




































































































STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

CHARLESTON 25306 

JOHN D. ROCKEFELLER IV 
Governor 

Mr. James w. Coleman, Jr. 
Regional Director 
National Park Service 
Mid-Atlantic Region 
143 South Third Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

May 26, 1983 DA\110C. eAli.AGHAN 
90...ctor 

VV•tt.fS'I!I. HEHTIG, JR. 
fJwpaty tor 

The West Virginia Department of Natural Resources has reviewed the draft 
Wild and Scenic River studies for the Birch, Gauley and Bluestone rivers. 
This department supports the wild and scenic river concept and, in general, 
concurs with the findings of these studies. The establishment of river 
protection as embodied in the Wild and Scenic River Act is a goal worth con­
sidering further if in the future the State so desires to support protection 
of some segments of rivers found to qualify. 

Comments relating to each of the individual studies are as follows. 

Gauley River 

The designation of the Gauley River as a wild and scenic river will en­
hance the recreational potential of the Carnifex Ferry Battlefield State Park. 
Conversely, the location of the park should be considered a positive factor 
in the final decision for the river receiving this designation. 

It is a position of this department to encourage the protection of wet­
lands. The designation of the Gauley River as a Wild and Scenic river .should 
include the protection of the large wetland area on the headwaters of the 
Meadow River. 

The following are specific comments on the content of the 

Page 21, Par. 5, Sent. 4 -- This inaccurate sentence indicates that tlw r.auley 
and Meadow Rivers are classified as acid-degraded streams. Although thc>se 
basins have been mined extensively, acid mine drainage is not a signi fi c.-.nt 
problem. 
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Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr. 
Page Two 
May 26, 1983 

Page 27, Par. 6 --Fresh meadows, scrub sw;1mps, ate. are wetland hr1bitat typos, 
not vegetation types. 

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

Page 28, Par. 1 
common name should 
all species. 

The citation of goldenrod is nonspecific. A more exact 
be used. Preferably, scientific names sl1ould be used for 

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, "Cranlx>rry 
River _offers~ 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 tile 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 somehthat misleading. The eastern cou­
gar (mentioned in paragraph 1 of this page, but not here), b..1ld 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. Depdrtment of tlle 
Interior as federally endangered species. Furthermore, the sentence roq•lrd­
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 ,•,•dues. Al . .;o, 
that including it in the National River System '"auld best be.' done under local 
or state administration since the resources are chiefly of ~tate/region im­
portance. Since the Birch is a protected stream in the West Virginia Stream 
Preservation System, it already has some dc>qree of protection and is not in 
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Mr. Jd.mes W. Co.lvman, Jr. 
Pdge Three 
May 26, 1983 

immediate danger of losing resource values. It is suggested that tlu.> N.1t ional 
Park Service and the Department of Natural Resources continuo wurking with 
local interests in pursuing further protection of this river for possi!Jle 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, tl1c> first 
sentence should be altered to read, "The Birch River supports a g_oorl w.nmwater 
fishery." 

Page 17, Par. 6 -- This sentence should be altered to read, "Federally endan­
gered or threatened species which may occur in the study area include tile bald 
eagle, Kirtland's warbler and the Indiana bat." No other spr'cies 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 puhlic 
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 wl1o have 
voiced their objections vociferously. 

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 eliqible 
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, Rlue­
stone, Pinnacle Rock State Parks and Camp Creek State Forest - by t11c 
exclusion of the Bluestone River from Scenic River classification. llo"·cver, 
inclusion of the river as a scenic river area in the National lvild and s,·anic 
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 -- rvhite pine is not noted as an important part of the' vegr't.lti\'<' cover 
in the river corridor. White Pine (Pinus strobus) is common in botll covc•r 
types mentioned - Northern hardwood forest found at higher el <'Vat ions; Cc•ntral 
hardwood forest at lower elevations. 
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Mr. James W. Co.Zeman, Jr. 
Piige Four 
May 26, 1983 

Page 21, Par. 3, Sent. 5 -- According to West Virginia Department of N•1tural 
Resources, pickerel and northern pike have never been taken from the Bluestone 
Lake or River. This sentence should be altered to read, "Carp <Jra also present." 

Page 21, Par. 5, Sent. 3 -- This sentence should be deleted, as neither 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 wl1ich are a very important part 
of the ecosystem in the river corridor. 

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

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 

GEOLOGICAL AND ECONOMIC SURVEY 

Robert B. Erwin, Director 
and State Geologist 

April 27r 1983 

P. 0. Box 879 
Morgantown, WV 265070879 

304/594-2331 

Mr. James W. Colemanr Jr. 
u. S. Department of t~e Interior 
National Park Service 
143 S0uth Third Street 
Philadelphiar PA 19106 

Dear ~u. Coleman: 

Ollicl!s 111 Mont Chnto•Au 
Mont Chntl!nu RoAof 

Exit 10 (Chi!OI luke) oil U.S. -411 

I tl REPJ..Y REJ•'I•:R 'J'O: 
00-EV/14110/8630 

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

BIRCH RIVER, p. 14, 17: The prehistoric m0und(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-
lOl'O B.C.). 

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

GAULEY RIVER: The draft report failed to list the sands~one 
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 Bluestone 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. 

Sinc~ely yours,. 

1.{(~
.1. 

,., '--
1 •. • • . . • ,- • 

1 01-~{.· /)(_t.'t.Z.:....._ 
Robert B. Erwin 

RBE:PL 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE OF TH[ SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20250 

Honorable G. Ray Arnett 
Assistant Secretary for Fish 

and Wildlife and Parks 
Department of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Arnett: 

)lay 1 2 1983 

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, 

John R. Block 
..Sscretary 
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United States 
Department of 
Agriculture 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

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

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

State Office 
75 High Street, Room 301 
Morgantown, West V1rg1n1a 26505 

May 13, 1983 

Menbers of our staff have reviewed the draft reports on the Gauley and 
Birch WUd and Scenic R.iver Studies. Conments 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(/ 

.IJ.;jft!JJ!l(j{,, 
Rol{(n N. swank ·; 
State Conservationi/t 

Attachments 

The Soil Conservation Serv•ce 
is an agency of the 
Department of Agriculture 
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Page 16 

SUGGESTED CHANGES IN THE SOILS SECTION 

BIRCH RIVER WILD AND SCENIC RIVER STUDY 

Paragraph 2 

line 2: 0 to 25% should be 0 to 35% 

line 3: Should read .. moderately well drained soils on lower slopes." 

line 4: Delete 11 Can experience severe wetness." and insert "may 

contain seep spots." 

Paragraph 3 

line 1: Gilipin, lilly, and DeKalb should be Gilpin, h!!l• and 

Dekalb. 

line 2: Insert "or steeper11 after 0 to 70%. 

Line 4: lilly should be spelled 1!!l 

Line 5: Insert "or steeper11 after 0 to 50% 

Line 6: DeKalb should be spelled Dekalb. 
-' 
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United Slates 
Department of 
Agriculture 

Soli 
Conservation 
Service 

Soil Conservation Service 
207 W. Maple Avenue 
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 
11 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, 

{J··t~" J,· ..... , A-· ..(.(l...n-._ > ; L 4.- ~/ i..{~ 
/ 

Wi 11 i am Harris 
District Conservationist 
Fayetteville Field Office 

cc: 

Southern Soil Conservation District, Beckley, WV 

0 The So~ Conservation Serv•ce 
•s an agency of the 

~ Department ol Agriculture 
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UNI!FD STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROT ECliON AGUWY 

REGION Ill 

Mr. James W. Coleman 
Director 

6TH M~D WALNUT SIREE.TS 

PHILADELPHIA. PDmSYLVANIA 1910G 

Mid-Atlantic Regional Office 
National Park Service 
US Department of Interior 
Greene Building 
6th and Arch Streets 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

Arn ~ g 1~83 

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 thnt 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 ch~nical 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 hav~ 
rated these documents L0-2 in EPA's Reference Category, which is attached for 
your information. If we can be of any further assistance, please contact 
~. Robert Davis of my staff at 215-597-4388. 

Sincerely, 

I~~ 
He~Brubaker 
Chief 
Planning & Analysis Section 

Enclosure 
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Definition of Codes for the Ccncr~l Nature of EPA Coc~ents 

£nviror.~e~tal r~o~ct of the ~ction 

LO--Lack of Objections 

EP~ has no objections to the proposed action as described 
in the c~aft i~?act st~tement or suggests only mince 
changes in the proposed action. 

ER--Enviro~~ental Reservations 

EPA has reservations concerning the environncntal effcct3 
of certain aspects of the proposed action. EPA believes. 
that further study of suggested alternatives or modific~­
tions is required and has asked the originating Federal 
agency to reassess L~cse aspects. 

EO--Enviro~~entally Unsutisfactory 

EPA believes that the proposed action is unsati~factory­
because of its potentially h~rnful effect on the cnviron­
~nt. Furtner.more, the Agency believes that the potenti~l 
safeguards ~hich might be utilized may not ~dcguatcly pro-· 
teet the enviro~~ent from hazards arising from this 
action. The Agency· recor.::r.ends that altern a ti vcs to the. 
action be analy~ed further (including the possibility· 
of no action at all) 

Adequacv of the l~oact Statement 

Category 1-Adequata.-

The draft impact statement adequately sets forth th~ 
environmental impact of the proposed project or actio~ as 
~ell as alternatives reasonably available to the proje~ 
or action-

Category 2--Insufficicnt information 

EPA believes that the draft impact statement docs not 
contain sufficient info~ation to assess fully the 
environmental inpact of the proposed project or action. 
HO\olever, fro:n the information su!::mi tted, the Agency is·· 
able to ~ake a preli~inary determinution of the impact 
on the enviro~cnt. EPA has requested that the·ori9inato~ 
provide the info.::T.1ation that was not included in the· 
draft statc.."Dent. 

~tcgory 3-InlSdcqllllt:.e 

EPA believes that the draft.imoact statement does not 
adcqu~tely a~sess the cnvironrnent~l impact of the pro­
posed ?rOJect or action, or that the statc~cnt inadcqu~tely 
analyzes reasonably available alternatives. The Agency h~s 
requested more inzorma~ion and analysis concerning tho 
potential cnvir~~~cntal ha:ard~ and has asked that sW>­
atantial revision be made to the draft stat~cnt. 

If a draft imoact st~tement is ~ssigncd a C~tcgory 3. 
ordinarily no ratin9 ~ill be made of the project or ~ction. 
ain~e a basis.docs not generally exist on which to c~c· 
auch a dete~ination. 
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

NEw YoRK REGIONAL OFFICE 

26 FEDERAL PLAZA, RooM 2207 

NEw YoRK, NEw YoRK 10278 

Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr. 
United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 
Mid-Atlantic Region 
143 South Third Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 

Apt"il 4 , 1983 

Re: Draft Wild and Scenic River Study Reports 
Bluestone, Gauley, and Rirch Rivers - West Vi n)inia 

Dear Mr. Colerran: 

This is in reply to your memorandum dated March 24, 1983 requnRting 
our review of the draft reports for the referenceo stunies. 

At the present time, the Canmission has only one jurisoictional 
project near the proposed study areas. The City of Sunm~rsvi lle, WV 
has filed a major license application for construction of a hynror~CWer 
plant at the existing Corps of Engineers' Summersville Dam on thP. \.~uley 
River. It is noted that Sl.lTT1llersville Dam forms the upper bounnary for. the 
Lower Gauley River segment which your draft stuny proposes to classify as 
a wild river. 

If you have any further questions or require additional info~1tion, 
please contact Mr. Anton Sidoti, Chief- West Branch at telephonP. numbet" 
(212) 264-1161. 

Sincerely, 

--:i~-!5~ 
Act ing Reg iii!:; ~ng I"''" r 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, DC 203110 

Honorable G. fiay .flrnott 
Aszistant Secretary ror Fi~1 
a~d Wildlir~ ~ P~~ka 

us Depart~n.t. or the !nt'.lrio:r 
l!~o~toc1 D .. c. 20240 

.tloa.r Mr. Arnett: 

l'b:UI .!3 1.!l furtner re.aponse t.c your letter;; ~l' fQrcn ~~. l903, 
iihich tran3!!!1tte4 .!"or D4tpar-tmcr.t of t.he An~y review a.nd CO:U!!l.ftnt your 
proposec report= on uilci ana aoal'io river st.u:iic:! o:' t.h•~ Si~h, 

Slt!o::~toae and Gauley llivers in Wut Vitttioia. 

B'h!le your propo&cro reports ccnalude that portlcmo o:' r.tll t.nruc­
or these riv~l'"S &nd ae"'"er:ill ot' t..boir tributo.r1tr~ lQ~t~t~ tnt; crH•r1a 
.tor ir.clmdcm is4 th-e lla.Uon..'\1 \IU<S cm<i SceiUc Riftr~ Sy:J.tt' ... , i)UL'lic 
inte~o~~ ar.~ ~pport ~re r.ot ~~1cieot to oon~lu~r th~m ~uit~bl~ 
for .i!'lC'lu..sion in Ule system at this ti::s4l. 

l."l vien o.r tnc abov•• tbe ~pal"t.mellt or tht'! 1.~· 1nt~::rpon~~ t~o 
objection to su~ouion or tbesa rcpcrtc. 

i;.ill~~ 1!. \l1.an•,lll 
A.:s:sistant. ~eoret.c:.:-::; t'f t;,~ i\T'~~­

( Clvi l \ltorl:a) 
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Photo Credits: 

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


