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‭MEMORANDUM‬

‭To:‬ ‭Marie Prezioso, Chair‬
‭Meredith J. Vance, Director, Environmental Engineering Division, BPH‬

‭From:‬ ‭Katheryn Emery, P.E., Engineer Chief‬
‭Sewer Technical Review Committee‬

‭Date:‬ ‭March 18, 2025‬

‭Subject:‬ ‭Sugar Creek PSD‬
‭IJDC Application - 2025W-2652‬
‭Sugar Camp Water Line Extension Project‬

‭1.‬ ‭This committee has reviewed the preliminary application and engineering report submitted‬
‭for the above referenced project in accordance with Chapter 31, Article 15A.  It has been‬
‭determined that the proposed project is:‬

‭a.‬ ‭√‬ ‭Consistent with the intent of the Infrastructure and Jobs Development Act and is‬
‭the most cost-effective, environmentally sound alternative for solving the water‬
‭needs in this area.‬

‭b.‬ ‭Not consistent with the Act and may not be the most cost effective,‬
‭environmentally sound alternative for solving the water needs in this area.‬

‭c.‬ ‭Same as (a) above except that certain issues need to be addressed prior to design‬
‭and construction as the attached comments indicate.‬

‭2.‬ ‭Our recommendation is that:‬

‭a.‬ ‭√‬ ‭The Funding Committee needs to review the proposed sources of funding to‬
‭determine the best mix of grant and/or loan funds in accordance with applicable‬
‭guidelines.‬

‭b.‬ ‭The Funding Committee should recommend that the Council approve the‬
‭proposed project and its funding plan.‬

‭Promoting a healthy environment.‬



‭c.‬ ‭The Funding Committee does not need to review the funding assumptions on‬
‭this project because of deficiencies in the engineering report.  The proposed‬
‭project should be tabled for the consultant to address technical comments.‬

‭d.‬ ‭This project should be referred to the Consolidation Committee.‬

‭3.‬ ‭Other remarks:‬

‭This project will extend potable water service to 18 (12 signed user agreements) potential‬
‭customers in the Sugar Camp area.  These potential customers currently rely on wells and a‬
‭decrease in well water quality has occurred, rendering them unusable.  The current wells have‬
‭issues with iron levels which causes discoloration, staining of clothes/fixtures within the home,‬
‭and inconsistencies in water availability.‬

‭The total cost for this project is $1,800,000 and the PSD intends to pursue a WVIJDC critical‬
‭need grant for the total amount.‬

‭Prior to closing, the PSD needs to demonstrate compliance with how the Lead and Copper Rule‬
‭requirements will be met and how the applicant will ensure compliance with the regulatory‬
‭agencies.  The applicant should be advised to notify the potential customers regarding the‬
‭possibility that switching to a new water source could result in elevated levels of lead originating‬
‭in their existing plumbing.‬

‭Using the Combined Application, the Total Engineering Fee and the Design Fee appear to be‬
‭within the ASCE curve.‬

‭Preliminary Project Ratings:‬
‭Public Health Benefits:‬ ‭5‬
‭Compliance with Standards:‬ ‭0‬
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‭MEMORANDUM‬

‭TO:‬ ‭Katheryn Emery, P.E., Engineer Chief, DWWM‬

‭FROM:‬ ‭Spencer Fultineer, DWWM‬

‭DATE:‬ ‭March 12, 2025‬

‭SUBJECT:‬ ‭Sugar Creek PSD‬
‭IJDC Application - 2025W-2652‬
‭Sugar Camp Water Line Extension Project‬

‭RECOMMENDATION‬

‭The IJDC Application and Preliminary Engineering Report prepared by Potesta and Associates,‬
‭Inc. for the above referenced project has been reviewed and is technically feasible.‬

‭PROJECT DESCRIPTION‬

‭Sugar Creek PSD (PSD) operates a water treatment plant (WTP) and water distribution system‬
‭under (PWSID # 3300404) in Braxton County, West Virginia. The PSD provides drinking water‬
‭to 608 customers, including 579 residential, 22 commercial, and 7 public authority customers in‬
‭Sugar Creek and the surrounding areas. The PSD uses the Elk River as its raw water source.‬

‭This project proposes to extend water service to 18 customers in the Sugar Camp area and enable‬
‭them to receive public water to replace their current water source. The proposed extension is to‬
‭install a combination of 4-inch and 2-inch water line and install a new booster station to serve the‬
‭new and existing customers in the project area.‬

‭The proposed total cost for this project is $1,800,000 and the PSD intends to pursue a $1,800,000‬
‭WVIJDC Critical Needs Grant. The proposed monthly rate for 3,400 gallons is $54.78 ( 1.495%‬
‭MHI).‬

‭Promoting a healthy environment.‬



‭NEED FOR PROJECT‬

‭The customers that would be included in this water line extension are currently being served by‬
‭private water wells. Of these 18 customers, 12 of them have already signed user agreements to‬
‭connect to the water line extension when it is constructed. Out of these 18 customers, 11 of them‬
‭submitted answers to surveys along with descriptions of their current issues with the water that is‬
‭accessible. These problems focus on iron levels, discoloration, staining of clothes/fixtures within‬
‭the home, and inconsistencies in water availability.‬

‭DEFICIENCIES/COMMENTS‬

‭●‬ ‭Using the Combined Application, the Design, and Total Engineering Fees appear to be within‬
‭the ASCE Curves.‬

‭Preliminary Project Ratings:‬
‭Public Health Benefits:‬ ‭5‬
‭Compliance with Standards:‬ ‭0‬
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