“It may be reasonably inferred that an agency must prepare a SEIS if environmentally significant modifications are made after issuance of a FEIS”  
Matter of Jackson, 67 N.Y.2d at 429
“There would be no surface drilling or blasting in relation to the work at the reservoir . . . . . As such, there would not be noise, flyrock or dust associated with this work.”  
NYCDEP, Croton Water Treatment Plant, Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement, June 30, 2004, Chap. 8.2, p. 184

If Matter of Riverkeeper, Inc., v Planning Board of Town of Southeast states: 

“Neither the modification to the project nor the regulation presents a significant adverse impact necessitating a second EIS.”

Then if the modification presents a significant adverse impact the reverse is true – a second EIS is necessitated . . . 
RAISED BORE METHOD - 8.2.1.7. New Shaft Chamber and Tunnel, pp. 11-12

“. . . the raised bored construction method . . .  involves drilling of a pilot hole from the surface. A boring drill rig would be assembled at the bottom of the shaft where the tunnel would terminate, and turned by a machine at the top. The boring spoils would fall into the tunnel, and would be removed as the drill is raised from the bottom of the shaft. Using the new tunnel for access, all the debris would collapse into the new tunnel and would be removed at the water treatment plant site . . . . This method would reduce the impact caused by construction in the area.”

FOUR more boards:  
Pdfs ready

· Two drawings of new Shaft and Meter Chamber (B&W)
· DEP Power Point slide #11 (color)
Not ready yet
· Photos of the raised bore, hoe ram, and tunnel (color)
 “no surface drilling or blasing in relation to work at the reservoir.”

Approved Alternative - No drilling or blasting

· Quiet

· No trucks

· All work includes raised bore drilling with removal of spoils 
underground through tunnel from JPR to Mosholu CWTP

Raised bore drill PHOTO
Raised bore drill from underground in the Tunnel PHOTO
Hoe Ram is not the approved method PHOTO
