
























































































































































Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr.
Page Two
May 26, 1983

Page 27, Par. 6 -- Fresh meadows, scrub swamps, ctc. are wetland habitat types,
not vegetation types.

Page 27, Par. 7 -- The three plant species refercnced as being considered as
federally endangered plants have been deleted from the list of petitioned spe-
cies and are no longer under consideration by the Office of Edangered Species.

Page 28, Par. 1 -- The citation of goldenrod is nonspecific. A more exact
common name should be used. Preferably, scientific names should be used for

all species.

Page 28, Par. 2, Sent. 1 -- This sentence should be altered to read: "The
lower main channel Gauley River supports a warmwater fishery...." This
modification is necessary as there are native brook trout streams in the

upper Gauley River.

Page 28, Par. 2, Sent. 7 -- "Perch" should be deleted from sentence as
this species is rarely encountered in the drainage.

Pae 28, Par. 2, Sent. 8 -- The Gauley River contains approximately 50 species
of fish. Due to the number of species discussed here, it appears this review
is restricted to the lake and lower Gauley River. However, it is unclear in

the first part of this sentence whether the "21 species" were collected from

either area.

Page 28, Par. 4 -- The first sentence should be altered to read, "Cranberry
River offers a popular put-and-take coldwater fishery...."

Page 28, Par. 5 -- The finescaled saddle darter is not rare in West Virginia.
However, this darter is unique and of special interest to the State since

it is endemic to the New River (i.e., found only in West Virginia and a small
portion of Virginia).

Page 29, Par. 4 ~- This discussion is somewhat misleading. The eastern cou-
gar (mentioned in paragraph 1 of this page, but not here), bald eagle,
Kirtland's warbler and the Indiana bat should be discussed collectively or in
a separate paragraph as they are all listed by the U. S. Depuartment of the
Interior as federally endangered species. Furthermore, the sentence reqard-
ing the Carolina parakeet should be deleted unless other extinct or
extirpated species known from this area are discussed.

Birch River

This department concurs with the findings of the study that the 17.8 mile
segment of Birch River has significant scenic and geologic values. Also,
that including it in the National River System would best b done under local
or state administration since the resources are chiefly of state/reqion im-
portance. Since the Birch is a protected stream in the West Virginia Stream
Preservation System, it already has some degree of protection and is not in
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Mr. James W. Colcman, Jr.
Page Three
May 26, 1983

immediate danger of losing resource valuves. It is suggested that the National
Park Service and the Department of Natural Resources continuc working with
local interests in pursuing further protection of this river for possible in-
clusion in the National System.

Specific comments on the document are:

Page 17, Par. 1 -- The Birch River is not stocked with trout. Thus, the first
sentence should be altered to read, "The Birch River supports a good warmwater
fishery."

Page 17, Par. 6 -- This sentence should be altered to read, "Federally cndan-
gered or threatened species which may occur in the study arca include the bald
eagle, Kirtland's warbler and the Indiana bat." No other spcecies discussed in
this paragraph should be expected.

Bluestone River

The draft report is generally complete and addresses the issue of scenic
river designation for the Bluestone River objectively and thoroughly for the
present. However, a follow-up study should be conducted within the next five
to ten years soliciting more input from the general public since the public
meetings and workshops were not well attended and representative of the state
citizenry. The untimeliness of the study may have had a negative impact on
the public interest shown since the study was made during the time when the
New River Gorge area was being studied for managment purposes by the National
Park Service. This management study for the New River considered acquiring
large areas of property as one option. Of course, the proposed acquisition
of private properties arouses the negative concern of local citizens who have
voiced their objections vociferocusly.

With regard to the different management concepts presented in the study
for the river corridor protection, this department favors management by a
public agency, preferably state, since approximately one-half of the eligible
segment is currently under public control by the state.

No appreciable impact is to be expected in the foreseeable future on the
three state parks and one state forest within the watershed - Pipestem, Blue-
stone, Pinnacle Rock State Parks and Camp Creek State Forest - by the
exclusion of the Bluestone River from Scenic River classification. However,
inclusion of the river as a scenic river area in the National Wild and Scenic
River System would most certainly enhance and complement the scenic and
recreational potential of Pipestem and Bluestone State Parks.

The following are specific comments on the study.
Page 20 -- White pine is not noted as an iImportant part of the vegetative cover
in the river corridor. White Pine (Pinus strobus) 1s common in both cover

types mentioned - Northern hardwood forest found at higher elcvations; Contral
hardwood forest at lower elevations.
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Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr.
Page Four
May 26, 1983

Page 21, Par. 3, Sent. 5 -- According to West Virginia Department of Natural
Resources, pickerel and northern pike have never been taken from the Blucstone
Lake or River. This sentence should be altered to read, "Carp arc also present.’'

Page 21, Par. 5, Sent. 3 -- This sentence should be deleted, as nceither fish
species are presently considered rare.

Page 22 -- No mention is made of woodland song birds in the section on bird
species inhabiting the area. The river corridor is good habitat for a high
number of wood warblers and other song birds which are a very important part
of the ecosystem in the river corridor.

The opportunity to review and comment on these studies is appreciated.

Sincerely,

C. Calldk
Director

DCC /hgw/sas

cc: Division of Parks and Recreation
Division of Water Resources
Division of Wildlife Resources
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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WEST VIRGINIA A

GEOLOGICAL AND ECONOMIC SURVEY L B el
” t !
[ il wos, P o g e 3y
Robert B. Erwin, Director P.O. Box 879 Oftices ot Mont Chatenu
and State Geologist Morgantown, WV 265070879 Mont Chateau Rond
304/594-2331 Exit 10 {Choat Lake) oft U.S, 48

IN REPLY REFER TO:
April 27, 1983 00-EV/14110/8630

Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr.

U. S. Department of the Interior
National Park Service

143 Scuth Third Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Dear Mr. Coleman:

Our comments on the Gauley, Blucstone, and Birch wild and scenic
river studies are listed below:

BIRCH RIVER, p. 14, 17: The prchistoric meound(s) in question
are located on Diatter Run, more than two miles upstream
from its junction with Birch River. Presence of the
mound (s) would tend to indicate a Woodland Period occupa-
tion (1000 B.C.-A.C. 1000) rather than an Archaic (8000-
1000 B.C.).

BLUESTONE RIVER: In addition to those mineral resources listed,
some of the shale units within the Mavch Chunk Group are
potential lightweight aggregate resources.

GAULEY RIVER: The draft report failed to list the sandstone
conglomerates as aggregate, concrete sand and mortar sand
resources and the shale units that are potential resources
for building brick and lightweight aggregate.

The extraction and processing of the above listed resources would
require volumes of water obtainable only from the rivers themselven.
Would not the declaration of the Blucstone and Gauley Rivers pro-
hibit water withdrawal for industrial use? Should this happen,

the economic growth of the State and suitable housing development
would be hampered.

Sincefely yours, .
/ // - z,.
/7{5’é ¢ ?// NG
Robert B. Erwin

RBE:PL
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) DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
j OFFICE OF THE. SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20250

May 12 1983

Honorable G. Ray Arnett
Assistant Secretary for Fish
and Wildlife and Parks
Department of the Interior
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Mr. Arnett:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft wild and scenio
river studies for the Bluestone and Birch Rivers in West Virginia.

Although the studies found that segments of these rivers are eligible
for inclusion in the national system, we agree with the conclusion
that the rivers should not be recommended for designation with Federal
administration., Lacking public support for such designation, Federal
management would be infeasible. As the reports suggest, it would be
more appropriate to provide for protection and management of eligible
segments of the rivers through local initiatives.

Sincerely,

KL R 4L

John R. Block
Secretary
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Deparimen Consorvation 75 High Street, Room 301

Morgantown, West Virginta 26505

May 13, 1983

James W. Coleman, Jr.

Regional Director

National Park Service
Mid-Atlantic Region

143 South Third Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106

Dear Mr. Coleman:

Members of our staff have reviewed the draft reports on the Gauley and
Birch Wild and Scenic River Studies. Comments and suggested changes in
the soils sections of both reports are attached.

We appreciated the opportunity to review the documents. If we can be of
further assistance, please advise.

Sincerely, /

/
3/ 5 ¢

Rollin N. Swank
State Conservationi;

Attachments
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Page 16

Paragraph
Line
Line

Line

Paragraph

Line

Line
Line
1{ne

Line

SUGGESTED CHANGES IN THE SOILS SECTION

BIRCH RIVER WILD AND SCENIC RIVER STUDY

N (34] L N
oe X ce oe

0 to 25% should be 0 to 35%

Should read "moderately well drained soils on lower slopes.

Delete "can experience severe wetness." and {nsert "may

contain seep spots."

Gilipin, Lilly, and DeKalb should be Gilpin, Lily, and

Dekalb.
Insert "or steeper" after 0 to 70%.
Lilly should be spelled Lily

Insert "or steeper" after 0 to 50%

DeKalb should be spelled Dekalb.
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gmwgsm?gf gmn y Soil Conservation Service
R onservafion 207 ¥W. Maple Avenue
et Service Fayetteville, WV 25840

March 31, 1983
Subject: L7423(MAR-PC) Review and Comments

To: James W. Coleman, Jr. Regional Director
National Park Service, Mid-Atlantic Region
143 South Third Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the draft
reports of the Birch, Bluestone, and/or Gauley Wild and Scenic
River Studies. These comments may also be applicable to the New
River Gorge National River.

One idea that might be given some careful consideration under the
"Land Use Management" program for the protection of the soil
resources, water quality, and ecological value within the river
corridors, is the requirement (through local ordinances and land

use regulations) that all persons proposing any kind of construction
activity, logging operation, etc., that may have an adverse impact
on the above, prepare and submit a sediment and erosion control plan
(subject to the review and approval by qualified local Soil
Conservation District officials), that would make provisions for the
installation of Best Management Practices (BMP's) needed to adequately
protect these resources.

Sincerely,

(\),(:f &»Os'n’u q[\" ,LL;-"L(-’I{_
William Harris

District Conservationist
Fayetteville Field Office

cc:

Southern Soil Conservation District, Beckley, WV
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGLHCY
REGION 111

671 AND WALNUT SITREETS
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19106

“ﬂk 3] 1~)
“i
C*’AGENQ*

APR ¢ ¢ 1983

Mr. James W. Coleman

Director

Mid-Atlantic Regional Office

Nat ional Park Service

US Department of Interior

Greene Building

6th and Arch Streets
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106

Dear Mr. Coleman:'

The staff of Region III, EPA has reviewed the Draft Wild and Scenic River

Studies for the Gauley, Bluestone, and Birch Rivers in West Virginia. The
comments appear below and we appreciate the opportunity to present them to
you for your use in the decisions regarding the delegations.

All the studies mention mine drainage as a water quality problem with some
areas more significant than others in terms of the water quality impacts.

In areas where mining is currently going on, acid mine drainage should be
under control and in compliance with the regulations covered by the NPDES
permit in effect. Since the West Virginia Department of Natural Resources
now administers the NPDES program, they should be contacted to assure that all
active mines are in compliance.

However, the acid mine drainage problems often worsen after mining is
completed and the mine is closed. The current state—of-the-art in reclamation
leaves something to be desired in this regard and results are inconsistent in
attempts to control the chemical reactions involved. The possibility exists
that mine drainage will be a problem worthy of consideration into the future
and this should be included in your deliberations.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate and review the studies. We have
rated these documents LO-2 in EPA's Reference Category, which is attached for
your information. If we can be of any further assistance, please contact

Mr. Robert Davis of my staff at 215-597-4388.

Sincerely,

oy Rcbuher

Henry P.’ Brubaker
Chief
Planning & Analysis Section
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Definition of Codes for the General Nature of EPA Corments

Fnvirornmental Impact of the Action

1LDo~-Lack of Objections

EPA has no objections to the proposed action as described
in the éraft impact statement or suggests only ninor
changes in the proposed action.

ER--Environmental Reservaticps

EPA has reservations concerning the environmental ecffects
of certain aspects of the proposed action. EPA belicves.
that further study of suggested alternatives or modifica-
tions is recuired and has asked the originating Fedcral
agency to reassess these aspects,

EU—Environmentally Unsatisfactory

EPA believes that the proposed action is unsaticfactoxry-
because of its potentially harmful effect on the cnviron-
ment. TFurthermore, the Agency believes that the potential
safeguards which might be utilized may not adeguately pro—
tect the environment frecm hazards arising fxom this
action. The Agency recorsrends that alternatives to the
action be analyzed further (including the possibility-

of no action at all)

Adequacy of the Impact Statement

Category l—Adequatae-

The draft impact statement adequately sets forth the
environmental impact of the proposed project or action as
well as altermatives reasonably available to the project
or action. '

Category 2—Insufficient information

EPA believes that the draft impact statement does not
contain sufficient information to assess fully the
environmental impact of the proposed project or action.
However, from the information submitted, the Agency is-
able to make a vreliminarv determination of the impact

on the environment. EPA has requested that the-originator
provide the information that was not included in the:
draft statcment,

Catcgory 3—Inadequate

EPA believes that the draft.impact statcment does not
adeguately assess the environmental impact of the pro-
posed project or action, or that the statement inadcquately
analyics recasonably available alternatives. The Agency has
requested more information and analysis concerning the
potential environmental hazards and has asked that sub-
stantial revision be made to the draft statcment.

If a draft imoact statement is assigned a Category 3,
ordinarily no rating will be made of the projecct or action,
since a basis does not generally exist on which to make:
such a determinatione.
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FeEperaL ENErRGY RecuLaTORY COMMISSION

New York ReEGIONAL OFFICE
26 FEDERAL PLAZA, Room 2207

New York, New York 10278

April 4, 1983

Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr.

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

Mid-Atlantic Region

143 South Third Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106

Re: Draft Wild and Scenic River Study Reports
Bluestone, Gauley, and Birch Rivers - West Virginia

Dear Mr. Coleman:

This is in reply to your memorandum dated March 24, 1983 requesting
our review of the draft reports for the referenced studies.

At the present time, the Commission has only one jurisdictional
project near the proposed study areas. The City of Summersville, WV
has filed a major license application for construction of a hydropower
plant at the existing Corps of Engineers' Summersville Dam on the Gauley
River. It is noted that Summersville Dam forms the upper boundary for the
Lower Gauley River segment which your draft study proposes to classify as
a wild river.

If you have any further questions or require additional information,
please contact Mr. Anton Sidoti, Chief — West Branch at telephone number
(212) 264-1161.

Sincerely,

James D. H
Acting Regivhal Engincor
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY

WASHINGTON, DC 20310

9 MAY 198

Fonorable G. Hzy Arnott

2ssistant Secratary for Fisa
antt ®¥1lclivYe and Parks

0S5 pepariaent of thae Interior

Yeobington, D.C. 202&0

Doar ¥r, Arnetti:

This 15 ia furthner rezponse to your leticrs of karen %22, 1903,
which transmitted for Lwpartment of the Anay revisw and coumant your
proposed. rsports on wild and scapio river studics ol the Biren,
Eluostone and Gauley Rivers in West Virgiois.

Fhile your proposed reports conclude that portions of all taree
of thess rivers and several aof thoir tritutaries wwet the orliwris
for inclugien in the Balional ¥Wild and Scenic Rivers Syatewn, public
irterost and support are not amurrficient to oconsidor them auitable
for inclusion in the nystam at this tise.

In wvisw of the above, the Dapartmend of the Arny intcrposes 1o
ebjection t3 submission of thesa repcrts.

The opportunity to review these preopceed toporta is apprecintou.

Sincarely,

o

Kiilliam B, Qtanella
Assistant dedretary of Lan Arsy
(Civi) Wworls)
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Photo Credits:

West Virginia Department of Natural Resources, pages ii, 10, and 26
National Park Service, pages 10, 21, 22, and 40



