Sullivan County Responses to Act 220 Questions

1. Please provide an overview of your county including the status of your Comprehensive Plan and how it addresses water resources. 

The Sullivan County Comprehensive Plan, developed in the 1980's , address water resources in several locations. In summary- the plan recommends  water resource conservation by limiting development on steep slopes, advises against any development in floodplains for uses other than recreational, forestry or agricultural The plan also recommends Land Use ordinances include on-site stormwater retention, encourages wetland conservation and  encourages  promotion of water resources for recreational uses.

 2. What other county, subcounty or watershed level water resources plans or studies (by name) are currently underway or completed in the last five years for your county?

The Muncy Creek Watershed Association has completed  stream stability studies from 2000 - 2002 for the purpose of restoration and stabilization. The Muncy Creek is a disaster as far as instability goes.  Much of its streambanks are severely eroding and gravel bars are an all too frequent problem which has lead to more frequent flood events through the main stem and Little Muncy Creek.   A restoration plan for the upper Muncy, in Sullivan County has been completed and takes into account the need for stormwater managment, proper land use planning and water management from earth disturbance acitivities.  Currently, the watershed association is planning to begin stabilization work on the first one mile of stream north of the little town of Nordmont.
The Loyalsock Creek Watershed Association has completed chemical and physical evaluations and inventories of the entire watershed identifying AMD, Acid deposition, streambank stability, E&S concerns, and invasive plant species.  The group has identified acid concerns as being more of a concern than eosion, even though bank erosion is still a high concern.
Fishing Creek Watershed has completed numerous studies on acid problems and is currently implementing treatment and continue to seek more treatment for its headwaters acid deposition problems.
Mehoopany Creek has completed a professional stream analysis and has been working on various components of their strategic restoration plan.  The majority of their focus is on stream channel stability.

3. What is the status of stormwater management plans (Act 167) for watersheds in your county? 

This is something that needs immediate attention as the restoration plans of local watershed groups rely on proper stormwater management planning to ensure designed practices will serve some sort of lifespan. 
While our rural, basically undeveloped, nature combined with  steep slopes, poor soils and lack of  municipal (sewer, water, transportation) infrastructure does substantially limit the adverse stormwater effects of development; We are aware that these conditions can change and we are also aware of  the future benefits of  Stormwater Management Planning. Unfortunately, also due to our rural nature, many municipalities lack sufficient administration  to enforce existing ordinances, such as Floodplain Management. Without clear leadership at the local level we believe  the additional administrative responsibilities of enforcement of a Stormwater Management Plan, even a multi-municpal level, would result in enforcement that would be filled with inconsistencies and interpretive errors.   This is an area where the county planning commission would welcome recommendations from  someone with the watershed organization, but to date we have had no recommendations or any discussions. We are also aware that many municipalities, Counties and watershed organizations have spent hundreds of thousands of dollars completing engineering studies, plans, etc.  In an area as undeveloped as ours we would like  to see some of these funds be directed towards the purchase of development rights for targeted properties along high risk watersheds.  
4. What are the critical water resources issues in your county?

Stormwater runoff, erosion of streambanks,  unstable streams, AMD, and acid deposition due to a lack of alkalinity and buffering ability due to geology.


5. What technical reports or model ordinances has the county developed that address local water resources issues?
The County has developed a model  Zoning Ordinance that addresses steep slope development, and lot densities, provided model floodplain Management Ordinances to municipalities, developed a Natural Areas Inventory of the County that  identifies many valuable water resources, as well as participated in  Scenic Rivers studies and Recreational plans that address water resources. 

6.  What needs and priorities are identified in county/municipal/multi-municipal comprehensive plans and ordinances that are related to water resources?
The County Comprehensive plan recommends  water resource conservation by limiting development on steep slopes, advises against any development in floodplains for uses other than recreational, forestry or agricultural The plan also recommends Land Use ordinances include on-site stormwater retention, encourages wetland conservation and  encourages  promotion of water resources for recreational uses.
7. Would you recommend any changes to the regional priorities to adequately address the county/local needs and priorities?

I feel that before regional priorities can be addressed, Sullivan Countiy's planning office and municipalities need to establish comprehensive plans addressing local needs.  The needs of the regional committee do follow suit with what I see as prioritiesfor the county, but without a demand or enforced requirement of local and municipal governments to implement plans, then they are a waste of time.  
We would recommend regional priorities include watershed prioritization. Prioritization could include factors such as  population, flows, recreational value, susceptibility to future development, potential for erosion.
