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Dear Readers, 

As we move into fall, the Conservation District staff is working to finalize projects 
before winter begins. The lime dosing system to treat an acid mine discharge at the Wa-
terworks Conservation Area has been completed and we await the delivery of lime to 
begin start up. The first treatment system in the Bear Run watershed is complete and a 
second system has been contracted with construction to begin soon. An engineer has 
been selected and designs and permitting for the third treatment system will be com-
pleted by spring. To date $600,000 has been allocated to improving the Bear Run water-
shed and more funds are proposed. We continue to receive requests for permit reviews 
associated with earth disturbance and stream projects. 

Agriculture has also benefited with seven farmers to receive up to $20,000 to install 
management practices for improving water quality while enhancing their operations. 
Fish populations in the South Branch of Plum Creek should improve as in-stream struc-
tures are being installed to provide better habitat and water characteristics. 

Our County Commissioners recognize the efforts put forth by the Conservation Dis-
trict to improve both the environment and quality of life in Indiana County and have pro-
vided financial support to assist in meeting these goals. The Conservation District in turn 
has brought grant money into the county that employ local contractors and purchase ma-
terial from local companies. The Conservation District’s staff are not county employees 
and our core revenue is derived from administering Pennsylvania Department of Agri-
cultural and Environmental Protection programs. We also derive some operating funds 
from grants we receive, but it is the state programs that provide the base funds for us to 
operate. That funding has remained flat for seven years while salaries and operating ex-
penses have not. To overcome this deficit the District must institute fees to administer 
programs mandated by legislation. Myself, I feel that fees are fair, for only those requir-
ing services are required to pay fees and taxpayers are not paying for programs that 
benefit or effect only a few. Beginning January 1, 2009, our erosion and sediment con-
trol plan review fees will be increasing and I suggest that you visit our website to review 
the changes. 
Jim Resh 
District Manager 
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The Envirothon is a 
competition where county 
high school students are 
evaluated by practicing envi-
ronmental professionals. As 
teams rotate through each of 
the five testing stations, they 
experience a variety of test-
ing formats that include 
some type of identification 
such as wildlife tracks or 
mounts, bird calls, skins, 
fish, macroinvertebrates, 
trees, soil textures and soil 
horizons, as well as written 
questions. Sixty students 
from Indiana, Marion Cen-
ter, Penns Manor, Saltsburg 
and United High Schools 
participated in the competi-
tion. The Ken Sink Chapter 
of Trout Unlimited provided 
funding assistance for the 
event. Others assisting with 
the Envirothon include the 
DCNR Bureau of Forestry, 

Indiana County Parks and 
Trails,  PA Game Commis-
sion, the USDA Natural Re-
sources Conservation Ser-
vice and Turner Dairy.   

Each member on the 
winning team receives a 
$500 education grant to be 
used toward post secondary 
education. The grants are 
funded by donations from 
our partners in conservation 
and a big “THANK YOU” 
goes to David Frick, Byron 
Frick, Charles Houser, Indi-
ana Kiwanis Club, Indiana 
Rotary Club, Keller Engi-
neers, League of Women 

Voters–Indiana Chapter, Lee
-Simpson Associates, 
McDonald’s, Jim Resh, 
Tammie Robinson, Rodney 
Ruddock, Stiffler-McGraw 
and Associates, Richard and 
Debbie Stumpf, Joseph and 
Arlene Yackuboskey, How-
ard and Diane Darr, Lowes, 
Environmental Wells Devel-
opment, Pheasants Forever, 
Don Bowers, Indiana 
County Sportsman & Con-
servation League, Dilltown 
Sportsman’s Club, Brenda 
Hicks, Donald Bothell, Ed-
ward Kuckuck, William 
(Dan) George, and Jacob and 
Mary Jane Javornik.  

The Penns Manor Crazy 
Foxes earned top honors in 
this year’s event.  See the 
insert to learn how you can 
help support this grant pro-
gram. 
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With rain storms not coming as fre-
quently as we would like, the dust levels on 
our county’s 300 miles of dirt and gravel 
roads has been rising along with the com-
plaints from local residents. With dust oil 
prices climbing and liquid fuels allocations 
not keeping pace with rising materials 
prices, township officials face a delicate 
balancing act in responding to dust oil com-
plaints. If you are considering using gas 
well brines, which gas companies often pro-

vide for free, be aware that spreading these 
materials require yearly permits through the 
Department of Environmental Protection’s 
Bureau of Oil and Gas. There are also re-
strictions with regards to application rates, 
road slopes and distances from wells and 
streams. There may also be questions re-
garding the long term stability of the road 
from the continued use of brines, not to 
mention the impact the salts may have on 
your resident’s cars.   
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Grants of up to $50,000 are available through the Cleanup Our Anthra-
cite Lands and Streams (COALS) program for cleaning up illegal dump 
and tire piles. For more information contact Patti Olenick 717-787-7381. 
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The Indiana County 
Conservation District will be 
accepting applications for 
dirt and gravel road 
projects for 2009. Letters 
should be arriving in 
township mailboxes early in 
October. 
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A million might not sound like much 
today when highway projects cost hundreds 
of millions of dollars and energy consump-
tion is measured in millions of barrels of oil 
or millions of cubic feet of natural gas. Yet 
a million is still a lot when measured in re-
sources saved and environments enhanced.  

The one million kilowatt hour threshold 
was reached this July as Brookside Dairy’s 
manure digester produced enough biogas for 
the engine/generator to make this quantity 
of energy. Generating between fifty and 
eighty kilowatts, it took the dairy two years 
to produce a million kilowatts. By produc-
ing this energy from biomass instead of 
coal, two million tons of carbon dioxide did 
not enter the atmosphere. 

The District’s Dirt and Gravel Roads 
Maintenance program reached this mile-

stone this fall as a project completed on 
Mottarn Road in North Mahoning Township 
resulted in one million dollars being pro-
vided to Indiana County townships to make 
improvements to their dirt and gravel roads. 
Townships donated almost as much in labor 
and equipment as they and the Conservation 
District worked to reduce the amount of 
sediments entering our county streams from 
local dirt roads. The program is funded 
through motor vehicle licensing fees and the 
Conservation District receives a yearly allo-
cation based on the miles of dirt and gravel 
roads and worksites identified in a road as-
sessment. We also received support this 
year from the Western Pennsylvania Con-
servancy in their effort to improve the mus-
sel habitat in the Little Mahoning Creek by 
reducing the amount of sediments reaching 
the stream.  
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The environmental and maintenance 
benefits of installing Driving Surface Ag-
gregate (DSA) are well known. The amount 
of road sediments are reduced, no volatile 
organic compounds are needed, a dense and 
durable road surface is established and the 
moisture attracting qualities of limestone 
limit the need for dust control. If potholes 
were to develop on the driving surface, 
scarifying the area and applying additional 
DSA, followed by compaction usually 
solves the problem.   

Rayne 
Township 
needed to 
stabilize 
Leroy Road, 
a moderately 
traveled road 
with fifteen 
residents; 
however al-
lergic reac-
tions by some 
of the residents prevented them from using 
tar and chip. DSA was the logical choice. 
The project involved the installation of two 
thousand feet of DSA. Anne Daymut from 
the Conservation District determined the 
quantities of DSA required and worked with 
the Derry Stone and Lime Company to 
make certain that the DSA met the size 
specifications required. To guarantee the 
proper moisture content for maximum com-
paction, Joe LaVan stockpiled the DSA at 
the township yard and utilized a sprinkler 
system to apply additional water. 
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Anne Daymut,  Indiana 
County Conservation 
District Watershed 
Specialist, is completing the 
dirt and gravel road 
reassessment to determine 
where dirt road systems 
may be impacting streams. 
Indiana County’s funding is 
based on identified 
worksites. It is essential 
that you notify Anne about 
any areas you feel should 
be identified as a worksite. 
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Nutrient management planning seems to 
be the hot topic these days in the agricul-
tural conservation world. With all of the Act 
6 plans that need updated to the revised Act 
38 regulations, the ever-increasing impor-
tance of efficient nutrient utilization in the 
face of rising input costs, and recent limita-
tions in plan development funding, it can be 
a confusing time for farmers and agency 
personnel participating in PA’s Nutrient 
Management Act Program. This article is 
my attempt to clear some of the fog sur-
rounding these and other related nutrient 
management topics. 

Act 38 Nutrient Management Plans  

So what’s all this talk about “Act 38”? The 
original Nutrient Management Act, known 
as Act 6, was passed in 1993 and the regula-
tions went into effect in 1997. These Act 6 
regulations were then revised by the State 
Conservation Commission (SCC) to create 
Act 38, which went into effect in October of 
2006. The revised regulations brought about 
several notable changes in the PA Nutrient 
Management Program, and a comprehensive 
list and related information can be found at 
http://panutrientmgmt.cas.psu.edu/. Among 
the most significant changes is that nutrient 
management plans must now address not 
only nitrogen but also phosphorus and po-
tassium applications. A tool known as the P-
index is used to identify fields most likely to 
lose phosphorus to nearby surface waters so 
that they can be managed to reduce that 
loss. In addition, all plans must now be writ-
ten in a standardized format. 

Volunteer Nutrient Management Plans 

 As with Act 6, the Act 38 regulations still 
only directly affect concentrated animal op-
erations (CAOs), which are those having 
more than 2 animal equivalent units, or 
2,000 pounds of live animal weight, per acre 
of land suitable for manure application. It 
just so happens that Indiana County has 
very few CAO livestock operations, so what 
does Act 38 really have to do with the ma-
jority of farmers in this county? While the 
regulations are only enforceable for CAOs, 

all livestock farmers are encouraged to con-
sider the benefits of nutrient management 
plans for their operations. Many non-CAO 
operations in Indiana County and through-
out PA voluntarily developed plans under 
the old Act 6 regulations, many of which 
have surpassed or are coming up to their 
required three-year reviews. These farmers 
are faced with the decision of whether to 
allow their volunteer plans to expire or to 
have them updated to meet Act 38 require-
ments (which in essence entails having a 
new plan developed). What incentives do 
these volunteer operations have to continue 
with the nutrient management program and 
update their plans to Act 38?  

Effective Nutrient Management Maxi-
mizes Profits 

As commercial fertilizer and fuel prices 
continue to rise, the efficient use of live-
stock manure as a fertilizer is now more 
important than ever to the financial stability 
of farming. The last thing a farmer wants to 
do is apply more fertilizer than needed to 
meet crop requirements; that excess fertil-
izer does not increase yield and is basically 
money down the drain. Nor does the farmer 
want to apply less fertilizer than needed; the 
loss in crop yield is also revenue lost. This 
is where a nutrient management plan comes 
in. For each field on the operation, the plan 
lists the manure and fertilizer application 
rates and timing that best meet but don’t 
exceed crop nutrient requirements. Soil test 
information based on realistic yield goals is 
at the heart of an effective nutrient manage-
ment program. For a particular field, the soil 
test report may show that soil nutrient levels 
are adequate for meeting crop needs, allow-
ing the farmer to decrease the manure and/
or fertilizer application rate on that field 
without sacrificing any yield. The soil test 
report may also identify fields that are defi-
cient in crop nutrients and whose potential 
yields would increase by applying more ma-
nure and/or fertilizer. A proper nutrient 
management and soil testing program al-
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lows the farmer to prioritize where, when, 
and how much manure and fertilizer to ap-
ply for maximum crop yields, while not 
wasting money on excess fertilizer. That 
means maximum profits for the farmer. 
The efficient utilization of manure is espe-
cially important for operations that gener-
ate a relatively small amount of manure 
compared with their acres available for 
spreading. I strongly encourage any farmer 
who developed a volunteer nutrient man-
agement plan under Act 6, and any other 
livestock operation, to strongly consider 
developing an Act 38 plan. It just makes 
agronomic and economic sense.  

Limited Liability Protection  

The benefits of implementing a nutrient 
management plan go beyond economics 
and environment. As with Act 6, Act 38 
grants Limited Liability Protection to an 
operator that develops and implements a 
nutrient management plan approved by a 
delegated Conservation District or the 
SCC. In any civil action where the man-
agement or utilization of nutrients is in 
question, the operator’s implementation of 
the nutrient management plan is looked 
upon favorably and provides him/her some 
legal protection.  

Funding for Plan Development 

Both CAOs and non-CAOs in the past 

have received funding from the Plan De-
velopment Incentives Program (PDIP) for 
up to 75% of their nutrient management 
plan development costs. Due to budget 
constraints, PDIP funding is no longer 
available to non-CAOs for the remainder 
of this fiscal year (through June 30, 2009). 
While SCC is working hard to make PDIP 
funding available to non-CAOs for the next 
fiscal year, there is no guarantee, which 
poses a dilemma for non-CAOs who want 
to develop or update a nutrient manage-
ment plan. Farmers should be aware that 
there are additional funding options to pur-
sue, such as the Resource Enhancement 
and Protection Program (REAP), which 
allows farmers and businesses to earn PA 
state tax credits in exchange for Best Man-
agement Practices (BMPs). A farmer could 
pay to have a nutrient management plan 
developed now, then apply for REAP tax 
credits for 75% of that cost and up to 75% 
for BMPs recommended in the plan. SCC 
expects to release the 2009-2010 guide-
lines and application in June of 2009 and 
start accepting applications in early Au-
gust. More information on the REAP pro-
gram is available at 
www.agriculture.state.pa.us/REAP or by 
contacting the SCC at 717-787-8821. 

 

By Emily Bloom 
Nutrient Management/Ag. Conservation 
Technician  �
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I’d like to take this op-
portunity to introduce my-
self as the new Agricultural 
Conservation Technician/
Nutrient Management Spe-
cialist with the Conservation 
District. Since I started here 
in January, I have been busy 
attending nutrient manage-
ment trainings, getting to 
know the agricultural com-
munity, and getting started 
on some projects with area 

farmers. This job is both 
exciting and challenging, 
and I look forward to con-
tinuing to build partnerships 
with Indiana County farm-
ers in order to work towards 
our mutual goals for sus-
tainable agriculture. Please 
don’t hesitate to give me a 
call or stop by the office to 
talk about your farm and the 
District’s various programs.   
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You can help support the PA Envirothon. Simply use GoodSearch.com as your search 
engine and PA Envirothon will earn a penny every time you search the Internet. Go to 
www.goodsearch.com and be sure to enter Pennsylvania Envirothon as the charity you 
want to support. Tell your friends and help support an excellent program! 

My job sometimes reminds me of 
the Bill Murray movie, Groundhog 
Day.  I come to work every day and 
review General Permits and Erosion & 
Sedimentation Control Plans.  The 
plans and submissions vary but I’m 
always looking for the same required 
components.  It would seem simple 
enough when the very first page in the 
DEP Erosion and Sediment Control 
Program Manual begins the list of the 
required items for plan approval.  All 
that needs done is to address each of 
the eleven items that apply and plan 
approval is assured.   

I guess it seems simple to me be-
cause I have been doing it for a while, 
but almost every plan that comes into 
my office either has mistakes or some-
thing has been omitted. 

But the review process is invaria-
bly the same, read the plan, get out the 
checklists, mark what is included and 
note what is missing, over and over 
again, day in and day out.  It can some-
times be frustrating, it’s a tough job 
but someone has to do it. The one sol-
ace that I do take is that I am doing my 
little part to help conserve our natural 
resources.   

I sometimes think the clients 
probably think that I am being picky 
and sometimes I feel like I am.  But I 
get paid to review the plans a certain 
way and I intend to do my best.  I am 
sure that sometimes things do slip by 
me but I try to be a thorough as I can.   

It is my opinion though, that the 
more important aspect of the job is 
what is done on the site.  That is why if 

changes need to be made on the job 
because something on paper isn’t prac-
tical in the field, the Conservation Dis-
trict should be informed and included 
in the discussions of the changes to be 
made.  In some instances contractors 
have actually been fined for making on
-site changes, (even if they worked 
properly) without getting approval 
from the appropriate entity.  Some-
times these changes can be approved 
with just a phone call and sometimes 
they need an actual review process.  
The bottom line is that the Conserva-
tion District should be kept in the loop.  
I try my best to be accommodating and 
not get in the way of the job progress 
so clients shouldn’t hesitate to give me 
a call.  Well that is enough said about 
that, I’ve got some General Permits 
and Erosion Control Plans that need 
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