees) and indicate what measures will be taken in consideration of this. Round acreages up to the
nearest acre (e.g., 0.2 acres = 1 acre).

Your answer is: The project will affect 1 to 39 acres of forests, woodlots and trees.

Q2: Is tree removal, tree cutting or forest clearing necessary to implement all aspects of this project?
Your answer is: Yes

Q3: Is tree removal, tree cutting or forest clearing of 40 acres or more necessary to implement all aspects of this
project?
Your answer is: No

Q4: Will the action include disturbance to trees such as tree cutting (or other means of knocking down, or bringing
down trees, tree topping. or tree trimming), pesticide/herbicide application or prescribed fire?
Your answer is: Yes

Q5: Does the action area contain any caves (or associated sinkholes, fissures, or other karst features), mines, rocky
outcroppings, culverts, or tunnels that could provide habitat for hibernating bats?
Your answer is: No

Q6: Does the action area contain any caves (or associated sinkholes, fissures, or other karst features), mines, rocky
outcroppings, culverts, or tunnels that could provide habitat for hibernating bats?
Your answer is: No

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
guestions 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:

Conservation Measure: Potential impacts to state and federally listed species which are under the jurisdiction of both
the Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service may occur as a result of this
project. As a result, the PGC defers comments on potential impacts to federally listed species to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. No further coordination with the Pennsylvania Game Commission is required at this time.

PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources

RESPONSE:
No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.
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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:
Information Request: Enter project information into IPaC (https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/). Follow the step-by-step process
to review this project's potential effect on federally listed species.

WHAT TO SEND TO JURISDICTIONAL AGENCIES

If project information was requested by one or more of the agencies above, upload* or email the following
information to the agency(s) (see AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION). Instructions for uploading project materials
can be found here. This option provides the applicant with the convenience of sending project materials to a single
location accessible to all three state agencies (but not USFWS).

*If information was requested by USFWS, applicants must email, or mail, project information to IR1_ESPenn@fws.gov
to initiate a review. USFWS will not accept uploaded project materials.

Check-list of Minimum Materials to be submitted:

__X_Project narrative with a description of the overall project, the work to be performed, current physical characteristics
of the site and acreage to be impacted.

_ XA map with the project boundary and/or a basic site plan(particularly showing the relationship of the project to the
physical features such as wetlands, streams, ponds, rock outcrops, etc.)

In addition to the materials listed above, USFWS REQUIRES the following

_ X SIGNED copy of a Final Project Environmental Review Receipt

The inclusion of the following information may expedite the review process.

_____ Color photos keyed to the basic site plan (i.e. showing on the site plan where and in what direction each photo
was taken and the date of the photos)

_____Information about the presence and location of wetlands in the project area, and how this was determined (e.g.,
by a qualified wetlands biologist), if wetlands are present in the project area, provide project plans showing the location
of all project features, as well as wetlands and streams.

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 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Resources Pennsylvania Field Office

Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section Endangered Species Section

400 Market Street, PO Box 8552 110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8552 State College, PA 16801

Email: RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov Email: IR1_ESPenn@fws.gov
NO Faxes Please

PA Fish and Boat Commission PA Game Commission

Division of Environmental Services Bureau of Wildlife Management

595 E. Rolling Ridge Dr., Bellefonte, PA 16823 Division of Environmental Review

Email: RA-FBPACENOTIFY @pa.gov 2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797

Email: RA-PGC_PNDI@pa.gov

NO Faxes Please

7. PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION

Name:___ Charlie Benton, PWS
Company/Business Name:__ SWCA Environmental Consultants
Address:__ 113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120
City, State, Zip:___Cary, NC 27511
Phone:(919) 946-3122 Fax:( )
Email:_charlie.benton@swca.com

8. CERTIFICATION

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

M %‘ 7/18/2025

applicant/project proponent signature date
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From: Charlie Benton

To: "Shellenberger, Pamela"

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Blair Old Six Solar Project - Environmental Review
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2025 11:02:00 AM

Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png

Thanks,

I’m not sure why | didn’t notice the northeast determination key before. But | was able to
complete it, and | also updated the NLEB/TCB key. Both were submitted with NLAA
determinations.

Regards,

Charlie Benton, PWS | he, him, his
Senior Natural Resources Team Lead

SWCA Environmental Consultants
113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120
Cary, NC 27511

C 919.946.3122
charlie.benton@swca.com

SWCA

The contents of this email and any associated emails, information, and attachments are CONFIDENTIAL. Use or disclosure without
sender’s authorization is prohibited. If you are not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender and then immediately delete the email
and any attachments.
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From: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2025 8:17 AM

To: Charlie Benton <Charlie.Benton@swca.com>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Blair Old Six Solar Project - Environmental Review

If this is RUS, you should be able to screen your project through the northeast
determination key and get a determination from the Service.

Please let me know if you can't.

Thankyou,

Pamela Shellenberger
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Pennsylvania Field Office

110 Radnor Road, Suite 101

State College, PA 16801

814-234-4090 x7459
https://www.fws.gov/office/pennsylvania-ecological-services
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From: Charlie Benton <Charlie.Benton@swca.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2025 9:02 PM

To: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Blair Old Six Solar Project - Environmental Review

Hi Pamela,

Thank you for reaching out.

Yes, we would like your concurrence of a MANLAA determination for Indiana bat for the
Rural Utility Services (RUS) NEPA EA for this project. RUS is in the process of concluding
their project review under NEPA, and your concurrence would help finalize the EA

process.

We understand that RUS is able to continue to consult with the USFWS on solar projects
until October 5th, at which time IPaC will undergo some unspecified modifications.

RUS is using the MANLAA determination for NLEB provided in the IPac consultation letter
forthe NEPA EA.

If you could provide an email concurrence for Indiana bat, that would be great. Let me
know if you need any additional information.

Regards,


https://www.fws.gov/office/pennsylvania-ecological-services

Charlie Benton, PWS | he, him, his

Senior Natural Resources Team Lead

SWCA Environmental Consultants
113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120

Cary. NC 27511
C 919.946.3122

charlie.benton@swca.com

The contents of this email and any associated emails, information, and attachments are CONFIDENTIAL. Use or disclosure without
sender’s authorization is prohibited. If you are not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender and then immediately delete the email
and any attachments.

From: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2025 5:18 PM

To: Charlie Benton <Charlie.Benton@swca.com>

Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] Blair Old Six Solar Project - Environmental Review

Hi Charlie,

I am following up on this. | wanted to see where you are at with this project as | know it's
been several weeks, and the wind and solar memo came out onJuly 15.

It appears you need a determination for Indiana bat yet but could make similar

determinations as you did for TCB and NLEB.
Thanks,

Pamela Shellenberger

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Pennsylvania Field Office

110 Radnor Road, Suite 101

State College, PA 16801

814-234-4090 x7459
https://www.fws.gov/office/pennsylvania-ecological-services
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From: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov> on behalf of IR1 ESPenn
<IR1_ESPenn@fws.gov>

Sent: Monday, July 21, 2025 2:30 PM

To: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Subject: IR1 Review: IOGGED Fw: [EXTERNAL] Blair Old Six Solar Project - Environmental Review

From: Charlie Benton <Charlie.Benton@swca.com>

Sent: Friday, July 18, 2025 5:58 PM

To: IR1 ESPenn <IR1_ESPenn@fws.gov>

Cc: Kara Giblin <KGiblin@swca.com>; Tur, Maria - RD, NH <maria.tur@usda.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Blair Old Six Solar Project - Environmental Review

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Good afternoon,

SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA), on behalf of Aligned Solar Partners 6 LP (ASP6) and
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Development’s Rural Utilities Service (RUS),
would like to request an environmental review for the Blair Old Six Solar Project.

Project review was initiated through the Pennsylvania Conservation Explorer (PNDI-843362) and
the USFWS IPaC portal (Project code: 2025-0121290). For your use, we have attached the
following documents:

1. Project Description



Site Plan

Tree Clearing Exhibit

Final signed PNDI

IPaC Official Species List

USFWS NLAA Concurrence Letter

o h LN

Please let me know if you would like any additional information.

Thank you,

Charlie Benton, PWS | he, him, his
Senior Natural Resources Team Lead
SWCA Environmental Consultants
113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120

Cary, NC 27511
C 919.946.3122

charlie.benton@swca.com

SWCA | zeifiee

The contents of this email and any associated emails, information, and attachments are CONFIDENTIAL. Use or disclosure without
sender’s authorization is prohibited. If you are not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender and then delete.
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Pennsylvania Ecological Services Field Office
110 Radnor Road Suite 101
State College, PA 16801-7987
Phone: (814) 234-4090 Fax: (814) 234-0748

In Reply Refer To: 09/25/2025 14:46:09 UTC
Project code: 2025-0121290
Project Name: Blair Old Six Solar

Federal Nexus: yes
Federal Action Agency (if applicable): Rural Utilities Service

Subject: Federal agency coordination under the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 for 'Blair
Old Six Solar'

Dear Charlie Benton:

This letter records your determination using the Information for Planning and Consultation
(IPaC) system provided to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on September 25, 2025,
for 'Blair Old Six Solar' (here forward, Project). This project has been assigned Project Code
2025-0121290 and all future correspondence should clearly reference this number. Please
carefully review this letter. Your Endangered Species Act (Act) requirements may not be
complete.

Ensuring Accurate Determinations When Using IPaC

The Service developed the IPaC system and associated species’ determination keys in accordance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.) and based on a standing analysis. All information submitted by the Project proponent into
[PaC must accurately represent the full scope and details of the Project.

Failure to accurately represent or implement the Project as detailed in IPaC or the Northern
Long-eared Bat and Tricolored Bat Range-wide Determination Key (DKey), invalidates this
letter. Answers to certain questions in the DKey commit the project proponent to
implementation of conservation measures that must be followed for the ESA determination to
remain valid. Note that conservation measures for northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
may differ. If both bat species are present in the action area and the key suggests more
conservative measures for one of the species for your Project, the Project may need to apply
the most conservative measures in order to avoid adverse effects. If unsure which conservation
measures should be applied, please contact the appropriate Ecological Services Field Office.

Determination for the Northern Long-Eared Bat and Tricolored Bat
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Based on your IPaC submission and a standing analysis completed by the Service, you
determined the proposed Project will have the following effect determinations:

Species Listing Status Determination

Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis) Endangered NLAA

Tricolored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus) Proposed NLAA
Endangered

Federal agencies must consult with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under section 7(a)(2) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) when an action may dffect a listed species. Tricolored bat is
proposed for listing as endangered under the ESA, but not yet listed. For actions that may affect a
proposed species, agencies cannot consult, but they can confer under the authority of section 7(a)
(4) of the ESA. Such conferences can follow the procedures for a consultation and be adopted as
such if and when the proposed species is listed. Should the tricolored bat be listed, agencies must
review projects that are not yet complete, or projects with ongoing effects within the tricolored
bat range that previously received a NE or NLAA determination from the key to confirm that the
determination is still accurate.

Unless the Service advises you within 15 days of the date of this letter that your IPaC-assisted
determination was incorrect, this letter verifies that consultation on the Action is complete for

northern long-eared bat and/or tricolored bat and no further action is necessary unless either of
the following occurs:

» new information reveals effects of the action that may affect the northern long-eared bat or
tricolored bat in a manner or to an extent not previously considered; or,

= the identified action is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect to the
northern long-eared bat or tricolored bat that was not considered when completing the
determination key.

15-Day Review Period

As indicated above, the Service will notify you within 15 calendar days if we determine that this
proposed Action does not meet the criteria for a “may affect, not likely to adversely

affect” (NLAA) determination for the northern long-eared bat and/or tricolored bat. If we do not
notify you within that timeframe, you may proceed with the Action under the terms of the NLAA
concurrence provided here. This verification period allows the identified Ecological Services
Field Office to apply local knowledge to evaluation of the Action, as we may identify a small
subset of actions having impacts that we did not anticipate when developing the key. In such
cases, the identified Ecological Services Field Office may request additional information to
verify the effects determination reached through the Northern Long-eared Bat and Tricolored Bat
DKey.

Other Species and Critical Habitat that May be Present in the Action Area

DKey Version Publish Date: 09/05/2025 2 0of 14
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The IPaC-assisted determination key for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat does not
apply to the following ESA-protected species and/or critical habitat that also may occur in your
Action area:

» Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis Endangered
» Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Proposed Threatened

» Northeastern Bulrush Scirpus ancistrochaetus Endangered

You may coordinate with our Office to determine whether the Action may affect the species and/
or critical habitat listed above. Note that reinitiation of consultation would be necessary if a new
species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by the identified action before
it is complete.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or need further assistance, please contact the
Pennsylvania Ecological Services Field Office and reference Project Code 2025-0121290
associated with this Project.

DKey Version Publish Date: 09/05/2025 3o0f14
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name

Blair Old Six Solar

2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'Blair Old Six Solar":
Solar Facility

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@40.53762145,-78.36955728737865,14z

[=]
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DETERMINATION KEY RESULT

Based on the answers provided, the proposed Action is consistent with a determination of “may
affect, but not likely to adversely affect” for a least one species covered by this determination
key.

QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW

1. Does the proposed project include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, intentional take of
listed bats or any other listed species?

Note: Intentional take is defined as take that is the intended result of a project. Intentional take could refer to
research, direct species management, surveys, and/or studies that include intentional handling/encountering,
harassment, collection, or capturing of any individual of a federally listed threatened, endangered or proposed
species?

No

2. Is the action area wholly within Zone 2 of the year-round active area for northern long-
eared bat and/or tricolored bat?

Automatically answered

No

3. Does the action area intersect Zone 1 of the year-round active area for northern long-eared
bat and/or tricolored bat?

Automatically answered

No

4. Does any component of the action involve leasing, construction or operation of wind
turbines? Answer 'yes' if the activities considered are conducted with the intention of
gathering survey information to inform the leasing, construction, or operation of wind
turbines.

No

5. Is the proposed action authorized, permitted, licensed, funded, or being carried out by a
Federal agency in whole or in part?

Note for projects in Pennsylvania: Projects requiring authorization under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
and/or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act would be considered as having a federal nexus. Since the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) has issued the Pennsylvania State Programmatic General Permit (PASPGP),
which may be verified by the PA Department of Environmental Protection or certain Conservation Districts, the
need to receive a Corps authorization to perform the work under the PASPGP serves as a federal nexus. As such,
if proposing to use the PASPGP, you would answer ‘yes’ to this question.

Yes
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6.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Is the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA),
or Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funding or authorizing the proposed action, in
whole or in part?

No

Are you an employee of the federal action agency or have you been officially designated in
writing by the agency as its designated non-federal representative for the purposes of
Endangered Species Act Section 7 informal consultation per 50 CFR § 402.08?

Note: This key may be used for federal actions and for non-federal actions to facilitate section 7 consultation and
to help determine whether an incidental take permit may be needed, respectively. This question is for information
purposes only.

Yes

Is the lead federal action agency the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or Federal
Communications Commission (FCC)? Is the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) funding or authorizing the proposed action,
in whole or in part?

No

Is the lead federal action agency the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)?
No

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.5 miles of a known bat hibernaculum or
winter roost? Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and
cannot be displayed. If you need additional information, please contact your state wildlife
agency.

Automatically answered

No

Does the action area contain any winter roosts or caves (or associated sinkholes, fissures,
or other karst features), mines, rocky outcroppings, or tunnels that could provide habitat
for hibernating bats?

No

Does the action area contain (1) talus or (2) anthropogenic or naturally formed rock
shelters or crevices in rocky outcrops, rock faces or cliffs?

No

Will the action cause effects to a bridge?

Note: Covered bridges should be considered as bridges in this question.

No

Will the action result in effects to a culvert or tunnel at any time of year?
No
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Are trees present within 1000 feet of the action area?

Note: If there are trees within the action area that are of a sufficient size to be potential roosts for bats answer
"Yes". If unsure, additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and
tricolored bat can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat

Survey Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-

guidelines.
Yes

Does the action include the intentional exclusion of bats from a building or building-like
structure? Note: Exclusion is conducted to deny bats’ entry or reentry into a building. To be effective and to

avoid harming bats, it should be done according to established standards. If your action includes bat exclusion
and you are unsure whether northern long-eared bats or tricolored bats are present, answer “Yes.” Answer “No” if
there are no signs of bat use in the building/structure. If unsure, contact your local Ecological Services Field
Office to help assess whether northern long-eared bats or tricolored bats may be present. Contact a Nuisance
Wildlife Control Operator (NWCO) for help in how to exclude bats from a structure safely without causing harm
to the bats (to find a NWCO certified in bat standards, search the Internet using the search term “National
Wildlife Control Operators Association bats”). Also see the White-Nose Syndrome Response Team's guide for bat

control in structures.
No

Does the action involve removal, modification, or maintenance of a human-made building-
like structure (barn, house, or other building) known or suspected to contain roosting
bats?

No

Will the action cause construction of one or more new roads open to the public?

For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is
either (1) part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a
federal agency (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No

Will the action include or cause any construction or other activity that is reasonably certain
to increase average night-time traffic permanently or temporarily on one or more existing
roads? Note: For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is either (1)
part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a federal agency (federal permit,

funding, etc.). .
No

Will the action include or cause any construction or other activity that is reasonably certain
to increase the number of travel lanes on an existing thoroughfare?

For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is
either (1) part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a
federal agency (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Will the proposed Action involve the creation of a new water-borne contaminant source
(e.g., leachate pond, pits containing chemicals that are not NSF/ANSI 60 compliant)?

Note: For information regarding NSF/ANSI 60 please visit https://www.nsf.org/knowledge-library/nsf-ansi-
standard-60-drinking-water-treatment-chemicals-health-effects
No

Will the proposed action involve the creation of a new point source discharge from a
facility other than a water treatment plant or storm water system?

No

Will the action include drilling or blasting?

No

Will the action involve military training (e.g., smoke operations, obscurant operations,
exploding munitions, artillery fire, range use, helicopter or fixed wing aircraft use at
night)?

No

Will the proposed action involve the use of herbicides or pesticides (e.g., fungicides,
insecticides, or rodenticides)?

No

Will the action include or cause activities that are reasonably certain to cause chronic or
intense nighttime noise (above current levels of ambient noise in the area) in suitable
summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat or tricolored bat during the active season?

Chronic noise is noise that is continuous or occurs repeatedly again and again for a long
time. Sources of chronic or intense noise that could cause adverse effects to bats may
include, but are not limited to: road traffic; trains; aircraft; industrial activities; gas
compressor stations; loud music; crowds; oil and gas extraction; construction; and mining.

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

No

Does the action include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, the use of permanent or

temporary artificial lighting within 1000 feet of suitable northern long-eared bat or
tricolored bat roosting habitat?

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendlx A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey

guidelines.
No
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Will the action include tree cutting or other means of knocking down or bringing down
trees, tree topping, or tree trimming?

Yes

Is the project related to the production of coal, including projects that support the mining
of coal, as well as the production and/or distribution of energy produced from coal?
No

Will the proposed action occur exclusively in an already established and currently
maintained utility right-of-way?

No

Does the action include emergency cutting or trimming of hazard trees in order to remove

an imminent threat to human safety or property? See hazard tree note at the bottom of the
key for text that will be added to response letters

Note: A "hazard tree" is a tree that is an immediate threat to lives, public health and safety, or improved property.
No

Does the project intersect with the 0- 9.9% forest density category?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 10.0- 19.9% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 20.0- 29.9% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 30.0- 100% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

Yes

Will the action cause trees to be cut, knocked down, or otherwise brought down across an
area greater than 100 acres in total extent?

No

Will the proposed action result in the use of prescribed fire?

Note: If the prescribed fire action includes other activities than application of fire (e.g., tree cutting, fire line
preparation) please consider impacts from those activities within the previous representative questions in the key.
This set of questions only considers impacts from flame and smoke.

No

Does the action area intersect the northern long-eared bat species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes
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39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.5 miles of radius of an entrance/opening to
any known NLEB hibernacula or winter roost? Note: The map queried for this question contains
proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need additional information, please contact your State
wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.25 miles of a culvert that is known to be
occupied by northern long-eared or tricolored bats? Note: The map queried for this question
contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need additional information, please contact your
State wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 150 feet of a documented northern long-eared
bat roost site?

Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be
displayed. If you need additional information, please contact your State wildlife
agency.Have you contacted the appropriate agency to determine if your action is within
150 feet of any documented northern long-eared bat roosts?

Note: A document with links to Natural Heritage Inventory databases and other state-
specific sources of information on the locations of northern long-eared bat roosts is
available here. Location information for northern long-eared bat roosts is generally kept in
state natural heritage inventory databases — the availability of this data varies by state.
Many states provide online access to their data, either directly by providing maps or by
providing the opportunity to make a data request. In some cases, to protect those resources,
access to the information may be limited.

Automatically answered

No

Is suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat present within 1000 feet of
project activities?

If unsure, answer "Yes."

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

Yes

Has a presence/probable absence summer bat survey targeting the northern long-eared bat

following the Service’s Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat Survey
Guidelines been conducted within the project area?

No
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44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

Are any of the trees proposed for cutting or other means of knocking down, bringing
down, topping, or trimming suitable for northern long-eared bat roosting (i.e., live trees
and/or snags >3 inches dbh that have exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, and/or cavities)?

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

Yes

Will any tree cutting/trimming or other knocking or bringing down of trees occur during

the Summer Occupancy season for northern long-eared bats in the action area? Note: Bat
activity periods for your state can be found in Appendix 2 of the Service's Northern long-eared Bat and Tricolored

Bat Voluntary Environmental Review Process for Development Projects.
No

Does the action area intersect the tricolored bat species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes

Is the action area located within 0.5-mile of radius of an entrance/opening to any known
tricolored bat hibernacula or winter roost?

Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be
displayed. If you need additional information, please contact your state wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.25 miles of a culvert that is known to be
occupied by northern long-eared or tricolored bats? Note: The map queried for this question
contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need additional information, please contact your
State wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

Has a presence/probable absence bat survey targeting the tricolored bat and following the

Service’s Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat Survey Guidelines been
conducted within the project area?

No
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50.

51.

52.

53.

Is suitable summer habitat for the tricolored bat present within 1000 feet of project
activities?
(If unsure, answer ""Yes."")

Note: If there are trees within the action area that may provide potential roosts for tricolored bats (e.g., clusters of
leaves in live and dead deciduous trees, Spanish moss (Tillandsia usneoides), clusters of dead pine needles of
large live pines) answer ""Yes."" For a complete definition of suitable summer habitat for the tricolored bat,
please see Appendix A in the Service's Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared Bat Survey Guidelines.
Yes

Do any of the trees proposed for cutting or other means of knocking down, bringing down,
topping, or trimming provide potential roosts for tricolored bats (e.g., clusters of leaves in
live and dead deciduous trees, Spanish moss (Tillandsia usneoides), clusters of dead pine
needles of large live pine trees)?

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

Yes

Will any tree cutting/trimming or other knocking or bringing down of trees be conducted

during the Pup Season for tricolored bat? Noete: Bat activity periods for your state can be found in
Appendix 2 of the Service's Northern Long-eared Bat and Tricolored Bat Voluntary Environmental Review

Process for Developmental Projects.

No

Do you have any documents that you want to include with this submission?
No
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PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

Enter the extent of the action area (in acres) from which trees will be removed - round up
to the nearest tenth of an acre. For this question, include the entire area where tree removal
will take place, even if some live or dead trees will be left standing.

25
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Rural Utilities Service
Name:  Charlie Benton
Address: 113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120

City: Cary
State: NC
Zip: 27511

Email charlie.benton@swca.com
Phone: 9199463122
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Pennsylvania Ecological Services Field Office
110 Radnor Road Suite 101
State College, PA 16801-7987
Phone: (814) 234-4090 Fax: (814) 234-0748

In Reply Refer To: 09/25/2025 14:40:44 UTC
Project code: 2025-0121290
Project Name: Blair Old Six Solar

Federal Nexus: yes
Federal Action Agency (if applicable): Rural Utilities Service

Subject: Federal agency coordination under the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 for 'Blair
Old Six Solar'

Dear Charlie Benton:

This letter records your determination using the Information for Planning and Consultation
(IPaC) system provided to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on September 25, 2025,
for “Blair Old Six Solar” (here forward, Project). This project has been assigned Project Code
2025-0121290 and all future correspondence should clearly reference this number.

The Service developed the [PaC system and associated species’ determination keys in accordance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.) and based on a standing analysis. All information submitted by the Project proponent into
the IPaC must accurately represent the full scope and details of the Project. Failure to accurately
represent or implement the Project as detailed in IPaC or the Northeast Determination Key

(DKey), invalidates this letter. Answers to certain questions in the DKey commit the project
proponent to implementation of conservation measures that must be followed for the ESA

determination to remain valid.

To make a no effect determination, the full scope of the proposed project implementation (action)
should not have any effects (either positive or negative effect(s)), to a federally listed species or
designated critical habitat. Effects of the action are all consequences to listed species or critical
habitat that are caused by the proposed action, including the consequences of other activities that
are caused by the proposed action. A consequence is caused by the proposed action if it would
not occur but for the proposed action and it is reasonably certain to occur. Effects of the action
may occur later in time and may include consequences occurring outside the immediate area
involved in the action. (See § 402.17). Under Section 7 of the ESA, if a federal action agency
makes a no effect determination, no further consultation with, or concurrence from, the Service is
required (ESA 87). If a proposed Federal action may affect a listed species or designated critical
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habitat, formal consultation is required (except when the Service concurs, in writing, that a
proposed action "is not likely to adversely affect (NLAA)" listed species or designated critical
habitat [50 CFR §402.02, 50 CFR§402.13]).

The IPaC results indicated the following species is (are) potentially present in your project area
and, based on your responses to the Service’s Northeast DKey, you determined the proposed
Project will have the following effect determinations:

Species Listing Status Determination
Indiana Bat (Myotis sodalis) Endangered NLAA
Northeastern Bulrush (Scirpus ancistrochaetus) Endangered No effect
Conclusion

The Service concurs to the above-mentioned determination(s) of may affect, not likely to
adversely affect. This concurrence confirms receipt of your agencies coordination required under
Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA.

The Service will notify you within 30 calendar days if we determine that this proposed Action
does not meet the criteria for a “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” (NLAA) determination
for Federally listed species in the Northeast. If we do not notify you within that timeframe, you
may proceed with the Action under the terms of the NLAA concurrence provided here. This
verification period allows the identified Ecological Services Field Office to apply local
knowledge to evaluation of the Action, as we may identify a small subset of actions having
impacts that were unanticipated. In such instances, the identified Ecological Services Field
Office may request additional information to verify the effects determination reached through the
Northeast Region DKey.

Other Species and Critical Habitat that May be Present in the Action Area

In addition to the species listed above, the following species and/or critical habitats may also
occur in your project area and are not covered by this conclusion:

* Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Proposed Threatened
» Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Endangered

» Tricolored Bat Perimyotis subflavus Proposed Endangered

If no changes occur with the Project or there are no updates on listed species, no further
consultation/coordination for this project is required for the species identified above. However,
the Service recommends that project proponents re-evaluate the Project in IPaC if: 1) the scope,
timing, duration, or location of the Project changes (includes any project changes or
amendments); 2) new information reveals the Project may impact (positively or negatively)
federally listed species or designated critical habitat; or 3) a new species is listed, or critical
habitat designated. If any of the above conditions occurs, additional consultation with the Service
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should take place before project implements any changes which are final or commits additional
resources.

Please Note: If the Action may impact bald or golden eagles, additional coordination with the
Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) (54 Stat. 250, as amended, 16
U.S.C. 668a-d) by the prospective permittee may be required. Please contact the Migratory Birds
Permit Office, (413) 253-8643, or PermitsRSMB@fws.gov, with any questions regarding
potential impacts to Eagles.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or need further assistance, please contact the
Pennsylvania Ecological Services Field Office and reference the Project Code associated with
this Project.
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name

Blair Old Six Solar

2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'Blair Old Six Solar":
Solar Facility

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@40.53762145,-78.36955728737865,14z

[=]
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QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW

1. As arepresentative of this project, do you agree that all items submitted represent the
complete scope of the project details and you will answer questions truthfully?

Yes

2. Does the proposed project include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, intentional take of
listed species?

Note: This question could refer to research, direct species management, surveys, and/or studies that include
intentional handling/encountering, harassment, collection, or capturing of any individual of a federally listed

threatened, endangered, or proposed species.
No

3. Is the action authorized, permitted, licensed, funded, or being carried out by a Federal
agency in whole or in part?

Note: for projects in Pennsylvania: Projects requiring authorization under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
and/or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act would be considered as having a federal nexus. Since the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) has issued the Pennsylvania State Programmatic General Permit (PASPGP),
which may be verified by the PA Department of Environmental Protection or certain Conservation Districts, the
need to receive a Corps authorization to perform the work under the PASPGP serves as a federal nexus. As such,
if proposing to use the PASPGP, you would answer ‘yes’ to this question.

Yes

4. Are you including in this analysis all impacts to federally listed species that may result
from the entirety of the project (not just the activities under federal jurisdiction)?

Note: If there are project activities that will impact listed species that are considered to be outside of the
jurisdiction of the federal action agency submitting this key, contact your local Ecological Services Field Office
to determine whether it is appropriate to use this key. If your Ecological Services Field Office agrees that impacts
to listed species that are outside the federal action agency's jurisdiction will be addressed through a separate

process, you can answer yes to this question and continue through the key.
Yes

5. Are you the lead federal action agency or designated non-federal representative requesting
concurrence on behalf of the lead Federal Action Agency?

Yes

6. Is the lead federal action agency the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or Federal
Communications Commission (FCC)?

No

7. Is the lead federal action agency the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)?
No

8. Is the lead federal action agency the Natural Resources Conservation Service?
No
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9. Will the proposed project involve the use or storage of herbicide?
No

10. Will the proposed project involve herbaceous native vegetation removal (including
prescribed fire that would result in burning of plants) or mowing?

No

11. Will all activities occur within an area that is currently paved, graveled, routinely
maintained lawn, and/or inside a structure?

No

12. Will the proposed project involve demolition, rehabilitation, property elevation,
renovation, and/or rebuilding of one or more existing buildings (e.g., residential,
commercial and industrial buildings, or utilities)? Note: if project activities include modification

of bridges and/or culverts, answer this question "No".
No
13. Does the project area intersect the boundary of VAFO?

Automatically answered

No

14. Does any component of the project associated with this action include activities or
structures that may pose a collision risk to birds (e.g., plane-based surveys, land-based or
offshore wind turbines, new or enlarged communication towers or broadcast towers, high
voltage transmission lines, any type of towers with or without guy wires)?

No

15. Will the proposed project involve earth moving or other ground disturbance that could
cause erosion and sedimentation, and/or contamination within 300 feet of a freshwater
wetland or along a stream?

Note: Answer "Yes" to this question if erosion and sediment control measures will be used.
No

16. Will the proposed project impact streams or tributaries of streams where listed species may
be present through activities such as, but not limited to, valley fills, large-scale vegetation
removal that could result in ground destabilization, and/or change in site topography?

No

17. Will the proposed project involve vegetation removal within 300 feet of a perennial stream
bank where aquatic listed species may be present?

No
18. Will erosion and sedimentation control Best Management Practices (BMPs) associated
with applicable state and/or Federal permits, be applied to the project?

Note: If BMPs have been provided by and/or coordinated with and approved by the appropriate Ecological

Services Field Office, answer "Yes" to this question.

Yes
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Is the project being funded, lead, or managed in whole or in part by U.S Fish and Wildlife
Restoration and Recovery Program (e.g., Partners, Coastal, Fisheries, Wildlife and Sport
Fish Restoration, Refuges)?

No

Does the proposed project involve construction or installation of a non-commercial boat
dock on a stream?

No

Does any component of the project associated with this action include activities or
structures that may pose a collision risk to bats (e.g., plane-based surveys, land-based or
offshore wind)?

No

Will the proposed project result in permanent changes to surface water or groundwater
quantity, retention, quality or timing in areas where bats may be present?

No

Will the proposed project affect wetlands in areas where bats may be present?
No

Will the proposed project involve blasting where bats may be present?

No

Does the project intersect the Indiana bat species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes

Are there any caves, mines, or mine features that are suitable for hibernating Indiana bats
within the area expected to be impacted by the project?

No

Are trees present within the action area?

Note: If there are trees within the action area that are of a sufficient size to be potential roosts for bats (i.e., live
trees and/or snags >5 inches dbh (12.7 centimeter), answer "Yes". If you are unsure, answer “Yes.” Or refer to
Appendix A of the Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat Survey Guidelines for definitions and
an assessment form that will assist you in determining if suitable habitat is present within your project's action
area. Suitable summer habitat for Indiana bat consists of a wide variety of forested/wooded habitats where they
roost, forage, and travel and may also include some adjacent and interspersed non-forested habitats such as
emergent wetlands and adjacent edges of agricultural fields, old fields and pastures. This includes forests and
woodlots containing potential roosts (i.e., live trees and/or snags >5 inches dbh (12.7 centimeter) that have
exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, and/or hollows), as well as linear features such as fencerows, riparian forests,
and other wooded corridors. These wooded areas may be dense or loose aggregates of trees with variable amounts
of canopy closure. Individual trees may be considered suitable habitat when they exhibit the characteristics of a
potential roost tree and are located within 1,000 feet (305 meters) of other forested/wooded habitat.

Yes
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Has a presence/probable absence bat survey following the Service’s Range-wide Indiana
Bat and Northern long-eared Bat Survey Guidelines been conducted within the action
area?

No

Does the project involve removal or modification of a human-made structure (barn, house,
or other building) known or suspected to contain roosting bats? Note: Most maintenance and

general human disturbance in and around structures will not affect Indiana bats as bats roosting in human

structures are adjusted to a certain level of routine noise and are generally expected to roost away from areas with
excessive disturbance. Answer ‘no’ if the proposed action will not include disturbance to human structures known
or suspected to contain roosting bats or if the structure does not offer suitable roosting habitat for northern long-

eared bats. If unsure, answer ‘yes.’

No

Does the project include removal/modification of an existing culvert?
No

Does the project include removal/modification of an existing bridge?
No

Will the project include tree cutting, other means of knocking down or bringing down
trees, or tree trimming?

Yes

Is the project related to the production of coal, including projects that support the mining
of coal, as well as the production and/or distribution of energy produced from coal?

No

Does the project include emergency cutting or trimming of hazard trees in order to remove
an imminent threat to human safety or property?

No
Does the project intersect with the 0- 9.9% forest density category?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 10.0- 19.9% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 20.0- 29.9% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 30.0-100% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

Yes

Will the action cause trees to be cut, knocked down, or otherwise brought down across an
area greater than 40 acres in total extent?

No
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40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

Will any tree cutting/trimming or other knocking or bringing down of trees occur during
the Pup Season for Indiana bats in the action area?

Note: Bat activity periods for your state can be found in Appendix L of the Service's Range-wide Indiana Bat and
Northern long-eared Bat Survey Guidelines.

No

Will the project be associated with a timber harvest or timber sale for management or
thinning purposes (not including clear cut), including skid trails, roads, landings and/or
stream Crossings?

No
Will the project result in the use of prescribed fire?
No

Does the project include temporary or permanent lighting of roadway(s), facility(ies), and/
or parking lot(s)?

No

Does the project intersect the northeastern bulrush species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes
Do you have any other documents that you want to include with this submission?
No
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PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

1. Approximately how many acres of trees would the proposed project remove?
25

2. Approximately how many total acres of disturbance are within the disturbance/
construction limits of the proposed project?

26
3. Briefly describe the habitat within the construction/disturbance limits of the project site.
Undeveloped forest land
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Rural Utilities Service
Name:  Charlie Benton
Address: 113 Edinburgh South Drive, Suite 120

City: Cary
State: NC
Zip: 27511

Email charlie.benton@swca.com
Phone: 9199463122
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request 07/01/2025
Name of ProjectB|ajr Old Six Solar Project Federal Agency Involved USDA Rural Utility Service
Proposed Land Use Sp|gr Farm County and State Blair County, Pennsylvania
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) Date Reg7uest Received By Person Completing Form:
NRcs 7/2/205 Mvers
Does the site contain Prime, Unique, Statewide or Local Important Farmland? YES NO Acres lIrrigated Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form) @ |:| N/A 210 ac.
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Forage, Corn for grain Acres: 43.2 % 145,728 Acres: 30.3 % 102,171
Name of Land Evaluation System Used Name of State or Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
LESA 7117/2025
PART Il (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating
Site A Site B Site C Site D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 70
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0
C. Total Acres In Site 251
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 11.7
B. Total Acres Statewide Important or Local Important Farmland 11.9
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted <.001
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 2254
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion _ 65.2
Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Site Assessment Criteria Maximum | site A Site B Site C Site D
(Criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5 b. For Corridor project use form NRCS-CPA-106) Points
1. Area In Non-urban Use (15) 1
2. Perimeter In Non-urban Use (10) 6
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed (20) 0
4. Protection Provided By State and Local Government (20) 0
5. Distance From Urban Built-up Area (15) 0
6. Distance To Urban Support Services (19) 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average (10) 0
8. Creation Of Non-farmable Farmland (10) 0
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services ®) 5
10. On-Farm Investments (20) 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services (10) 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use (10) 0
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 12 0 0 0
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 65.2 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or local site assessment) 160 12 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 T7.2 0 0 0
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: A Date Of Selection 7/17/2005 YES NO D

Reason For Selection:

Site A received 77.2 total points and was selected as scores below 160 indicate that a project is unlikely
to impact important farmlands.

Name of Federal agency representative completing this form: | Date:

(See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (03-02)




STEPSIN THE PROCESSING THE FARMLAND AND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM

Step 1 - Federal agencies (or Federally funded projects) involved in proposed projects that may convert farmland, as defined in the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)
to nonagricultural uses, will initially complete Parts | and 111 of the form. For Corridor type projects, the Federal agency shall use form NRCS-CPA-106 in place
of form AD-1006. The Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) process may also be accessed by visiting the FPPA website, http://fppa.nrcs.usda.gov/lesal.

Step 2 - Originator (Federal Agency) will send one original copy of the form together with appropriate scaled maps indicating location(s)of project site(s), to the Natural
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) local Field Office or USDA Service Center and retain a copy for their files. (NRCS has offices in most countiesin the
U.S. The USDA Office Information Locator may be found at http://offices.usda.gov/scripts/ndl SAPI.dIl/oip_public/lUSA_map, or the offices can usually be
found in the Phone Book under U.S. Government, Department of Agriculture. A list of field officesis available from the NRCS State Conservationist and State
Officein each State.)

Step 3 - NRCSwill, within 10 working days after receipt of the completed form, make a determination as to whether the site(s) of the proposed project contains prime,
unique, statewide or local important farmland. (When a site visit or land evaluation system design is heeded, NRCS will respond within 30 working days.

Step 4 - For sites where farmland covered by the FPPA will be converted by the proposed project, NRCS will complete Parts 11, IV and V of the form.
Step 5 - NRCS will return the original copy of the form to the Federal agency involved in the project, and retain afile copy for NRCS records.

Step 6 - The Federa agency involved in the proposed project will complete Parts VI and V11 of the form and return the form with the final selected site to the servicing
NRCS office.

Step 7 - The Federa agency providing financial or technical assistance to the proposed project will make a determination as to whether the proposed conversion is consistent

with the FPPA.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM
(For Federal Agency)

Part I: When completing the "County and State" questions, list all the local governments that are responsible for local land
use controls where site(s) are to be evaluated.

Part Ill: When completing item B (Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly), include the following:

1. Acres not being directly converted but that would no longer be capable of being farmed after the conversion, because the
conversion would restrict access to them or other major change in the ability to use the land for agriculture.

2. Acres planned to receive services from an infrastructure project as indicated in the project justification (e.g. highways,
utilities planned build out capacity) that will cause a direct conversion.

Part VI: Do not complete Part VI using the standard format if a State or Local site assessment is used. With local and NRCS
assistance, use the local Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA).

1. Assign the maximum points for each site assessment criterion as shown in 8 658.5(b) of CFR. In cases of corridor-type
project such as transportation, power line and flood control, criteria #5 and #6 will not apply and will, be weighted zero,
however, criterion #8 will be weighed a maximum of 25 points and criterion #11 a maximum of 25 points.

2. Federal agencies may assign relative weights among the 12 site assessment criteria other than those shown on the
FPPA rule after submitting individual agency FPPA policy for review and comment to NRCS. In all cases where other
weights are assigned, relative adjustments must be made to maintain the maximum total points at 160. For project sites
where the total points equal or exceed 160, consider alternative actions, as appropriate, that could reduce adverse
impacts (e.g. Alternative Sites, Modifications or Mitigation).

Part VII: In computing the "Total Site Assessment Points" where a State or local site assessment is used and the total
maximum number of points is other than 160, convert the site assessment points to a base of 160.
Example: if the Site Assessment maximum is 200 points, and the alternative Site "A" is rated 180 points:

Total points assigned Site A 180 _ ; ;
M aximum points possible = 200 X 160 = 144 points for Site A

For assistance in completing this form or FPPA process, contact the local NRCS Field Office or USDA Service Center.

NRCS employees, consult the FPPA Manual and/or policy for additional instructions to complete the AD-1006 form.
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Farmland Classification—Blair County, Pennsylvania
(Blair Old Six LOD)
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either protected from
flooding or not frequently
flooded during the
growing season
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Farmland of statewide
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Farmland of statewide
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local
importance
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Farmland of unique
importance

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points

OO o

O

Not prime farmland

All areas are prime
farmland

Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if
protected from flooding or
not frequently flooded
during the growing
season

Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained
and either protected from
flooding or not frequently
flooded during the
growing season

Prime farmland if irrigated
and drained

Prime farmland if irrigated
and either protected from
flooding or not frequently
flooded during the
growing season

]

Prime farmland if
subsoiled, completely
removing the root
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if
irrigated and the product
of | (soil erodibility) x C
(climate factor) does not
exceed 60

Prime farmland if
irrigated and reclaimed
of excess salts and
sodium

Farmland of statewide
importance

Farmland of statewide
importance, if drained

Farmland of statewide
importance, if protected
from flooding or not
frequently flooded during
the growing season

Farmland of statewide
importance, if irrigated
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Farmland Classification—Blair County, Pennsylvania
(Blair Old Six LOD)

Farmland of statewide
importance, if drained and
either protected from
flooding or not frequently
flooded during the
growing season

Farmland of statewide
importance, if irrigated
and drained

Farmland of statewide
importance, if irrigated
and either protected from
flooding or not frequently
flooded during the
growing season

Farmland of statewide
importance, if subsoiled,
completely removing the
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide
importance, if irrigated
and the product of | (soil
erodibility) x C (climate
factor) does not exceed
60

Farmland of statewide
importance, if irrigated
and reclaimed of excess
salts and sodium

Farmland of statewide
importance, if drained or
either protected from
flooding or not frequently
flooded during the
growing season

Farmland of statewide
importance, if warm
enough, and either
drained or either
protected from flooding or
not frequently flooded
during the growing
season

Farmland of statewide
importance, if warm
enough

Farmland of statewide
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local
importance

Farmland of local
importance, if irrigated

o
]

Farmland of unique
importance

Not rated or not available

Water Features

Streams and Canals

Transportation

-+ Rails
— Interstate Highways
US Routes
Major Roads
Local Roads
Background

Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:20,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data
as of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Blair County, Pennsylvania
Survey Area Data: Version 20, Sep 4, 2024

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Aug 20, 2023—Sep
16, 2023

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Farmland Classification—Blair County, Pennsylvania

Blair Old Six LOD

Farmland Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
EdB Edom silty clay loam, 3 | All areas are prime 5.9 23.6%
to 8 percent slopes farmland
EdC Edom silty clay loam, 8 |Farmland of statewide 11.9 47.6%
to 15 percent slopes importance
HuB Hublersburg cherty silt | All areas are prime 5.8 23.0%
loam, 3 to 8 percent farmland
slopes
OxF Opequon-Hagerstown- | Not prime farmland 0.6 2.6%
Rock outcrop
complex, 25 to 50
percent slopes
uzB Urban land-Edom Not prime farmland 0.8 3.3%
complex, 0to 8
percent slopes
Totals for Area of Interest 251 100.0%
Description
Farmland classification identifies map units as prime farmland, farmland of
statewide importance, farmland of local importance, or unique farmland. It
identifies the location and extent of the soils that are best suited to food, feed,
fiber, forage, and oilseed crops. NRCS policy and procedures on prime and
unique farmlands are published in the "Federal Register," Vol. 43, No. 21,
January 31, 1978.
Rating Options
Aggregation Method: No Aggregation Necessary
Tie-break Rule: Lower
usDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 7/17/2025
==l Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 5 of 5
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February 3, 2025
Sent Via PA-SHARE

RE: ER Project # 2025PR00351.001, Blair Old Six Solar Projects, Department of
Environmental Protection, Logan Township, Blair County

Dear Submitter,

Thank you for submitting information concerning the above referenced project. The
Pennsylvania State Historic Preservation Office (PA SHPO) reviews projects in accordance
with state and federal laws. Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966,
and the implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800) of the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, is the primary federal legislation. The Environmental Rights amendment,
Article 1, Section 27 of the Pennsylvania Constitution and the Pennsylvania History Code, 37
Pa. Cons. Stat. Section 500 et seq. (1988) is the primary state legislation. These laws
include consideration of the project’s potential effects on both historic and archaeological
resources.

Above Ground Resources
No Above Ground Concerns - Environmental Review - No Effect - Above Ground

Based on the information received and available within our files, it is our opinion that the
proposed project will have No Effect on above ground historic properties, including historic
buildings, districts, structures, and/or objects, should they exist. Should the scope of the
project change and/or should you be made aware of historic property concerns, you will
need to reinitiate consultation with our office using PA-SHARE.

For questions concerning above ground resources, please contact Taylor Napoleon at
tnapoleon@pa.gov.

Archaeological Resources
No Archaeological Concerns - Environmental Review - Negative Survey Report/Negative
Survey Form

This report meets our standards and specifications as outlined in Guidelines for
Archaeological Investigations in Pennsylvania (SHPO 2021) and the Secretary of the
Interior's Guidelines for Archaeological Documentation. We agree with the
recommendations of this report, and in our opinion, no further archaeological work is
necessary for this project. PA SHPO also concurs with the avoidance measures (50 ft
buffer around the cemetery boundaries) for the Hutchinson Cemetery. If project plans
should change and/or you should be made aware of historic property concerns, please
reinitiate consultation with our office using PA-SHARE.

For questions concerning archaeological resources, please contact Kristen Walczesky at
kwalczesky@pa.gov.



ER Project # 2025PR00351.001
Page 2 of 2

Sincerely,

Barbara Frederick
Environmental Review Division Manager
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i Altoona Metropolitan Planning Organization
Blair County Government Advisory Committee

Blair Planning

December 16, 2024

Ms. Cassandra Schmick, AICP
Logan Township Planning & Zoning
100 Chief Logan Circle

Altoona, PA 16602

Dear Ms. Schmick:

The Blair County Planning Commission is in receipt of the Blair Old Six Solar Development Plan, located
along Old Sixth Avenue Road and Burgmeier Drive, for review under the provisions of the Pennsylvania
Municipalities Planning Code and other relevant statutes. Our review has revealed the following.

* This proposal is for the development of a Principal Solar Energy System (PSES) by SR1 Captura
Sage (Penn Renewables and Segue Sustainable Infrastructure) on a privately owned 70 acre parcel.
The proposed utility-scale solar facility will interconnect to Penelec/First Energy transmission
lines. In addition to the proposed solar arrays, various appurtenant structures, stormwater
management controls, transmission lines and access roads will also be constructed.

= Access o the site will be primanly through existing gravel access roads off Burgmeier Drive. Based
upon the usage of existing access roads and the layout of the new access roads, we do not anticipate
any significant concerns related to site access or delivery/construction of the solar components;
however, the developer should consult with Logan Township in order to assess any unforeseen
impacts on the local transportation system as a result of the construction of this facility.

= No formal parking areas are proposed at the solar facility; since the facility will not be accessed by
the public and should likely only be visited sporadically by maintenance technicians, the lack of
formal parking areas/spaces should be acceptable.

» Landscaping plans provided by the developer include landscaped buffers in accordance with Logan
Township’s Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance. All solar panels will be installed away
from any existing residences, and existing vegetation will remain as the visual buffer for the site.

* Logan Township updated their Solar Ordinance in May of 2024. Developers should ensure the
design, maintenance, and decommissioning plan of the proposed facility are aligned with the goals
of this ordinance.

= Environmentally, our review of natural features at this location has revealed the presence of steep
slopes and prime agricultural soils on portions of the properties to be developed. For the most part,
these features should not be a significant concern; any steep slopes within the project area should
be handled through regrading and the relatively small area of disturbance should not drastically
impact the prime agricultural soils present at the site.

-continued-

423 ALLEGHENY STREET, SUITE 046 ® HOLLIDAYSBURG, PENNSYLVANIA 16648
Phone: 814-693-2080 + Fax: 814-696-3490 & TTY: 711



Ms. Cassandra Schmick
December 16, 2024
Page 2

= The developer specifies that a historic cemetery is present at the site but is not in the area of
disturbance and will not be impacted by the development of the solar facility. We recommend, if
the developer has not already done so, they consult with Logan Township and potentially the PA
Historical & Museum Commission to assess any unforeseen impacts as a result of this development.

» This site is located within the Little Juniata River Watershed. The developer has stated that the
project has been designed in accordance with Logan Township’s ordinance requirements regarding
stormwater management. The Post-Construction Stormwater Management Plan includes details on
the revegetation of the site as well as a large, vegetated buffer area to offset the development while
following stormwater Best Management Practices and local regulations, which should help to
minimize and mitigate negative impacts on the watershed.

In summary, we find this proposal to be consistent with countywide planning efforts as presented in the
Alleghenies Ahead Regional Comprehensive Plan, adopted July 31, 2018, which includes comprehensive
planning for Blair County. Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposal. If you
should have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

MacKenzie L. Caron
Regional Planner



LOGAN TOWNSHIP IBOARD OF SUPERVISORS

100 CHIEF LOGAN CIRCLE, ALTOONA, PA 16602-4337
PHone: 814-944-5349  Fax: 814-949-3352
www.logantownship-pa.gov

January 7, 2025

Matt Pierce

SWCA Environmental Consultants
80 Emerson Ln., #1306
Bridgeville, PA 15017

RE: BLAIR OLD SIXTH AVENUE SOLAR LAND
DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Dear Mr. Pierce:

On Monday, January 6, 2025, the l.ogan Township Board of Supervisors conditionally
approved the Old Sixth Avenue Solar Land Development Plan in accordance with the
conditions outlined in the attached resolution number 01-06-25B. Once the conditions
outiined in the resolution are completed, we will release the plans for recording. Please
sign the attached form and retum it to this office.

If you should have any questions, please feel free to call me at the office.

Sincerely,

Director of Planning and Zoning

cc: Plan File



RESOLUTION NO. 01-06-25B

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE BLAIR OLD SIXTH SOLAR PROJECT

LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN

WHEREAS an application for a land development project has been filed

with the Township of Logan by SR1 Captura Sage Holdco, LLC on behalf of
David Burgmeier {(hereinafter referred to as the “DEVELOPER”); and

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPER desires to construct two solar array

projects; and

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPER has filed a submission for FINAL LAND

DEVELOPMENT PLAN approval; and

WHEREAS, Township staff has reviewed the FINAL LAND

DEVELOPMENT PLAN and has found it to be in full compliance, as a FINAL
LAND DEVELOPMENT with all applicable provisions of the Township’s Zoning
and Subdivision and Land Development Ordinances; and

WHEREAS, the Township Planning Commission has reviewed and

recommended approval of the FINAL LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN; and

WHEREAS, the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS has determined that this

LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN constitutes a FINAL LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN
in full compliance with the Township’s Zoning and Subdivision and Land
Development Ordinances; and

WHEREAS, the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS has the power to APPROVE

modifications to the Township’s Subdivision and Land Development and
Stormwater Ordinances and has approved the following modifications to the
plan:

L.
2.

3.

A modification of Chapter 20.5.504.5 to not fence the two retention berms.

A modification to Chapter 22.403.1.B to provide one formal access and one
emergency access from Hamilton Lane instead of two formal accesses.

A modjification of Chapter 22.406.3 to have slopes greater than 3:1 with a letter
from an engineer.

A modification of Chapter 22.413 to not install sidewalk along Burgmeier Drive or
Old Sixth Avenue in exchange for a beautification plan and implementation at the
main entrance, and a donation to the Township.

A modification of Chapter 22.414 to not install street trees along Burgmeier Drive
or Old Sixth Avenue in exchange for a beautification plan and implementation at
the main entrance, and a donation to the Township.

WHEREAS, the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS has the power to APPROVE a

FINAL LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN deemed to be in conformance with the
Township’s Zoning and Subdivision and Land Development Ordinances.



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

of the Township of Logan, Blair County, Pennsylvania, that the application and
plans, as filed by the DEVELOPER, are hereby approved with the following
conditions:

1.
2.

The Township Engineer must approve the plan.

Burgmeier Drive must be dedicated to the Township prior to recording the Land
Development plan.

Stormwater facility fees must be paid to the Township.

Financial security to cover the cost of all public improvements must be provided to
the Township prior to plan signature. {Chapter 22.306)

A decommissioning bond must be provided to the Township.

The developer’s agreement must be signed.

The local site contact and emergency response plan shall be provided to the
Township and emergency services.

All required signatures must be obtained on the plan.

The conditions of the plan must be accepted in writing by the developer within 30
days of plan approval.

10.A copy of the recorded plan must be provided to the Township as soon as it is

recorded.

11.All conditions must be met, fees paid, and the plan signed and recorded within the

plan deadline.

RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the Township of Logan this

6t day of January, 2025.

- 3
A
= {.’ 2
James A. Patterson, Chair

ATTEST:

7TZfi #’N/ﬁ__ﬂ..-‘

Tiffdy No n)én
Secretary // Treasurer



January 7, 2025

To: Logan Township Board of Supervisors

I accept the conditions of approval for the Blair Old Sixth Avenue Solar Land
Development Plan as outlined in Resolution 01-06-25B, adopted by the Board
of Supervisors on January 6, 2024.

Signature Date
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