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Summary - Principal Findings
Eligibility

The National Park Service (NPS) concludes that two
segments of the upper Missisquoi River, all of the
Trout River, and those tributaries evaluated are
eligible for designation into the National Wild and
Scenic Rivers System based on their free-flowing
condition and the presence of one or more
Outstandingly Remarkable Values. Short segments of
the Missisquoi River are found to be ineligible due to
their lack of free-flowing character due to
hydroelectric facilities. The Outstandingly Remarkable
Values (ORVs) described in this Study Report (Report)
are Scenic and Recreational, Natural Resource, and
Historic and Cultural, all of which are supported by
healthy water quality in the watershed.

Classification

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides for three
possible classifications of eligible river segments: wild,
scenic and recreational. The criteria distinguishing
these classifications are based on the degree of human
influence and access to these rivers. Based on
applicable criteria, the National Park Service (NPS) has
assigned a preliminary classification of recreational to
the segments of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
that are eligible for designation. Some segments likely
could have been classified as scenic; however,
recreational was the best classification for the entire
proposed designation.

Suitability

The National Park Service concludes that
approximately 35.1 miles of the upper Missisquoi and
11.0 miles of the Trout River are currently eligible and
suitable for designation. Two short segments of the
upper Missisquoi River are found to meet the
standards of eligibility but are currently found
unsuitable. Designation would end in Enosburg Falls
upstream of the hydroelectric dam project area which
is presently unsuitable for designation based on FERC
licensing for hydropower generation and the wishes of

\_

the Village of Enosburg Falls, the current project

owner. The project boundary includes a 4.3 mile

segment upstream of the dam that, while riverine in
appearance, is under the influence of the dam, leaving
the 4.7 miles of the Missisquoi presently influenced by
the hydroelectric facility in Enosburg Falls unsuitable
for designation. Should the project boundary ever be
reduced, the upstream 4.3 mile segment would be
suitable. A 3.8 mile segment in Lowell is also found
eligible but presently unsuitable based on the level of
community support at this time. The Missisquoi and
Trout River tributaries were found eligible for
designation due to their free-flowing character and
ORVs; however, they were not evaluated for suitability
based on a desire to move forward with designation of
the mainstem of the Rivers, and timing constraints on
the Study. They were not proposed for consideration
at Town Meeting votes.

Additional findings of suitability include:

e Existing local, state, and federal regulatory and non-
regulatory protections applicable to the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are found to adequately
protect the rivers consistent with the purposes of
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. The Upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Management Plan developed as part of the Study
provides an appropriate management framework
for the long term management and protection of
the waterways.

e Existing regulations at the federal level in Canada
and the Province of Québec were also reviewed to
assess applicable protections for the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. According to Vermont
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC)
staff, the agricultural regulations are more stringent
in Québec than Vermont, and localities have strong
regulations on riverine and lakeshore buffer
activities. Additionally, Canada’s partnership with
the Lake Champlain Basin Program and the seeming
lack of additional hydroelectric potential in the
North Missisquoi River (the portion that runs
through Canada locally called the Missisquoi du
Nord) indicate sufficient measures in place in
Canada to protect the Missisquoi in the long term.
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e Based upon the official record of endorsement from level.
local citizens, local governing bodies, and local and
regional organizations in the eight municipalities, it  |f the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are

is concluded that there is substantial support for designated, the National Park Service concludes that
designation under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act the Management Plan would serve as the
based on the Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers comprehensive rivers management plan required
model. under Section 3(d)(1) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
(WSRA). It functions as a companion document to this
Alternatives Considered Study Report. If the rivers are not added to the

National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, the
This Study Report evaluates one Wild and Scenic River Management Plan will still serve to provide insight for

designation alternative in addition to the ‘no action’ state and local partners working to manage and
Alternative A. protect the special values of the Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers.

Alternative B: Full Designation. This alternative

would designate all segments of the upper Missisquoi  sypport for Designation

and Trout Rivers found to meet the criteria for

eligibility and suitability. This total designation length At their Vermont Town Meeting Day (either March 4
would be 35.1 miles of the upper Missisquoi River and or March 5, 2013), eight of the nine municipalities
11.0 miles of the Trout River. This alternative would (Berkshire, Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls, Montgomery,
designate the upper Missisquoi River from the Richford, Troy/North Troy, and Westfield) voted to
Westfield/Lowell Town Line to Canada (excluding the  seek Wild and Scenic designation based on the
property and project areas of the Troy and North Troy Management Plan. Only the Town of Lowell voted not
hydroelectric facilities) and from Canada to the project to support designation at this time. In addition, many
boundary of the Enosburg Falls dam; and the entire local and state partnership organizations expressed
Trout River. This alternative is identified as the their support for designation as well. Municipalities
preferable alternative based on eligibility, suitability,  voted on the following article:

provisions for the maximum protection to free-flowing 1, ¢, if the voters of the Town of will petition

rivers values consistent with the purposes of the Wild 4, Congress of the United States of America that the
and Scenic Rivers Act, and based on the documented 5 her Missisquoi and Trout Rivers be designated as Wild
support of local citizens, organizations and state river  gnd Scenic Rivers with the understanding that such
management stakeholders. designation would be based on the locally-developed

rivers Management Plan and would not involve federal
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan ;4 isition or management of lands.

Development of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Partnership Wild and Scenic River Designation
Management Plan (Management Plan) has been one

of the primary tasks of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Committee (Study Study was conducted based on the established model
Committee). The Management Plan is the product of  of the Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers. All

an extensive collaboration effort between the Study members of the Study Committee thought that this

Committee, local citizens, resource and regional model would work best in their communities. During
experts, state agencies, volunteer partnership the course of the Study, the Study Committee
organizations and more. The Management Plan confirmed its preference for the Partnership model,

contains the vision and strategies for protecting and and rejected any alternative model which increased
enhancing the Wild and Scenic River values identified  federal management or acquisition of lands (including
as important at the local, regional, state or national the formation of a National Park).
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Chapter 1. Background

a This chapter provides an introduction to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and

the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study. It includes a re-
view of the project’s history, the Study strategy and process, the principal par-

ticipants, and the major Study products and accomplishments. w
E
2
The Wild and Scenic Rivers Program flowing condition, and that they and their §
immediate environments shall be =
The National Wild and Scenic Rivers System was protected for the benefit and enjoyment
established by Congress in 1968 to protect certain of present and future generations. The
outstanding rivers from the harmful effects of new Congress declares that the established
federal projects such as dams and hydroelectric national policy of dam and other
facilities. Since then 203 rivers or river segments construction at appropriate sections of
totaling over 11,000 miles have been protected the rivers of the United States needs to be
nationwide. To be considered “Wild and Scenic” a complemented by a policy that would
river must be free-flowing and have at least one preserve other selected rivers or sections
river-related outstanding natural, cultural, or thereof in their free-flowing condition to
recreational resource value. The Congressional protect the water quality of such rivers
declaration of policy in the Wild and Scenic Rivers and to fulfill other vital national
Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287) states: conservation purposes.
It is. hereby declared to tfe the po/icy'of the There are only eight designated Wild and Scenic
United Sta.tes thqt certqm SEI?CFEd r/ve.rs River segments located in New England: the
oftﬁe Nation which, with their lr?qmedlate Eightmile and upper Farmington in Connecticut;
environments, pqssess outs.tandmgly ] the Allagash in Maine; the Sudbury-Assabet-
r.emarkablle s€emc,. recr'eat-lonal, geologic, Concord, Taunton, and Westfield in Massachusetts;
ﬁ'sh.and wildlife, historic, cu/tural,'or other and the Lamprey and Wildcat in New Hampshire.
similar values, shall be preserved in free- In addition to the upper Missisquoi and Trout

\ =y,




Chapter 1. Background \

Rivers in Vermont, there is an ongoing study of the /J . [1/ f\

/
lower Farmington River and Salmon Brook in
Connecticut.

Each river designated into the national system
receives permanent protection from federally licensed E
or assisted dams, diversions, channelization or other

water projects that would have a direct and adverse r.

i H 4 . f\f‘\r‘f WS
effect on its free-flowing condition, water quality, or /)
Outstandingly Remarkable Values, or, for : u,,,fu.-,},f.w..,. WJ}
projects outside the designated segments, that would Snder stuty.  § |
invade the segments or unreasonably diminish the ' v

VERMONT Wildcat |

segment’s fish, wildlife, scenic, or recreational / River |
resources. The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act explicitly A s |
prohibits any new hydropower dam and related ,' ! '
facilities licensed by the Federal Energy Regulatory = | " e

Allagash River

Wild and Scenic Rivers
of New England

Commission (FERC) on or directly affecting a te TN

designated river segment. The determination of a ‘”g{i“\\) I

proposed federally assisted water resource project’s i — e

or FERC-licensed hydropower project’s potential me\f}. - i,'um}:_”?

impacts on the river’s “outstandingly remarkable” rarmigton ™ commtncr e (7

values, water quality, and free-flowing condition is ,um:‘:;i}d,, -~

made by the federal river administering agency, in this |~ & IE

Miles

case the National Park Service.

Figure 1. There are eight designated rivers in New England
Studies under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA)  (lead administrators in parentheses): Allagash, ME (State of
can bring additional local benefits such as the Maine); Lamprey, NH (National Park Service); Wildcat Brook,

preparation of an advisory Management Plan, NH (U.S. Forest Service); Concord, Sudbury, and

h studi d i Assabet Rivers, MA (National Park Service); Taunton, MA
research studies, and cooperation among numerous (National Park Service); Westfield, MA (Commonwealth of

river stakeholders. River designation may bring Massachusetts); Eightmile, CT (National Park Service);
prestige and recognition to the region and can boost  Farmington, CT (National Park Service). Other than the
the local economy through tourism, possible funding upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers, the Lower Farmington River

through the National Park Service, matching grants, in- and Salmon Brook are under study in Connecticut. The five
kind support, and volunteer assistance rivers administered by the National Park Service are
’ ' Partnership Rivers.

Before a river can be added to the National Wild and ~ measures such as are documented in the Management
Scenic Rivers System, it must be found both eligible Plan.

and .suitable. To be eligible, the rive.r must be 1) free- | 5ca) residents, leaders, and organizations must show
flowing af‘d 2) possess at least one rlver-related. strong support of their intent to participate in the long
Outstandingly Remarkable Value such as exceptional  _tarm protection of the river. The eligibility and
scenery, fisheries, and wildlife, water quality, or suitability analyses are presented in the chapters that
cultural resources. The suitability determination is follow.

based on factors such as public support for Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers, once designated,

designation versus conflicting Fiver uses (e-g., rely on pre-existing local and state regulations and
hydropower development), evidence of adequate management which continue even if designation
existing resource protection, and lasting protection occurs.
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Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Study History and Methods

Preauthorization

In 2004, Missisquoi River Basin Association (MRBA)
Chair John Little and Treasurer Wendy Scott attended
a River Rally conference and learned about the Wild
and Scenic Rivers program. Their interest was piqued
when they learned that Vermont has no Wild and
Scenic Rivers. They felt the Missisquoi River, should
be considered for designation. There began a 5-year
effort, primarily on the part of MRBA Board members
John Little, Anne McKay and Chris O’Shea, of working
with Selectboards, community members, and the
Vermont Congressional delegation to garner support
for a study to determine the eligibility of the
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers for inclusion in the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. MRBA
members explored the Partnership Rivers model, and
concluded it would be a good fit for the region. Ten
municipalities (Berkshire, Town of Enosburgh, Village
of Enosburg Falls, Jay, Lowell, Montgomery, Village of
North Troy, Richford, Westfield, and the Town of Troy)
presented letters of support for authorization and
participation in the Study.

Legislation Introduced to and passed by Congress

The Vermont Congressional delegation consisting of
Representative Peter Welch and Senators Patrick
Leahy and Bernard Sanders introduced legislation H.R.
146 to Congress to amend the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act to include the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
as Study rivers.

This legislation became part of the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009, and was signed on
March 30, 2009 by President Obama as Public Law 111
-11. Title V, Subtitle B, Section 5101 of the act amends
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to authorize a Study of
three segments of the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers in
Vermont and reads as follows.

\_

PUBLIC LAW 111-11—MAR. 30, 2009
Subtitle B—Wild and Scenic Rivers Studies

Chapter 1. Background

SEC. 5101. MISSISQUOI AND TROUT RIVERS
STUDY.

(a) DESIGNATION FOR STUDY.—Section 5(a) of
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(a))
is amended by adding at the end the following:

“(140) MISSISQUOI AND TROUT RIVERS,
VERMONT.—The approximately 25-mile segment
of the upper Missisquoi from its headwaters in
Lowell to the Canadian border in North Troy, the
approximately 25-mile segment from the
Canadian border in East Richford to Enosburg
Falls, and the approximately 20-mile segment of
the Trout River from its headwaters to its
confluence with the Missisquoi River.”

(b) STUDY AND REPORT.—Section 5(b) of the
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(b)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

“(19) MISSISQUOI AND TROUT RIVERS,
VERMONT.—Not later than 3 years after the date
on which funds are made available
to carry out this paragraph, the Secretary of the
Interior shall—

“(A) complete the study of the Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers, Vermont, described in subsection (a)
(140); and

“(B) submit a report describing the results of
that study to the appropriate committees of
Congress.”.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. —
There are authorized to be appropriated such
sums as are necessary to carry out this section.

Study Committee Formed

This Study was conducted under the principles of
Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers by the National
Park Service in partnership with the locally-appointed
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Study Committee and other local and state
stakeholders.

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Study is a partnership of organizations and official
appointees from the Study towns who have
volunteered their time since 2009 to represent their
communities. The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
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Study Committee Outreach and
Education includes presentations
and events to receive public input

Research and Analysis of potential
Outstandingly Remarkable Values
guided by Study Committee

\/

Study Committee identifies
protection goals, threats, existing
resource protections, gaps in
protection and recommended
management strategies

—

Detailed education for & feedback
from local and state partners,
further Outreach and Education
about Wild & Scenic designation

Community Open Houses, Town
Selectboard and Conservation
Commission Meetings and more to
solicit public input

\/

Final Management Plan Drafting

— 1

Outreach prior to Town .
Meeting Votes, March 2013 Town/Village Votes NPS Drafts Study Report

Recommendation and request for
designation

Figure 2. Wild and Scenic Study Process Flow Chart.

Figure 3. Vermont geology expert Barry Doolan
discusses the geology of the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers with the Study Committee at a monthly
meeting. Photo by Shana Stewart Deeds.

Page 6
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Wild and Scenic Study Committee recognizes the
importance of continuing local control of river
management on rivers such as the Missisquoi and
Trout that flow predominantly through private lands.
During the Study it brought community members
together in identifying, protecting, managing and
potentially enhancing local river resources. The
membership of the Study Committee is listed in the
introduction of this Report.

Study Committee Meetings

In addition to writing the Management Plan, the long-
term goal of the Study Committee is to encourage,
through education and outreach, planning at the
local, regional and state levels which utilizes the
information and voluntary recommendations outlined
in the Management Plan regardless of the outcome
of designation.

The Study Committee rotated its regular meetings, on
the third Thursday of each month, among the ten
towns and villages in the Study area. All meetings
were run by consensus and were advertised, and open
to the public. Votes, when required, were approved
by a majority of the officially-appointed
representatives present.

Management Plan Development

The Management Plan was developed over a period of
four years, beginning with the formation of the Study
Committee and the hiring of the Study Coordinator in
late 2009, with the technical and financial assistance
of the National Park Service. First the Committee,
along with input from local, state, and federal experts,
identified recreation, natural and cultural values
important to the local communities that would
become the focus of Management Plan development
and Wild and Scenic River eligibility determinations.

The NPS agrees with the Study Committee’s findings
regarding potential ORVs which, along with free-
flowing character and water quality, formed the
backbone of the Study’s investigations. The Study
Committee worked to capture the local knowledge

\_
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about the resources of the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers. The Study Committee sought knowledge from
consultants, academic institutions, local experts, and
State agencies to identify potential ORVs. The results
of the research helped to produce a clear picture of
the status of the potential ORVs, as well as identifying
existing protections for the potential ORVs and the
management outcomes resulting from these
protections. Major research was undertaken during
the Wild and Scenic Study to identify ORVs, develop
management schemes, and help determine eligibility
and suitability of the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers for designation.

Potential ORVs were identified in each of the
following categories (though some resources belong in
more than one category): Scenic and Recreational,
Natural Resource and Historic and Cultural. Each ORV
was described by addressing the following:

U FTQ@PE Lmﬂ@ is quol

Figure 4. Please see the Upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Management Plan for more

detailed information.

-/
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~ individual resources and their unique, outstanding = Rotating displays with Wild and Scenic information
or remarkable attributes available in town clerk offices, town libraries and

~ protection goals for these resources schools, farmer’s markets, local festivals and fairs

~ existing protections for these resources (local, ~ Information distributed at town meetings and
state and federal protections) through landowner mailings

~ potential threats to these resources

~ Summer newsletters created and distributed at
events, local venues, and through river-front

~ opportunities for action or management landowner mailings
recommendations identified for each resource

~ gaps in protections based on these threats

~ Newspaper articles and ads presented information
The identification of potential ORVs, management on the Wild and Scenic Study

and protection research, and public engagement that
ultimately culminated in the Management Plan were ~ A traveling Power Point presentation developed

all conducted with the active participation and and presented at meetings of various local and
technical assistance of National Park Service Wild and State organizations

Scenic River staff to ensure that needs and

requirements of the Wild and Scenic River Study, and ~ Paddles held on all easily navigable sections of the
potential future Wild and Scenic River designation,
were being met.

upper Missisquoi

~ Informational potlucks held
The Management Plan provides a roadmap for the

residents, and local, regional and state stakeholders
to enhance existing measures. The ways stakeholders
can build on, augment, fill gaps or otherwise improve
the existing management tools to better protect the
Wild and Scenic River values of the Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers were identified by the local community
through the Study process and discussed in the
Management Plan.

~ A film series occurred in each county

~ Online outreach occurred on Facebook, the Study
website and blog, and through SurveyMonkey

~ Committee meetings taped and played on public
access television

~ Resource review at meetings invited
knowledgeable speakers such as:

e Staci Pomeroy, from the VT ANR’s
Department of Environmental Conservation
- Watershed Management Division, River
Program, set up the river demonstration
known as a flume, and Dori Barton from
Arrowwood Environmental discussed the
geomorphology of the Study rivers

Study Committee Outreach and Education

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and
Scenic Study Committee has posted a yearly summary
of accomplishments on the webpage
(www.vtwsr.org) listing the types of education and
outreach activities completed by the Committee. The
following is an abbreviated list of projects completed
by the Study Committee:
e Walter Opuszynski from the Northern
~ Monthly Study Committee meetings advertised Forest Canoe Trail discussed the trail and
and open to the public specifically the section along the Missisquoi
River

& y
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e John Little, Keith Sampietro and Ken Secor A major outreach and education effort was conducted
presented photos and details of paddling throughout the ten municipalities in the Study area
adventures including active events such as river festivals, tree

planting, river cleanups, school education on

macroinvertebrates and paddling as well as
information disseminated through print media, radio

e Janice Geraw from the Enosburgh Historical and television. The Outreach subcommittee worked

e Mike Manahan and Parma Jewett shared
their fishing experience

Society, Sam Thurston from the Lowell to make the outreach broad enough to engage and
Historical Society, and Scott Perry from the  inform the maximum number of local residents, and
Montgomery Historical Society discussed gather input about the river resources they value.
local history at Committee meetings Meetings, presentations, workshops, booths at events,

newsletters, posters, newspaper articles, outreach
UVM discussed local bedrock and glacial throu.gh local organizations, mailings, and the Study
website were all venues for outreach. Some examples

geology . . -
of outreach are included in the appendices at the end
e Rich Langdon from VT ANR’s Department of  of this Report.

Environmental Conservation - Watershed

Management Division and Bernie Peintka Study Committee Recommends Designation

from VT’s Fish and Wildlife Department

discussed Vermont’s fish populations On October 18, 2012, the Study Committee
unanimously voted in favor of recommending the
designation of the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers into the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The Study
Committee supported the decision that designation as
Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers, based on

e Barry Doolan and Stephen Wright from

e Ben Gabos, Laurie DiPietro and Sylvia
Jensen from the Vermont Agency of
Agriculture discussed local water quality
protections and projects on farms

* Bobby Farli.ce—Rubio from the.Fairbanks implementation of the Management Plan, through a
l\:l}useum discussed Abenaki history along locally-based Wild and Scenic Committee (like the
the rivers

Study Committee), can be an important contributor to
o NPS representatives discussed designation ~ the rivers and adjacent communities. This Partnership

and its effects on hydropower at a approach has proven successful in the neighboring
Committee meeting in Lowell with many New England states and there is no evidence of an
local community members present unwanted or heavy federal presence. With the
support of the National Park Service, these findings
~ Leading up to Town Meetings numerous became part of the presentation of Study outcomes
newspaper articles appeared in local papers, that preceded and formed the basis of Town Meeting
WCAX TV aired an interview about the votes in participating Study communities, and
designation, VPR’s Vermont Edition interviewed determined the proposed upper Missisquoi and Trout
the Study Coordinator, & informational postcards ~ River segments listed as eligible and suitable for
were sent to all residents in the Study area designation.

~ A short video produced by the Study Committee ~ Town Meeting Vote
was viewed at most Town Meetings and included a ' _
flyover of the area proposed for designation and  1he Study Committee’s recommendation for

interviews of Study Committee members and the ~ designation and supporting the Management Plan was
NPS presented in an article at Town Meetings in March

N -/
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2013 following a public comment period. This article
read as follows:

To see if the voters of the Town of will
petition the Congress of the United States of
America that the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers be designated as Wild and Scenic Rivers
with the understanding that such designation
would be based on the locally-developed rivers
Management Plan and would not involve
federal acquisition or management of lands.

Favorable votes demonstrated local support for
designation by Congress with the intention that
designation would not bring additional federal
acquisition or management of lands. Berkshire,
Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls, Montgomery, Richford,
Troy/North Troy, and Westfield all voted in favor of
petitioning Congress to include the Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers as components of the National Wild and
Scenic River System. The voters of Lowell did not
support designation at this time. The Selectboard of
the Town of Jay, which participated as a part of the
Study, decided not to bring the vote to their Town
Meeting despite the fact that Jay Branch (a tributary to
the Missisquoi River) is eligible for designation
because the Study Committee decided not to include
tributaries in their recommendation for designation at
this time.

Qge 10
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- .

This chapter describes the area of Study including: the four segments in the
Study, the regional setting, the land use, and the municipalities within the
Study area.

Description of the Study Area The Study area includes 25 miles of the
Missisquoi from Lowell to Canada, 25 miles of the

The Missisquoi and Trout Rivers flow through Missisquoi from Richford to Enosburg Falls, and 20

Photo by Dan Moriarty

mixed forests, working landscapes and small miles of the Trout River from Montgomery to East
villages in northern Vermont. The Study rivers B s

border the northern Green Mountains, some of reaches. The varied fish habitat and relative ease
Vermont’s highest peaks. of access to many sections of rivers and streams

create significant opportunities for recreational
The land use in the Missisquoi River watershed is fishing in the Missisquoi watershed. The Missisquoi
66% forested, 25% agricultural, and 6% urban. The River and its many tributaries are also popular for

Trout River watershed is 84% forested, 7% boating, swimming and wildlife viewing, and
agricultural and 3% urbanized. Land use provide an important water resource for human
information retrieved from Vermont Center for use including drinking water and agricultural needs.

Geographic Information (VCGI) land use layers.
PUBLIC LAW 111-11 (MAR. 30, 2009) required the

The Missisquoi and Trout Rivers and their study of the following river segments:

tributaries provide many resources to the [Segment 1] The approximately 25-mile
communities through which they flow including segment of the upper Missisquoi from its
cultural, scenic, recreational, and water resource headwaters in Lowell to the Canadian
values. For example, these rivers support a diverse border in North Troy (including the East
fishery, with a mix of high elevation cold-water Branch of the Missisquoi River tributary).
streams as well as slower-flowing warm water [Segment 2] The approximately 25-mile

Page ly
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segment from the Canadian border in East forests. There are several riffles and water features in
Richford to Enosburg Falls (to the dam in this section, most notably Big Falls in North Troy. Big
Enosburg Falls). Falls is the largest undammed waterfall in Vermont
[Segment 3] The 20-mile segment of the and is part of Big Falls State Park. Once the river flows
Trout River from its headwaters to its over Big Falls and through its gorge, it passes into
confluence with the Missisquoi River Canada and eventually reenters the United States in
(including the South Branch of the Trout River Richford, VT. There are many points of access along
tributary). the river in this stretch for recreation including

boating, fishing and swimming.
In addition, based on local interest of the Study
Committee, local communities, and stakeholders, [Segment 2: Border/Richford to Enosburg Falls] The
major tributaries (typically 3rd order and larger) were Study area also includes the Missisquoi River after
assessed for their water quality, contribution to
potential ORVs, and management significance.
Collectively, these tributaries of the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers, as detailed later in this Report, are
referred to as Segment 4.

Beilisluse

Muwrhfsad

[Segment 4] The tributaries of the upper S "
men
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. ceme

Segment by Segment Study Area Description
[Segment 1: Headwaters in Lowell to North Troy/ ) Enoshurgh i i
Canadian Border] The Study area begins in Lowell, VT, \ 2 et
on the northern side of Hazen’s Notch Road. The
Missisquoi River flows north from Lowell through the  reentry into the U.S. from Canada in Richford, VT.
municipalities of Westfield, Troy and North Troy, VT. The river is larger in this section, and predominantly
This section of the river meanders through agricultural flows through a working agricultural landscape and
fields and forests, and includes rare Serpentine two downtown historic districts in Richford and
bedrock outcroppings and silver maple floodplain Enosburg Falls. This segment also borders the Green
. Mountains as well as local farmlands. This stretch of
the Missisquoi is also part of the Northern Forest
Canoe Trail and has five official Trail access points.
b it ity This section ends in Enosburg Falls.
I'-I.-\..a._/"ih..::»‘ - \ e~
} " [Segment 3: Trout River] The Trout River’s
'_." headwaters begin in the Town of Montgomery. It
flows through Enosburgh before it joins the Missisquoi
River in East Berkshire.

. e, fi L mmmEen - Agriculture is the dominant land use along the main
5 | Imsbunge S Sue==e L ( stem of the Trout River, but the reaches upstream of
iy LN - Montgomery Center are mainly forested. This
g, Seamengl > Erton segment has a high density of waterfalls, swimming
sk f e "~ holes, and covered bridges.
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Berkshire Richiord
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[Segment 4: Tributaries] Many portions of the Study
rivers and their tributaries have been noted as
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L features, including swimming holes, waterfalls, and

. The Study Committee looked at the following

exhibiting high water quality by the Vermont Agency
of Natural Resources. Because of their importance in
_ maintaining the water quality in and providing
valuable resources for the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers,
the tributaries were included in the Study. In addition
to maintaining the water quality of the region, they
also include notable recreational, scenic and cultural

covered bridges, which are potential Outstandingly
Remarkable Values.

"]

tributaries in detail (listed by municipality):
Berkshire: Berry Brook and Trout Brook
Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls: Beaver Meadow Brook

Jay: Jay Branch

Q

Q

Q

Q

Lowell: Burgess Branch and East Branch of the
Missisquoi River
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4

Montgomery: Black Falls Brook, Hannah Clark and outlines plans to improving both water quality and
Brook, Jay Brook, South Branch of the Trout River, aquatic habitat. The Study Committee and Watershed
Tamarack Brook, Wade Brook and West Hill Brook ~ Management Division coordinated efforts with the
Richford: Berry Brook, Black Falls Brook, Loveland = common goals of protecting water quality. More
Brook and Stanhope Brook information may be found in Chapter 4 of this Report.
~ Troy/North Troy: Beetle Brook and Cook Brook

~ Westfield: Coburn Brook, Mill Brook, Mineral Spring Study Area Municipalities

Brook and Taft Brook.

4

Franklin County
The map on page 14 shows the tributaries to the
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers which are 3rd order
streams or larger.

e Berkshire - The Missisquoi River flows through the
Town of Berkshire that has a population of around
1,400 people (according to the 2000 Census). The
current Town Plan was adopted in 2010 and
describes Berkshire as located in the northeast
corner of Franklin County, which is in turn situated
in northwestern Vermont, and is bounded by the
Province of Quebec to the north, the Town of
Franklin to the west, the Town of Richford to the
east, and the Town of Enosburgh and the
incorporated Village of Enosburg Falls to the south.
The Town of Berkshire covers more than forty-three
square miles of land. Berkshire is predominantly a
rural town lying within the eastern sub-region of the
Northwest Region of Vermont. It is recognized
within the Regional Plan as one of the most
important agricultural towns in Franklin County.

Regional Setting - Relation to the Missisquoi River
Basin; Linkage to Lake Champlain and the Missisquoi
National Wildlife Refuge

The Missisquoi River is the primary tributary of
Missisquoi Bay in Lake Champlain. Missisquoi Bay
contains the Missisquoi National Wildlife Refuge, a
6,729 acre area on the Missisquoi River delta that
provides important wetland and forest habitat for
waterfowl, migrating songbirds, many species of
mammals and other wildlife. Although this lower
section of the Missisquoi is downstream of the Study
area, the quality of water passing through tributaries
and the upstream reaches of the Missisquoi River is
critical for maintaining habitat supportive of these

i } e Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls - The Missisquoi River
species not to mention human use.

flows through the Town of Enosburgh (population
around 2,800) and the Village of Enosburg Falls
(population around 1,500). Enosburgh’s current
Town Plan was approved in 2008 and describes
Enosburgh as located in the northwestern part of
the State of Vermont in Franklin County and is
bordered by seven towns: Montgomery to the east;
Richford to the northeast; Berkshire to the north;
Franklin to the northwest; Sheldon to the west;
Fairfield to the southwest; and Bakersfield to the
south. Enosburgh covers a total of 30,925 acres or
approximately forty-eight square miles. The Village
of Enosburg Falls is part of the Town for purposes of
the Town Plan and vote at Town Meeting day
regarding Wild and Scenic designation. The
Enosburgh Town Plan states “The Village...is the
primary social and commercial center for the Town.
Enosburg Falls has its own Municipal Plan and

Water Quality Characteristics - Missisquoi Basin
Watershed Water Quality Management Plan

Watershed management is under the purview of the
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources,(ANR)
Department of Environmental Conservation’s
Watershed Management Division. The Division
representatives worked in partnership with the
Committee to provide the most up to date information
on the watershed and water quality issues.

During the Wild and Scenic Study, the Watershed
Management Division completed the Missisquoi Basin
Watershed Water Quality Management Plan, which
describes the current state of the Missisquoi River
Basin, addresses water quality issues in the watershed
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Planning Commission and conducts all its own
business separate from the Town. Although a
separate governmental entity, the Village is
included as part of the Town for the purposes of the
Town Plan.” The current Village Plan was also
adopted in 2008 and describes Enosburg Falls as
located in the northwestern corner of the Town of
Enosburgh in central Franklin County. The Village is
bounded by the Towns of Berkshire, Franklin,
Sheldon, and Enosburgh. The Village occupies 3.6
square miles of land area.

e Montgomery- The Trout Rivers flows through the
Town of Montgomery (population around 1,000).
Montgomery’s current Town Plan was approved and
adopted in 2010 and describes Montgomery as
located in the northwestern part of the State of

Qge 16

Figure 6. Land use in the Study area. 2006 data, available from NOAA: www.csc.noaa.gov/crs/Ica/northeast.html

Vermont in Franklin County. It is bordered by the
following eight towns: Richford, Enosburg, and
Bakersfield in Franklin County, Belvidere and Eden
to the south, and Lowell, Westfield, and Jay to the
east. Montgomery covers a total of 57 square
miles.

e Richford- The Missisquoi River flows through the

Town of Richford (population around 2,300). The
current 2007 Town Plan describes Richford as
around 43 square miles and located in the
northwestern part of the State of Vermont in
Franklin County and is bordered by five towns: Jay
to the east; Westfield to the southeast;

Montgomery to the south; Enosburgh to the

southwest; and Berkshire to the west.
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Orleans County

e Jay—Jay Branch, a major tributary to the Missisquoi
River flows through the Town of Jay. Jay was
included in the Study due to the significance of Jay
Branch, and the Town’s location between all other
Study area municipalities. Jay has a population of
around 521 people (according to the 2000 Census).
The current Town Plan was adopted in 2010 and
describes Jay as a rural community of 34 square
miles. The Town of Jay is bordered by Canada to
the north and the town of Troy to the East,
Westfield to the South and Richford to the West.

e Lowell- The headwaters of the Missisquoi River flow
through the Town of Lowell that has a population of
around 879 people and an area of 56 square miles.
The current Town Plan was adopted in 2009 and
describes Lowell a rural community where forestry
is the predominate land use. The Town of Lowell is
bordered by seven towns: Albany, Eden, Irasburg,
Montgomery, Newport Center, Troy, and Westfield.

e Troy/North Troy - The Missisquoi River flows
through the Town of Troy (population around 1,700)
and the Village of North Troy (population around
620). Troy and North Troy have a combined Town
Plan. This current Town Plan was approved in 2008
and describes these municipalities as located on the
Canadian Border in North Central Vermont in the
Northwestern part of Orleans County. The Green
Mountains lay to the west and the Vermont
Piedmont lies to the east. The Towns of Jay and
Westfield border Troy on the west; the Town of
Newport borders Troy to the East, and the Town of
Lowell borders Troy to the south. Troy covers a
total of approximately 36 square miles. The Village
of North Troy is part of the Town for the purpose of
Town Planning and voting on Wild and Scenic
designation. The Troy Town Plan states “Today, the
Village of North Troy and the Hamlet of Troy are the
main activity centers within Troy. Both areas include
a compact mixture of housing options, commercial
enterprises, public facilities, and local services. The
Town Plan serves as a guidance document for the
Select Board and Planning Commission, and as a

\_
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resource for anyone interested in the future of the
Town of Troy and the Village of North Troy.” The
Town Plan describes North Troy as around 2 square
miles.

Westfield- The Missisquoi River flows through the
Town of Westfield that has a population of around
536 people (according to the 2000 Census). Their
current Town Plan was adopted in 2009 and
describes Westfield as approximately 40 square
miles bordered by five towns: Montgomery, Lowell,
Troy, Jay, and Richford.
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The purpose of this Chapter is to document National Park Service findings 5
relative to: 1) the “outstandingly remarkable” natural and cultural resource =
values associated with the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Study
Area; 2) the “free-flowing character” of the study segments; and 3) the
preliminary “classifications” which would be appropriate if the segments
are included in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System.

Eligibility Criteria Free-flowing Character

The subsections below describe the relevant The National Wild and Scenic Rivers System

eligibility (free-flowing and ORVs) and classification is designed to protect eligible “free-flowing”

criteria as set forth in the Wild and Scenic Rivers rivers and sections of rivers that support

Act, in the USDA/USDI Interagency Guidelines for  significant resource values from the adverse

Eligibility, Classification, and Management impacts of federally-assisted water resource

of River Areas as published in the Federal projects, such as construction of new dams.

Register on September 7, 1982, and in the The Act’s definition of “free-flowing” is

Technical Report of the Interagency Wild and outlined in Section 16:

Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council on the (b) “Free-flowing”, as applied to any

Wild & Scenic Rivers Study Process, IWSRCC, river or section of a river, means existing

December 1999. or flowing in natural condition without
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impoundment, diversion, straightening,
rip-rapping, or other modification of the
waterway. The existence, however, of low
dams, diversion works, and other minor
structures at the time any river is proposed
for inclusion in the national wild and
scenic rivers system shall not automatically
bar its consideration for such inclusion:
Provided, That this shall not be construed
to authorize, intend, or encourage future
construction of such structures within
components of the national wild and scenic
rivers system.

A river or river segment can be considered for
designation if it is above or below a dam or is
dependent on releases from a dam. Any section of
river with flowing water, even if impounded upstream
meets the definition of free-flowing, as long as existing
flows are sufficient to support flow-dependent ORVs
and water quality.

Outstandingly Remarkable Values

To be considered eligible for inclusion in the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System a

river segment, together with its adjacent lands,

must support one or more “outstandingly
remarkable” natural, cultural, or recreational
resource values. Such resource values must

be directly related to, or dependent upon, the

river and its adjacent lands. In order to demonstrate
that a resource is river related, they are generally
within % mile of the river, or within another
geographic area as defined by the Study Committee.
Though there is no specific terrestrial boundary
(buffer) recommended for the designation of the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers, the NPS is
committed to protecting Wild and Scenic River values
wherever they are located. The NPS concluded that
specific boundaries are not necessary as they have
been traditionally delineated to indicate federal
acquisition limits that are not relevant in this instance
as there is no federal acquisition of land proposed.
These boundaries (buffers) have also been used for
permitted land uses along WSRs such as limits for

~

mining and mineral leasing on public lands; however,
this is also not relevant as there are not public, federal
lands in the proposed designation. The “outstandingly
remarkable” threshold within the Act is designed to be
interpreted through the professional judgment of the
study team during the Wild and Scenic Study process.

The descriptions below provide examples to

help interpret this “outstandingly remarkable”

eligibility requirement.

¢ Nationally Significant Values: Resource values

which are nationally significant clearly meet the
“outstandingly remarkable” threshold. A
nationally significant resource would be rare,
unique, or exemplary at a national scale. For
example, a recreational boating experience that
draws visitors from all over the nation would
qualify as a nationally significant recreational
resource.

¢ Regionally Significant Values: Based upon the
desirability of protecting a regional diversity of
rivers through the national system, a river
segment may qualify based on regionally rare,
unique or exemplary resource values. The area,
region, or scale of comparison is not fixed, and
should be defined as that which serves as a basis
for meaningful comparative analysis; it may vary
depending on the value being considered. For
example, physiographic regions are appropriate
for geologic and biologic resources, while the
region occupied by a particular culture is
appropriate for archaeological resources.

e Values Significant in Aggregate: A river may
qualify for a given resource value based upon an
aggregate of important values, no one of which
would confer eligibility standing alone. For
example, a series of unusual and distinctive river-
related geologic features may together qualify a
segment as exhibiting an “outstandingly
remarkable geologic value” even though no one
element meets the criteria alone.

The Interagency Wild and Scenic Rivers Coordinating
Council (IWSRCC) has characterized the determination
as to whether a given resource value is river-related as
based on three criteria. To be river-related a resource
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value should:

1) Be located in the river or in its immediate
shorelands (generally within % mile on
either side of the river)

2) Contribute substantially to the functioning
of the river ecosystem

3) Owe their location or existence to the
presence of the river

For the purposes of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers Wild and Scenic Study, the Study Committee
and NPS explored all the locally recognized river values
and used the above criteria to determine which would
qualify as Outstandingly Remarkable Values within the
ten municipalities: Berkshire, Enosburgh/Enosburg
Falls, Jay, Lowell, Montgomery, Richford, Troy/North
Troy, and Westfield. The legislatively authorized study
segments as well as the major tributaries in these
municipalities were established as the geographic
range of consideration for the Missisquoi and Trout
ORVs.

Classification

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires that
all eligible or designated river segments be classified
as wild, scenic, or recreational.

These classifications are based on the

amount of human impact (degree of human influence
and access to these rivers) and dependent on the
water quality present at the time of classification. The
WSR Act defines these classifications as follows.

e Rivers classified as wild have pristine water
quality. They are those rivers or sections of rivers
that are free of impoundments and generally
inaccessible except by trail, with watersheds or
shorelines essentially primitive and waters
unpolluted. These represent vestiges of primitive
America.

e Rivers classified as scenic are those rivers or
sections of rivers that are free of impoundments,
with shorelines or watersheds still largely
primitive and shorelines largely undeveloped, but
accessible in places by roads.

Chapter 3. Eligibility and Classification

e Rivers classified as recreational are those rivers or
sections of rivers that are readily accessible by
road or railroad, that may have some
development along their shorelines, and that may
have undergone some impoundment or diversion
in the past

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Study Findings
Eligibility

[Segment 1: Headwaters in Lowell to North Troy/
Canadian Border] Of the approximately 25-mile
segment of the upper Missisquoi from its headwaters
in Lowell to the Canadian border in North Troy, 24.3
miles of the upper Missisquoi River are found eligible
for designation. The hydroelectric facilities in Troy (0.3
miles) and North Troy (0.1 miles) make these portions
of the river ineligible due to their lack of free-flowing
character.

[Segment 2: Canadian Border/Richford to Enosburg
Falls] Of the approximately 25-mile segment from the
Canadian border in East Richford to Enosburg Falls,
19.3 miles of the upper Missisquoi River are found
eligible for designation. Eligibility stops at the Route
108 crossing in Enosburg Falls just upstream of the
property boundary of the hydroelectric facility.

[Segment 3: Trout River] Of the 20-mile segment of
the Trout River from its headwaters to its confluence
with the Missisquoi River, the entire 11.0 miles of the
mainstem of Trout River from the confluence of Jay
Brook and Wade Brook are eligible for designation.

[Segment 4: Tributaries] The specific tributaries
listed below were studied in more detail, are free-
flowing and contain ORVs which make them eligible
for designation. Additional unlisted tributaries are
expected to be similarly free-flowing and to have ORVs
which would make them eligible for designation, but
were not evaluated as a part of the Study.

Tributaries listed by municipality:
Berkshire: Berry Brook and Trout Brook

Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls: Beaver Meadow

Brook
Page y
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Lowell: Burgess Branch and East Branch of
the Missisquoi River

Montgomery: Hannah Clark Brook, Jay
Brook, South Branch of the Trout River,
Wade Brook and West Brook

Richford: Black Falls Brook, Loveland Brook
and Stanhope Brook

Troy/North Troy: Beetle Brook, Cook Brook
and Tamarack Brook

Westfield: Coburn Brook, Mill Brook,
Mineral Spring Brook and Taft Brook.

Q

Q

Q

Q

Free-flowing Character

The Study area reaches of the Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers are essentially natural from a free-flowing
perspective. There is no flood control, and dams are
run-of-river with no major dams that control flow
through storage and release. Existing dams maintain

~

general river-like characteristics rather than creating
large, lake-like impoundments.

Current river flows are adequate to support the in-
stream values for which the rivers are being
considered for designation. River flows are typically
unaltered on the sections under consideration for
designation, and areas where flow is altered, such as
dams, are excluded from the section proposed for
designation. More information on flow alterations
may be found on the Vermont Agency of Natural
Resources website or in the most recent version of the
Missisquoi Basin Watershed Water Quality
Management Plan.

The Study assessed the existing dams on the rivers
with the help of the Agency of Natural Resource’s
Department of Environmental Conservation’s
Streamflow Protection Coordinator to see if they are
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Figure 7. Dams and hydroelectric power facilities within the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Study Area.
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compatible with the free-flowing river condition
necessary for designation (Figure 7).

The free-flowing analysis by segment below includes
assessment of non-dam infrastructure as well. These
data on non-dam infrastructure are for the reaches of
the Missisquoi and Trout River proposed for Wild and
Scenic River designation where the Vermont Agency of
Natural Resources (ANR), or its consultants, have
completed fluvial geomorphic assessments, which is
most of the proposed area. There are still some
reaches in Berkshire and Enosburgh for which Phase 2
assessments have not been completed. Fluvial
geomorphic assessments are widely used in Vermont
and considered the best, most up-to-date, science-
based approach to river management.

On the mainstem of the upper Missisquoi River there
are approximately 2.7 miles with a history of previous
bank stabilization, a limited number of bridges (14)
and no culverts. On the Trout River mainstem there
are approximately 1.7 miles with a history of previous
bank stabilization, a limited number of bridges (10)
and no culverts. Documented alterations have a
minor effect on natural, free-flowing conditions. The
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources (ANR) provided
a table to the Study Committee listing the
infrastructure along the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers on September 6, 2013. This alteration
constitutes the “protect and enhance” baseline against
which future proposals would be evaluated if the
rivers are designated. Despite these projects, the
rivers remain mostly in their natural condition. This
list, and the geomorphic assessments, detail the man-
made infrastructure and channel alterations on record
at the Vermont of Natural Resources (ANR) (no digital
information from Enosburg to Berkshire was available
for bank armoring, but likely is present at some level),
and establish a baseline condition for these projects in
the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. The
assessments provide a scientific basis for analysis of
any future stabilization work, if deemed necessary. As
in the Trout River example on page 24, if human
alterations must be made to stream channels in
Vermont, a Stream Alteration Permit is required and
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projects are designed to help maintain river values and
habitat and recreational function.

Free-flowing condition by segment:

Segment 1: Headwaters in Lowell to North Troy/
Canadian Border the 24.7 miles of the Missisquoi
River between Lowell and Canada are generally free-
flowing with the exception of two short segments in
the immediate vicinity of two dams (24.3 miles of the
Missisquoi River in Orleans County are found eligible
based on the free-flowing character). The following
short sections of the Missisquoi are ineligible for
designation due to their lack of free-flowing character.

e The Troy Hydroelectric project in Troy on the
Missisquoi River makes 0.27 miles (1,408 feet) of
the Missisquoi River ineligible due to lack of free-
flowing character. This facility has not operated
since 1998. The project received from the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) an
exemption (FERC Project Number P-13381). As of
October 2012, work is underway on the civil
works to restart the project. The NPS and Study
Committee have already indicated to FERC in
writing that this project (including the project
lands owned by the Chase family) would be
excluded from the designated area, and that its
proposed operation as a run-of-river facility will
not have an adverse impact to potential Wild and
Scenic River areas upstream or down. A letter to
this effect is included in the Appendix 5 of this
Report.

e The North Troy Project (formerly Missisquoi River
Technologies) on the Missisquoi River in the
Village of North Troy makes 0.11 miles (585 feet)
of the Missisquoi River ineligible due to lack of
free-flowing character. This facility is not-
operating and has a FERC exemption (FERC P-
10172) issued in 1989. The project was acquired
by Missisquoi River Hydro, LLC, and the new
owners are actively seeking to renew operations
at the time of this Report. Designation would
have no effect on the existing FERC exemption for

this facility.
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The Trout River Project

The Trout River Project is a one mile reach of the Trout River immediately downstream of Montgomery Center
that was restored using natural channel design techniques to protect and preserve agricultural lands, stabilize
property values, protect a state highway, and restore the river’s ecological and recreational values. This project
was completed by the Vermont Agency of Natural Resource’s River Management Section and other partners
using the science of fluvial geomorphology, rather than traditional dredging and armoring, to stabilize the
channel.

The project consisted of a number of elements which are listed below:

e Rock vanes were built to slow velocities along the bank, collect sediments, and narrow channel width.

e A vortex rock weir was constructed across the channel, and keyed into rip-rap on the right bank along VT
Route 118 above the bankfull elevation. It was built to maintain and deepen the pool at a natural ledge
located just downstream to enhance swimming and fish habitat.

Bulk toe rock revetment was installed along a 510 foot section of the right bank to repair existing rip-rap
along VT Route 118.

Fish lunker boxes were placed under a 120 foot section of traditional rip-rap along the right bank to provide
cover for fish along the VT Route 118 highway where revegetation options were minimal.

Eight root wad structures were added and repairs were made to existing root wads along the left bank to
protect against further erosion and create scour pockets as fish habitat.

A new channel was constructed to create a stable meander geometry with a radius of curvature of 337
feet.

Earth berms were constructed to close off old channels and help redirect flow into new channel.
A two-tier tree revetment was created to stabilize banks until revegetation took hold.

Three earth filled rock covered structures were constructed to block high flows from entering old channels
and flood chutes and significantly slow water velocities to allow for sediment deposition.

Three log vanes were installed along the left bank to slow water velocities and enhance sediment
deposition in the tree revetments.

Participating landowners entered into WHIP (Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program) contracts with the
Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) to maintain a 35 foot wooded buffers along the Trout River
for a period of 15 years.

This "Morphological Approach" to river management represented a major advancement in thinking in contrast
to traditional river management approaches used in Vermont and elsewhere, which were typically short-term,
expensive treatment of erosion-related symptoms rather than a system-wide approach. This demonstration
project continues to be used as an educational opportunity. The Vermont Agency of Natural Resources’ (ANR)
Watershed Management Division, River Management Section, in cooperation with the USFWS Partners for Fish
and Wildlife Program, the NRCS, and the Missisquoi River Basin Association have produced and made available
educational materials, detailing that “...no other river restoration project in Vermont has been more visited,
written about, or televised than the Trout River Project...state and federal agencies in Vermont are revamping
their river programs to incorporate the techniques and lessons learned on the Trout River...[and landowners]
have enthusiastically supported new river stabilization techniques that include protection of both property
values and the natural resource values of river corridors.” An online pdf with a full project description, with a
map of the river reaches restored, may be found at http://www.vtwaterquality.org/rivers/docs/report.pdf.
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In 2010, Arrowwood Environmental completed Phase
2 Geomorphic Assessment and a River Corridor Plan
for the Missisquoi River in Orleans County (Lowell,
Westfield, Troy and North Troy) and tributaries in Jay.
On Segment 1 of the upper Missisquoi River there is
approximately '/, mile of known reaches with a
history of previous bank stabilization (0.28 mile), a
limited number of bridges (8) and no culverts. This
level of alteration does not render the river ineligible
for Wild and Scenic River designation, but does
constitute the “protect and enhance” baseline against
which future proposals would be evaluated if the
rivers are designated.

Segment 2: Canadian Border/Richford to Enosburg
Falls 19.3 miles of the Missisquoi River from the
Canadian Border downstream to the Route 108
bridge are found eligible based on the free-flowing
character. Eligibility stops at the Route 108 crossing
in Enosburg Falls just upstream of the property
boundary of the hydroelectric facility.

The free-flowing character of the lowermost 4.7 miles
of this segment of Missisquoi River remains despite
the inclusion this section in the FERC project
boundary of the Enosburg Falls hydroelectric project.

e The Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility (also
known as the Kendall Plant) on the Missisquoi
River is operating and licensed by FERC (FERC P-
2905, license expires 2023). The river segment in
the immediate vicinity of this project is found
ineligible for designation due to the lack of free-
flowing character. A 4.7 mile segment, though
contained within the FERC project boundary of
this hydroelectric facility (from Sampsonville to
the Route 108 bridge crossing), is found eligible
for designation based on the free-flowing
character. Suitability findings on this segment
are discussed in Chapter 4 of this Report.

In 2008, Phase 2 Geomorphic Assessment was
completed for the Missisquoi main stem in Berkshire
in Richford, the Jay Branch (Troy/Jay), and Mud Creek
(Troy/Newport). On Segment 2 of the upper
Missisquoi River there are approximately 2*/, miles of
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reaches with a history of previous bank stabilization
(2.38 miles), a limited number of bridges (6) and no
culverts. This level of alteration does not render the
river ineligible for Wild and Scenic River designation,
but does constitute the “protect and enhance”
baseline against which future proposals would be
evaluated if the rivers are designated.

Segment 3: the Trout River from its headwaters to its
confluence with the Missisquoi River is free-flowing
and has no dams. The entire 11.0 miles of the
mainstem of the Trout River from the confluence of
Jay Brook and Wade Brook are free-flowing and
eligible for designation.

In 2007, the Johnson Company completed a Phase 2
Geomorphic Assessment and River Corridor Plan of
the Trout River; this included 20 reaches in the Trout
watershed (Montgomery, Berkshire, Enosburgh and
Richford) with bridge and culvert assessments within
these reaches. On the Trout River there are three
known reaches with a history of previous bank
stabilization (1.7 miles), a limited number of bridges
(ten), and no culverts. Of these ten bridges, eight are
in the digital database provided by VTrans and the
Vermont ANR for bridges and culverts. The two
additional bridges crossing the river are 1) a
snowmobile bridge in Montgomery Center, and 2) a
temporary steel bypass bridge located beside the
currently closed Longley [Covered] Bridge that is
awaiting repairs. It is of note that there are three
additional bridges associated with, but not on, the
Trout River that are important, both historically and
culturally. The South Branch of the Trout River had
the Hectorville [Covered] Bridge that used to cross
Gibou Road over a tributary, which has been replaced
with a concrete bridge and removed to offsite storage.
The Hutchins [Covered] Bridge is on the South Branch
of the Trout River (a tributary). West Hill Brook
(another tributary) has the West Hill [Covered] Bridge
as well.

Additionally, there is a one mile reach of the Trout
River downstream of Montgomery Center that
contains a number of structures including tree
revetments, rock weirs, earthen berms, and log vanes
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that were installed in 1999-2000 by the Vermont The Wild and Scenic Study Committee was tasked with
Agency of Natural Resources’ (ANR) Watershed identifying and researching potential ORVs associated
Management Division, River Management Section as  with the waterways as required by the Wild and Scenic
part of a natural channel design restoration project Rivers Act. Not just one, but several potential ORVs

that applied the methods of fluvial geomorphology to  were identified on the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.
stabilize the channel rather than traditional dredging  The examination of these resources (as described in
and armoring (see the Text Box on the page 24 for a detail in the Management Plan and briefly below) was
detailed description). This level of alteration does not accomplished through substantial research that was

render the river ineligible for Wild and Scenic River conducted prior to and during the Study, and included

designation, but does constitute the “protect and evaluation of the significance of the resources within a

enhance” baseline against which future proposals state-wide and regional context by means of

would be evaluated if the rivers are designated. consultations with experts and professionals. The
National Park Service participated in this process and

Segment 4: the Tributaries of the upper Missisquoi provided technical assistance to ensure that the

and Trout Rivers are generally free-flowing in nature  identification and characterization of potential ORVs

and eligible for designation. There are no major dams Would form an adequate basis to establish defined
on these tributaries, the other small dams in the Study ORVs for the purpose of this Report and potential
area located on tributaries are outside of the area future Wild and Scenic River designation.
currently under consideration for designation. Those
dams that exist on tributaries are very small, without
impoundment, and do no impact the free-flowing
nature of the tributaries.

The resources fall within the following categories:
Scenic and Recreational, Natural Resource and
Historic and Cultural.

The ORVs which make the upper Missisquoi and Trout
River segments eligible for inclusion in the National

Outstandingly Remarkable Values

The following describes the resources supported by Wild and Scenic Rivers System are described in the
the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers that are following pages of this Report. More specific

deemed to meet the “Outstandingly information about individual examples of ORVs, as
Remarkable” threshold for Wild and Scenic well as an analysis of resources at the watershed scale
designation. More detailed information on these and a list by municipality, may be found in the
resource values may be found in the Upper Missisquoi companion document: Upper Missisquoi and Trout
and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Management Plan Rivers Management Plan.

and on the Study website at www.vtwsr.org. All of the
resources cited contribute to the overall eligibility of ~ Scenic and Recreational ORVs
the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers for designation.

Not all river reaches in the study area support all Scenic and recreational opportunities, which abound
noted outstanding values, but there is no stretch of ~ on the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers, consistently rise to
river which does not contribute to the viability the top of the list of outstanding resources identified

of the whole. In fact, it is worth noting that the water by the communities in the Study area. Community
quality in the watershed has a direct impact on these ~members are tied to these rivers through their
Outstandingly Remarkable Values (ORVs) for which the €njoyment of recreational activities, especially

rivers are eligible for designation, and should be canoeing and kayaking, fishing and hunting,
protected as such. Also, some ORVs overlap into swimming, hiking and wildlife viewing. According to
multiple categories; they are listed here under the the Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail website the scenic
heading currently considered most appropriate. views of the Missisquoi are a draw for those using the

trail, artists are inspired to create landscape paintings
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here and wildflowers and wildlife may be seen from
the trail.

Swimming Holes

The numerous swimming holes in the Study area are a
popular destination for locals and visitors alike.
Yankee magazine featured the Three Holes swimming
area (on the Trout River in Montgomery) as the Best
Local Secret and swimming hole in New England in
their May/June 2010 Issue: “As the Trout River sluices
down from the hills, it fills three natural basins deep in
the woods, creating the swimming-hole trifecta:
diamond-clear water, flat rocks for sunbathing, and
freedom from raucous crowds.” The countless pools
and falls of the Trout River in Montgomery have
created many swimming areas in the Town. There are
also popular swimming holes in the towns of Lowell,
Westfield and Troy. Not only are many swimming
holes in existence because of the unique geology
(Natural Resource ORV) in the Study area, but are also
important scenic areas and often provide great fishing.
Collectively they are certainly an important ORV of
regional significance.

Swimming Holes

e Black Falls Brook Swimming Holes, Black Falls Brook,
Montgomery

e Gibou Bridge Swimming Holes, S. Branch Trout
River, above and below Gibou Rd., Montgomery

e Gray Rocks Swimming Hole, Trout River,
Montgomery

e Hippie Hole or Crystal Falls, West Hill Brook, near
Creamery Covered Bridge, Montgomery

e Hutchins and Hectorville Bridges Swimming Hole, S.
Branch Trout River, Montgomery

e Longley Bridge Swimming Hole, Trout River, near
Longley Bridge, Montgomery

e Montgomery School House Swimming Hole, Trout
River, north of Montgomery Center, Montgomery

e Three Holes Swimming Area, Trout River,
Montgomery

e Tillotson Mill, Lockwood Brook, Lowell

e Twin Falls Swimming Hole, East Branch Missisquoi
River, Lowell

e Bakers Falls, Missisquoi River, Troy

e Big Falls, Missisquoi River, Troy
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e Troy Four Corners Swimming Hole, Jay Branch, east
of Route 101, Troy

e Snider Brook Swimming Holes, Snider Brook,
Westfield

e Taft Brook Falls Swimming Holes, Taft Brook,
Westfield

Fishing

Fishing and hunting were historically important along
the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers with the Abenaki
peoples and remain important to the area residents on
the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. The rivers hold
quality fish habitat throughout the Study area,
supporting both warm- and cold-water fisheries
(especially native fish populations of Brook trout). The
upper reaches of the Missisquoi and the entirety of
the Trout River offer excellent trout fishing, and serve
as a destination for anglers across the region. The
Trout River and many of its tributaries support
especially healthy cold water fisheries. Many well-
known trout fishing spots overlap with other features
noted in the Management Plan. The Hopkins and
West Hill Brook covered bridges and swimming holes
are destinations for trout anglers. Black Falls Brook
and Alder Brook are also good fishing spots in the
Study area. Jay Branch, Hanna Clark and Wade Brooks
all offer trout fishing in addition to whitewater
paddling opportunities. Fisheries depend on the water
quality of the Missisquoi River.

Paddling

Canoeing and kayaking opportunities abound along
the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. The rivers offer
unique experiences for all levels of paddling, from
gentle meandering float trips to technical whitewater
runs. The Study rivers wind their way through rolling
forested hills, towering floodplain forests, and
picturesque working farm fields. With approximately
25 distinct access sites along the 70 miles of the Study
rivers, there are ample opportunities for nearly
everyone to enjoy a day on the river.

The Missisquoi River is part of the Northern Forest
Canoe Trail (NFCT), which is a 740-mile, long-distance
paddling trail that connects waterbodies from the
Adirondack mountains of New York to the unspoiled
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Figure 9. Featured ORV —The top of Big Falls, the largest undammed falls in Vermont. Photo by Shana Stewart Deeds.
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wilderness of northern Maine. The portion of the
Study area that joins this nationally significant trail is
the Missisquoi River from the Canadian Border in
Richford to the downstream end of the Study area in
Enosburgh Falls (Section 5). Walter Opuszynski,
NFCT’s Trail Director, states that paddlers within the
Study area work their way from Canada downstream
through a break in the Green Mountains and a unique
NFCT landscape of verdant farmland. The NFCT has
found great support from these communities, and an
obvious desire to respect these waters for their
natural beauty, history, and ecological importance.
NFCT’s paddlers rely on the opportunity to follow the
historic travel corridors used by generations of
inhabitants from the Abenaki to early settlers to
present-day paddlers. The Missisquoi lies in the
heartland of the Northern Forest Canoe Trail, and
Walter Opuszynski feels it creates a unique connection
of people and land including a significant international
connection to Canada.

The NFCT has stewardship and work trips along the
trail. NFCT’s business partners in Canada working for
scenic and recreational resource protection include:
Camping Carrefour des Campeurs, Canoe & Co., and
Vert le Mont.

According to Vermont Department of Environmental
Conservation (DEC) staff, the localities in Canada have
strong regulations on riverine and lakeshore buffer
activities. Much enforcement comes down to the local
level but some of the zoning regulations are set at the
regional level. For example, there is a requirement
that all municipalities have a five meter buffer
requirement around Lake Memphremagog, which is
part of the Northern Forest Canoe Trail. The local
municipalities can then make this requirement more
stringent by increasing the buffer to ten meters or
more.

The Lake Champlain Basin Program’s plan,
Opportunities for Action, discusses Québec's
commitments to the Missisquoi watershed, as does
Québec’s Missisquoi Bay Inter-Agency Advisory
Committee’s Action Plan (2010-2016). The Missisquoi
Bay Inter-Agency Advisory Committee is made up of
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several agencies and organizations that are involved in
the Missisquoi Bay Watershed in Canada, i.e., the
Ministére des Affaires municipals, des régions et de
I’Occupation Territoire (MAMROT); the Ministére de
I’Agriculture, des Pécheries et de I’Alimentation
(MAPAQ); the Ministére des Ressources naturelles et
de la Faune (MNRF); the Ministére de la Santé et des
Services sociaux; the Ministere des Transports (MTQ)
and the Ministére du Développement durable, de
I’Environnement et des Parcs (MDDEP). These
organizations, along with the Organisme de bassin
versant baie Missisquoi (OBVBM) have agreed to
cooperate with the community by:
e continuing educational opportunities
e supporting watershed groups
e implementing the Québec-Vermont agreement on
Phosphorus reduction in the Missisquoi Bay
e implementing the MOU between Vermont, New
York, and Québec concerning the cleanup of Lake
Champlain.

For more detailed information on Canada’s
commitment to water quality and scenic/recreational
protections, please see the existing protections section
in the Suitability Chapter (Chapter 4).

The NFCT organization has five designated access
areas along this reach of the river, as well as a number
of campsites and informational kiosks. American
Rivers, a national organization dedicated to protecting
rivers and streams, recently partnered with the
National Park Service to create River Stories, a
collection of information and photographs highlighting
water trails around the nation. According to their
website, River Stories highlight ten U.S. rivers,
including the Missisquoi section of the NFCT, in the
U.S. which “offer outstanding recreational
opportunities.” Keith Sampietro, a local business
owner of Montgomery Adventures, has worked with
the Northern Forest Explorers Youth Program for
youth to get them paddling on the upper Missisquoi.
Business such as Keith Sampietro’s are great examples
of how healthy rivers, such as the Missisquoi and
Trout, afford opportunities for rural economic
development. NFCT was recently named "2011 Best
Canoe Trail" by Outside Magazine, and is clearly one of
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the Outstanding Remarkable Recreational and Scenic
Values along the upper Missisquoi River.

Established Trail Systems in the Study Area

e Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail (a multi-use trail
constructed along the Missisquoi River): a river-
related trail that owes its location to the gentle
gradient created by the floodplain of the Missisquoi
River and where users may appreciate the
aesthetics of the Missisquoi River valley

e Northern Forest Canoe Trail (paddling along the
Missisquoi River and other rivers): five established
access points, six campsites and two informational
kiosks in the Study area

Whitewater Paddling Opportunities

e Missisquoi River — Troy to North Troy

e Trout River — upstream of VT Route 118

e West Hill Creek — from bridge near cemetery to VT
Route 118

e South Branch Trout River — from Hutchins Bridge to
Trout River

e Jay Branch — from golf course at Jay Peak to
Missisquoi River

e Black Falls Brook — last 2 miles into Montgomery
village to Fuller Bridge

e Wade Brook — near Westfield/Montgomery Line

Natural Resource ORVs

Geology

The State of Vermont has a diverse geological history
which is represented in the varied landscape seen
today. The land that now constitutes Vermont has
been at the edge of a continental plate throughout
much of its history, which has subjected the area to
the dynamic forces of colliding, pushing, thrusting,
folding and wrinkling that happen through time at the
edge of a great land mass. Much of Vermont was also
historically underwater resulting in bedrock that
mostly originated as sea sediments. Many hill farms
and small homesteads existed in the region, and the
geology directly impacted their success by giving rise
to the topography, soils and waterways of their
farmsteads.

\_

Chapter 3. Eligibility and Classification

The geology of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
is especially unique on the Orleans side of the
proposed designation. Margorie Gale, Geologist with
the Vermont Geological Survey describes this geology
as follows. The outcrops at Tillotson Peak and
Tillotson Camp in Lowell, VT are metamorphosed
mafic volcanic rocks and schist metamorphosed mafic
volcanic rocks (blueschists). Blueschist and eclogite
(very high pressure metamorphic rocks) are exposed in
metamorphic belts throughout the world (China,
California, Australia, Canada/Yukon, etc.); however,
they are not generally preserved or exposed in the
Appalachians which makes this geology in Orleans
County unique nationally and regionally. They are
evidence that the rocks were subducted to a great
depth and then quickly exhumed (brought back up). In
conjunction with metamorphic age dates, this data
helped define the timing for subduction in the State of
Vermont. It was not that long ago that the theory of
plate tectonics became common in textbooks, so the
discovery by Jo Laird of blueschist in Vermont was
really important for future explanations of geologic
history. According to Barry Doolan, Professor of
Geology at the University of Vermont, the blueschists
found within the Study area, such as those found at in
the Tillotson Peak area, are “unique geologically and
provide habitat for unique flora associated with this
rock.” Several rare, threatened or endangered plant
species exist in these areas thriving on the soils
formed by the unique chemical compositions of the
mafic and ultramafic rocks found along this thrust
fault. These rocks in the Tillotson Peak area, are
described in field guides, and “geologists from all over
the world visit this site because it is so unique.”

The blueschist and eclogite at Tillotson Peak and
Tillotson Camp are part of a thrust fault slice which
includes serpentinite. The ultramafic serpentinite rock
may be found near the Tillotson outcrops, roughly %
mile from the Camp or Peak. Along the river
serpentinite is found in Lowell, Westfield and Troy.
The blueschist in Vermont only occurs in the Tillotsen
area, whereas serpentinite/ultramafic rock occurs
sporadically within a belt or zone on the east flanks of
the Green Mountains throughout the State. According
to VanDiver’s Roadside Geology of VT and NH, the
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Serpentine Outcrops along the Missisquoi River in
Lowell, Troy and Westfield represent a high
concentration of these rocks in Vermont. These

outcroppings are part of one of the largest ultramafic

serpentine zones in the country. These serpentine
rocks are tied to the Missisquoi drainage basin, and

the bedrock origin and rock types affect the path and

movement of the Missisquoi River. Serpentine
outcrops appear in at least 10 locations along the

Study corridor, and are associated with species of rare

ferns. Serpentine outcrops are areas where

serpentine bedrock is exposed. This ultramafic rock is

unique because it is found more commonly deep in
the Earth’s mantle. Serpentine rocks are chemically

distinct from other Vermont rocks; they are deficient

in calcium, and rich in magnesium, iron, nickel and
chromium which are often toxic to certain plant
species. Occurrences of these outcroppings are
tracked as rare occurrences by the Vermont Natural
Heritage Information Project and are classified as S1

and G2, which means they are “very rare” and “rare”

on State and global levels, respectively. The rarity of

these types of rock attracts geologists from all over the

world to this section of Vermont. According to

Sorenson and Thompson’s book Wetland, Woodland,
Wildland, plant communities on these rare ledges and
outcrops are also specialized, and low in diversity due
to the challenges of living on this rock type. This is the
only habitat in which several rare plant species can live

in the state. “The Green Mountain maidenhair fern

(Adiantum viridimontanum; S2, VT Threatened) grows
only on serpentine soils, and its overall distribution is

limited to northern Vermont and southern Quebec.”

Serpentine maidenhair fern (Adiantum aleuticum; S1),

Large-leaved sandwort (Arenaria macrophylla; S2),
and Marcescent sandwort (Arenaria marcescens) are
additional rare and uncommon plants which are
characteristic of serpentine outcrops.

Waterfalls, Cascades and Gorges
The geology in Franklin and Orleans Counties also

contributes to numerous unique waterfalls, cascades
and gorges along the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. The

most well-known of these is Big Falls on the
Missisquoi River in Troy, VT. Big Falls is a good
example of the geologic history of the Study area

\_
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because there one may see the many folds and
deformities in the rocks. The Burgess Branch Fault is
visible through the topography of the area, and has
been studied by geologists at the Vermont Geologic
Survey and the University of Vermont. Big Falls is
unique at the national and regional level as it is the
largest undammed falls in Vermont that has been
made into a State Park/Natural Area. Below the falls is
a gorge over 200 feet long with 60-foot high walls.
Jerry Jenkins describes Big Falls in his report for the
State, The Waterfalls, Cascades and Gorges of
Vermont: “The Site is about one-half mile long. Above
the falls are rapids, braiding channels, low cliffs ten to
35 feet high, and many small islands. Immediately
before the falls is a large pool about 100 feet wide.
The falls themselves (actually steep cascades) consist
of three channels and drop about 25 feet. The middle
channel is beautiful and spectacular and very noisy.
Below the falls there is a gorge about 75 yards long
with walls about 60 feet high. The east walls are
vertical, the west walls sloping. At the bottom of the
gorge there is deeper water which makes good
swimming, and several sandy beaches.” The gorge
also contains a number of rare vascular plants.
Dorothy Allard, Virtual Herbarium Coordinator for
UVM'’s Pringle Herbarium, led a 2005 inventory of
bryophytes at Big Falls State Park and states that it
was an “interesting place from a bryological
standpoint.” Both S2 and S1 species of bryophytes
were found during this inventory. The site was ranked
as “high importance” in the Waterfall Study due to its
heavy recreational use, significant botanical character
and its distinction of being the largest natural waterfall
in the State. It has also been noted as a ‘significant
feature’ of the Missisquoi basin in previous versions of
the Agency of Natural Resources’ Watershed
Management (Basin) Plan. Waterfalls, Cascades and
Gorges of Vermont states that with the “...alteration
and destruction of waterfalls and gorges...combined
with the number of people who use and appreciate
the ones that remain, seems to us to argue for the
defense of every important site we have left.”

Other important waterfalls, cascades and gorges along
the Missisquoi include:

e Baker’s Falls (Pierce Mill, Troy) — Missisquoi River:

Page y




‘sanijedidiunw eaJe Apnis ay3 uiyum Ayjenb uazem 1saysdiy ayl Sunesysuowsap dew vy “TT 94nSi4

Aoa],
A o

e
L) ; ‘h_h LW
— : uama
T S L= . nary dpmag e manT Ljunues s
[ ’ apussg paEn P esflcgerg dapendy Fop ke @
N @ — mimATy gmosl U wHH 30 - NV P g, - sy ‘
= | w ponbse g saddn = :
@ — s @)
i FY, R s s b s ' SR N
wsme LT, $ON]T) AFLE TSI Kaprnmey
_ Ao yE)d U-HJ—“—H.“
EHNEEYH 'l — lltes—2 o
o
- figpond 4a3om vehw——
. sioAry Jnoi] @ yonbsissipy soddn  wew g
aeaag
; -..)ﬁ L™
ep— 0 ks, y
Ao f o f..rx. -4
- ._ ."_ - Je.u.{rff/l;r/\,”._..\m
g } 4
g /
oy
)
- )
rm HETTEET FuBmgsoug fima
.m y_"."_. g W T
(7/] T
g | |
MO L WOt
3} )
= 3
s
« _.
> %
) ; .
e ! yooug el
b JRoag
) ﬁ_
2 o -
ord
5]
Mooug . :

. &‘Eﬁ U.Hmﬂmumyﬁum—. b. HITNYHS
mw paojyoty N Iy
t : . (]
-

«
=
(0]

i a1 1




/ Chapter 3. Eligibility and Classification

Cascades below an old dam, the first cascade is e Three Holes Area, Trout River, Montgomery: This
approximately 25 feet high, followed by two ten- series of kettle holes along the Trout River in

foot cascades. Declared to be a significant site in Montgomery is a popular swimming area voted by
the Missisquoi Basin Watershed Plan and described Yankee magazine as the Best Swimming Hole in New

in The Waterfalls, Cascades and Gorges of Vermont. England in their May/June 2010 Issue. Thereis
more information about this privately owned

e Troy Gorges — Missisquoi River: A series of four swimming hole in the Scenic/Recreational ORVs

bedrock gorges located about a mile downstream of

the River Road Bridge in Troy. Deep pools separate section.

the gorges which range in length from about 400’ to

1,500’ along this 1-mile segment of the upper Rare, Threatened and Endangered (RTE) Species and
Missisquoi River. This reach also contains the Communities

foundation ruins of an old iron smelter. According to the Vermont Wildlife Diversity Program

(formerly the Vermont Nongame and Natural Heritage
Program) there are many rare species of aquatic
insects, amphibians, reptiles, plants and natural
communities associated with the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers. These rare, threatened and endangered
species and communities are given global and state
rankings. For example, a RTE listed as G2 means that
they are considered imperiled with very few
populations (often 20 or fewer) in existence globally.
State ranks are assigned similarly, with those with a
State ranks S3 or lower considered RTEs. These ranks
are based on a species’ vulnerability to extirpation
(ceasing to exist in VT) or extinction (ceasing to exist
on Earth). S3 ranking means species are vulnerable to
extirpation, often due to declines to 80 or fewer
o Tillotson Mills, Lockwood Brook, Missisquoi River  occurrences in the State due to habitat restrictions or
Tributary, Lowell: This small woodland cascadeis  other reasons for decline. S2 ranking means species

e Jay Branch Gorge (Four Corners Swimming Hole) -
Jay Branch, Missisquoi River Tributary: Listed by
newenglandwaterfalls.com as a premier swimming
hole in Vermont, this hole has beautiful waterfalls
cut into the bedrock (Ottauquechee Formation of
black phyllite or schist with quartz). This swimming
area is a series of drops on the Jay Branch called
"Four Corners." They are a beautiful set of
swimming holes just downhill of the junction of
Route 105, Route 101 and the Veilleux Road. There
are large potholes present, and it even used to be a
destination for gold panning. Please see the
potholes in the scenic and recreational ORV chapter
of the Management Plan for more information.

below a historic mill, and described in the are imperiled and at high risk for extirpation, often
Waterfalls, Cascades and Gorges of Vermont. This  due to declines to 20 or fewer occurrences in the State
site is a waterfall and swimming hole, and also due to habitat restrictions or other reasons for decline.
noted as a ‘significant feature’ of the Missisquoi S1 ranking means species are critically imperiled and

basin in previous versions of the Agency of Natural  at very high risk for extirpation from the State, often
Resources’ Watershed Management Plan (Basin 6 - due to declines to 5 or fewer occurrences in the State
Missisquoi River Watershed Water Quality and due to habitat restrictions or steep declines in
Aquatic Habitat Assessment Report). numbers.

e Twin Falls, East Branch of the Missisquoi River,
Lowell: These falls are located in Lowell Village on
the East Branch. Cascading falls are made by a large
waterfall split in two by a bedrock outcrop. There is
a deep pool below the falls which is good for
swimming. This place was described in the 1991
swimming hole survey.

One such rare natural community, the Serpentine
Outcrops, was discussed in the geology section above.
The serpentine outcrop natural community is listed as
G2, meaning that serpentine outcrops are considered
imperiled with very few populations (often 20 or
fewer) in existence globally. Another such community
is the Riverside Outcrop (S3), an upland shore natural
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community found along streams and rivers where

Woodland, Wildland lists the red-spotted ground

of bryophytes (group of non-vascular plants which

on these harsh, riverside outcrops. Silver Maple-
Ostrich Fern Riverine Floodplain Forest (S3) is

laurel shrubs” in its list of natural areas that are
“recognized as excellent examples of Vermont's
natural heritage.” The Great Laurel is a State

Audubon Society Field Guide to the Northeast

only in warmer climates than that of northern

somewhat warmer climate. This period of time is
great laurels is one of only two that are found in

northern New England.” This colony of laurels was
listed in the Vermont Rivers Study.

surrounding wetlands. Their ranks are listed in the
Data, there are 19 species of dragonflies and

ranked as S3 or lower (vulnerable to extirpation to
critically imperiled). The dragonhunter dragonfly
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there is exposed bedrock. Common near waterfalls,
cascades and gorges, this community is found along
large rivers in the State like the Missisquoi. Wetland,

beetle as a rare insect that may be found within this
natural community. Some species of plants such as
wild chives, shining ladies-tresses and several species

includes mosses, hornworts and liverworts) live in and

dominated by silver maple and ostrich ferns which are
able to survive in the typical, annual flooding. Many
migratory birds are known to use this riparian habitat
along with otter, mink, muskrat, beaver, and several
amphibian species. Troy Colony of Great Laurels is
listed by the Vermont Rivers Study as a “relic colony of

Threatened plant (Rhododendron maximum; S2). The

provides the following description: “The great laurel is
a large and spectacular rhododendron usually found

Vermont near the Canadian border. It is believed that
this species was more common in northern Vermont

about 6,000 years ago, when the region possessed a

known as the climatic optimum.... This relic colony of

Several species of rare dragonflies and damselflies are
found in the Study area, and are directly linked to the
quality of the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers and their
table below. According to Vermont Natural Heritage
damselflies in Franklin and Orleans Counties which are

(Hagenius brevistylus) is the only species in this genus
in North America. This amazing aerialist typically lives

~

near forested streams and rivers, but also near slower
moving lakes or bays, where it hunts for other
dragonflies which it catches on the wing. The zebra
clubtail dragonfly (Stylurus scudderi) is named for the
swelled, club-like end to its abdomen and the
alternating black and yellow (or pale green) stripes
along its body. This rare dragonfly lives in clear, clean,
forested streams and small rivers including trout
streams. You may see the males patrolling over the
river guarding foraging and breeding territory.

The following are RTE reptiles and amphibians
dependent on the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers and
their surrounding wetlands. Mink frogs (S3) are green
-faced frogs that, according to Jim Andrews,
Coordinator of the Vermont Reptile and Amphibian
Atlas, are reported to smell like garlic or onion. They
prefer shallow bays and inlets and outlets of rivers,
lakes and ponds. Conservation of undeveloped bays
and marshlands, and education and monitoring of
roads along waterways for mortality during summer
breeding season would help protect this vulnerable
amphibian species. Wood turtles (S3, VT Species of
Special Concern) have red/orange flesh, black heads,
and layered scutes (shell scales) which can look like
the rings in a tree. Their plastron, the bottom of their
shell, is yellow with black markings. Wood turtle
habitat includes streams where they overwinter, and
nearby uplands and fields where they feed. They need
connectivity between their streams and neighboring
woodlands. Protecting these habitats along with
eliminating their collection as pets and reducing road
mortality will help protect this species. Four-toed
Salamander (S2, VT Species of Special Concern) — This
salamander is small, and approximately the size and
color of the common red-backed salamander often
found in woodlands. This salamander is
distinguishable by its creamy, almost opal, stomach
which also has a smattering of black spots. They also
only have four toes on their back feet whereas most
salamanders have five hind toes. Preserving their
preferred habitat of vernal pool edges and small,
wooded swamps, such as red maple swamps will help
protect this high priority species of concern in the
state. The Vermont State Natural Heritage
Information Project has mapped 64 distinct vernal




Table 1. Study area records for rare Dragonflies & Damselflies (Odonata) from the VT

Natural Heritage Program.
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Common Name Genus species SR | GR | Franklin | Orleans
Spotted Spreadwing Lestes congener S3 G5 Yes Yes
Elegant Spreadwing Lestes inaequalis S3 G5 Yes
Vesper Bluet Enallagma vesperum S3 G5 Yes Yes
Black-tipped Darner Aeshna tuberculifera S2 | G4 Yes Yes
Harlequin Darner Gomphaeschna furcillata S2 G5 Yes
Lilypad Clubtail Arigomphus furcifer S2 | G5 Yes
Black-shouldered Spinyleg | Dromogomphus spinosus S3 | G5 Yes Yes
Beaverpond Clubtail Gomphus borealis S2 | G4 Yes Yes
Dragonhunter Hagenius brevistylus S3 G5 Yes
Southern Pygmy Clubtail Lanthus vernalis S2 | G4 Yes
Maine Snaketail Ophiogomphus mainensis S2 | G4 Yes
Eastern Least Clubtail Stylogomphus albistylus S3 | G5 Yes Yes
Zebra Clubtail Stylurus scudderi S2 | G4 Yes Yes
Arrow Clubtail Stylurus spiniceps S2 | G5 Yes
Williamson's Emerald Somatochlora williamsoni | S3 G5 Yes
Calico Pennant Celithemis elisa S3 G5 Yes
Belted Whiteface Leucorrhinia proxima S3 | G5 Yes Yes
Twelve-spotted Skimmer Libellula pulchella S3 G5 Yes Yes
Band-winged Meadow-
hawk Sympetrum semicinctum S3 G5 Yes Yes

Table 2: Important Sites of High Water Quality Supporting ORVs

Macroinvertebrate Community Assessment Rankings

Excellent:

® Missisquoi River (Richford)

Excellent - Very Good:

® Missisquoi River (Enosburgh)

Very Good:

® Missisquoi River (Richford)

High Quality Aquatic Insect Community/”High Quality
Biota” Site Rankings

® Missisquoi River (Richford)

Fish Community Assessment Rankings

Excellent:

® Trout River (Berkshire)

Page 37
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pools in the Study area watershed, see the Vermont
Vernal Pool Mapping Project, with two very close to
the Missisquoi: 1) an old oxbow in Berkshire, and 2)
another in Richford. Vernal pools, often forested,
swamp natural communities present throughout the
Study area, are seasonally temporary wetlands
important to biological diversity, forest function and
watershed processes. These pools are formed from
spring rains and snow meltwater in small woodland
depressions. Because these vernal pools are
ephemeral (temporary) they are not able to maintain
populations of fish species. This makes them
important as breeding areas for amphibians, especially
those sensitive to predation by fish such as wood
frogs, and to the biological diversity and watershed
functions of an area. Many species of aquatic insects,
salamanders, frogs and turtles depend on vernal pools
as critical habitat. Fairy shrimp are small crustaceans
which only live in vernal pools. Vernal pools are
considered uncommon in the State and nationally, and
are significant ecological areas protected under
Vermont’s wetland laws. Under Vermont’s Wetland
Rules, vernal pools are considered significant wetlands
under wildlife habitat, Section 5.4. Typically
considered Class Il wetlands, they are required to have
a 50 foot buffer though many may be better protected
with a larger one.

Water quality is particularly important to the rare fish
species found in the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.
Fantail Darter (S3) is described by the book, Fishes of
Vermont, as living in shallow areas of streams and
rivers where they hunt for aquatic macroinvertebrates
between rocks. This fish species is at the northeastern
edge of its distribution, and is only found in Vermont
in the Missisquoi River and some of its tributaries. The
Brassy Minnow (S1, VT Species of Special Concern) is
on the “extreme eastern edge of its distribution,”
being found in few areas in Vermont including two
Missisquoi River tributaries. This minnow
predominately eats algae, making it one of two true
herbivore fish species in the State. For this reason,
they prefer waterway reaches with muddy substrate
rich in organic matter. The Brook trout, though not
rare, threatened or endangered in the State, are the
only char species native to Vermont. This salmonid
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species has seen decline in numbers in recent years
due to impacts by stocked trout species which are
competitors for food and habitat, along with habitat
alterations. These fish are coldwater species, and
require temperatures typically below 65-72°F. With
loss of riparian trees, and increased runoff to streams
water temperatures are often above levels which
stress this species sometimes leading to relocation or
mortality. The Wild and Scenic Study Committee
promotes water quality initiatives that protect these
important aquatic species, and recognizes the need to
maintain high water quality in the region. The
tributaries of the Missisquoi including the Trout River,
include headwater streams and river sections of high
quality waters. Please see Figure 11 for a map of
streams within the Study area with high water quality.

Sites where the Vermont Agency of Natural
Resources’ (ANR) Watershed Management Division
has determined aquatic communities
(macroinvertebrates and/or fish) to be “Very Good” or
“Excellent” are also identified as supporting the
Missisquoi and Trout ORVs. The occurrences of
communities of this quality are indicative of the best
water quality and outstanding aquatic habitats in the
state of Vermont. Additionally, ANR biologists have
further classified a subset of river and stream reaches
as “High Quality Biota,” indicating that these habitats
support naturally functioning, exceptionally healthy
biological communities. These High Quality Biota sites
are identified as supporting the Natural Resource and
other ORVs as well.

Overall, the combination of important geology;
waterfalls, cascades and gorges; and rare, threatened
and endangered species and natural communities
make up the Natural Resource ORVs which are rare
and important at both the national and regional scale.

Historic and Cultural ORVs

Archeological Sites

Lowell, Westfield, Troy, North Troy, Richford,
Enosburgh, and Enosburg Falls have known
archeological sites documented in the Vermont
Division of Historical Preservation archives or have
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Chapter 3. Eligibility and Classification

known archeological sensitivity. All municipalities in
the Study area along the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
likely have archeological sites which are
undocumented. Of the documented sites, Native
American Site, VT-FR-162 is in Enosburg Falls. There is
evidence here of a large camp or village based on the
low density of prehistoric artifacts (early to middle
Woodland Period) over a large area. Chert and quartz
flakes, fire-cracked rock, charcoal, and hearth features
were found. According to the Division of Historic
Preservation VT-FR-162 “is important in that it is at
present the largest known site on the Missisquoi
[River] above Enosburg Falls. It is probably a
Woodland Period camp/village site which was not
intensely used. This suggests it could be...a sensitive
temporal marker if dated...” This settlement was on
the banks of the Missisquoi River, and likely owed its
location to the falls in present-day Enosburg Falls. The
settlement was river dependent with the changing
riverine environment a probable explanation for the
temporal use of the camp/village. Users of the site
surely took advantage of the broad floodplain and
easy canoe routes available at that site. Additionally,
combined, Native American Sites VT-FR-331— VT-FR-
333 are one of the few known archeological sites on
the upper Missisquoi River. Artifacts at this site are
few, and likely indicate a small, short-term hunting
camp. Artifacts are likely from Paleoindians (9000-
7000 B.C.E.) or middle Woodland peoples (1-1000).
This site is currently protected by the 100’ Vermont
wetland buffer, and may be eligible for inclusion on
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). In
phase two assessment, protection from river erosion
by geotextile fiber was recommended along with
seeking inclusion on the NRHP. Because of their
importance in understanding the Native American
culture of the area, and their uniqueness in the State
on the upper Missisquoi River, these archeological
sites are considered Historic and Cultural ORVs.

Bridges with Historic and Cultural Significance
Covered bridges are a sought-after recreational
attraction for people interested in cultural heritage
and scenic beauty. Early settlers in the Study area
were fortunate to have ample forest and farm land, as
well as plentiful running water, to power mills and

Qge 40

~

transport forest products. The waterways created a
separate challenge for overland travel; a growing
economy and an abundance of rivers and streams in
the area created the need for many bridges. The
bridges were built with roofs to shield them from the
elements —rain, ice, and lots of snow. Twelve covered
bridges were built in the Town of Montgomery alone,
all by the same builders — the Jewett brothers. These
bridges are so important that Montgomery’s 2010
Town Plan stated a vision for the future of
Montgomery was to “maintain and preserve
Montgomery’s six covered bridges, for they represent
our community’s history and an appreciation of
Vermont’s cultural heritage.” By 1940, there were 13
covered bridges in Montgomery. The president of the
Montgomery Historical Society, Scott Perry, states that
these bridges were often built to provide access to
more trees for harvest. Six of these covered bridges
are still in use today and one (Hectorville Bridge, from
Gibou Road) is currently in off-site storage awaiting
repair. These are ORVs of national and regional
significance as they represent the most covered
bridges within one town in the country. The six
Montgomery bridges, as well as the one in Enosburgh
and another in Troy, are popular destinations for

Figure 13. Comstock Bridge, Montgomery, VT. Photo by
Ken Secor

sightseers and bring many tourists to the area. The
Hopkins and West Hill Brook covered bridges and
swimming holes are important recreational
destinations for trout anglers and swimmers. The
Hopkins Bridge, Hopkins Bridge Rd., Enosburgh (also a
Jewett brothers’ bridge added to the NRHP 1974), is

/
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near the Enosburgh/Montgomery town line.

According to Scott Perry from the Montgomery
Historical Society the fact that it was also built by
Montgomery’s Jewett brothers and its closer proximity
to downtown Montgomery Village than Enosburgh
often lead them to “claim” it for Montgomery. These
bridges add to the unique local character and quaint
New England Charm of the Study towns. All of these
covered bridges were listed on the National Register of
Historic Places between November 1974 and
December 1974. As such, these bridges are

recognized as significant at the community, state, and
national level.

Covered Bridges, Trout River
e Comstock Bridge, Comstock Bridge Rd.,
Montgomery

Fuller Bridge, Fuller Bridge Rd., Montgomery

Hectorville Bridge, Gibou Rd., Montgomery
(currently in off-site storage awaiting repair)

Hopkins Bridge, Hopkins Bridge Rd., Enosburgh
(near border with Montgomery)

Hutchins Bridge, Hutchins Bridge Rd., Montgomery
(Crosses the South
Branch of the
Trout River, a
tributary)

Longley Bridge,
Longely Bridge
Rd., Montgomery
(has been closed
temporarily and is
bypassed by an
additional steel
bridge that also
crosses the Trout
River)

e West Hill
(Creamery) Bridge,
Creamery Bridge
Rd., Montgomery

i |
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Bridges, Missisquoi River

e River Road Covered Bridge (Upper Bridge), River
Rd., Troy was added to the NRHP 1974.

e Town Highway Bridge #12 (Boston Post Road,
Enosburgh, VT) is an iron bridge over the Missisquoi
River that was added in 2007 to the National
Register of Historic Places.

e Missisquoi River Bridge at the Canada/VT border
crossing on Route 105 between Richford, Vermont
and Abercorn, Quebec is on the National Register of
Historic Places. It was the first of ten truss bridges
spanning the Missisquoi River.

The border crossing bridge on Route 105 is owned
jointly by the U.S. and Canada. The communities have
cooperated across the international boundary to
maintain the bridge. In fact, VTrans has a project
under development with Canada to rehabilitate the
old steel truss. They are hoping to begin construction
in calendar year 2016.

VTrans and Regional Planning staff indicate that the
covered bridges are municipally owned and

(crosses West Hill
Brook, a Trout River
tributary)

\_

Stewart Deeds

Figure 14. Study Committee members identifying ORVs at a monthly meeting. Photo by Shana
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MONTGOMERY’S COVERED BRIDGES

| Eﬂ gﬁ Please respect the private property around our covered bridges.
£G mﬁ Park off the traveled way. Be alert and safe. Thank you.

1. Hopkins Bridge, 1875
Rte 118 & Hopkins Rd.

2. Longley Bridge, 1863
Rte 118 & Longley Bridge Rd.

6. Hutchins Bridge, 1883
Hutchins Bridge Rd.

g

]

3. Creamery Bridge, 1883

Go 2.6 miles on West Hill Rd 4. Comstock Bridge, 1883 C)eou £D .
then left on Creamery Bridge :

i L : WE
R, (note: West Hill Rd and Comstock Bridge Rd. Montgomery Historical Society e 7. Hectorville Bridge, 1883
Hill West Rd are different P.O. Box 47 Montgomery, VT 1l M
05470
(D
= pratthall@gmail.com Removed & In Storage

Figure 15. Graphic by the Montgomery Historical Society of the seven Jewett brothers’ covered bridges in Montgomery.

maintained. Funding for maintenance or Transportation Enhancement Program) and the
rehabilitation needs traditionally comes from local, National Historic Covered Bridge Preservation

state and sometimes federal transportation programs. Program. Though the National Historic Covered Bridge
If damage is related to a presidentially declared Preservation Program was not funded in the last
disaster, the town owning the public infrastructure federal transportation bill, Vermont did receive

may apply for help from the Federal Emergency $850,000 for the Longley Bridge rehabilitation in the
Management Agency’s (FEMA) Public Assistance previous cycle.

Program. In addition to local maintenance budgets,

many (if not all) of the bridges have received some Classification

state and federal funding for repairs or rehabilitation.

Potential funding sources can include: VTrans Based on applicable criteria, the National Park Service
Structures Grant, Town Highway Bridge Program, (NPS) has assigned a preliminary classification of
Transportation Alternatives Program (formerly recreational to the segments of the upper Missisquoi
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and Trout Rivers that are eligible for designation. The recreational. Should further action to designate

NPS and Study Committee, though recognizing that tributaries (Segment 4) take place, an evaluation of
some smaller reaches with possible scenic the classification of these segments would occur at
classification exist, concluded that the overall that time.

classification that best fits Segments 1, 2 and 3 is

Figure 16. Students identifying macroinvertebrates during a
Bugworks workshop cosponsored with the Study Committee
by the Missisquoi River Basin Association. Photo by Shana
Stewart Deeds

wood frog (right). Photos by Shana Stewart Deeds.
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The free-flowing segments of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are found eligible for
designation based on the presence of multiple Outstandingly Remarkable Values. These
segments meet the classification definition of a recreational river area due to the level of

human access and alteration.

Figure 18. Cyclists enjoying the Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail. Photo by David Juaire.

Additional Resources

Determining Acceptable Minimal Stream Flows: www.anr.state.vt.us/dec/waterqg/rivers/docs/rv_flowprocedure.pdf
Missisquoi Bay Watershed Planning in the VT Watershed Management Division:

www.anr.state.vt.us/dec/waterg/planning/htm/pl_missisquoi.htm

User’s Guide to Dam Removal in VT: www.anr.state.vt.us/dec/waterq/rivers/docs/drw_usersguide.pdf
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This Chapter presents the Study findings related to Section 4(a) of the Wild
and Scenic Act “...on the suitability or non-suitability for addition to the

Photo by Maddie McGarvey

national wild and scenic rivers system.” The suitability of the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers for designation is directly related to the existing and future
management of the rivers.

1) Should the river’s free-flowing character, water
quality, and Outstandingly Remarkable Values
(ORVs) be protected, or are one or more other
uses [e.g., issuance of a hydro license]
important enough to warrant doing otherwise?
Will the river’s free-flowing character, water
quality, and ORVs be protected through
designation? Is designation the best method
for protecting the river corridor?

3) Isthere a demonstrated commitment to
protect the river by any nonfederal entities
that may be partially responsible for
implementing protective management?

Suitability Criteria

In 1995, members of the Bureau of Land
Management, National Park Service, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and U.S. Forest Service established
an interagency council to address administration of
National Wild and Scenic Rivers. The Interagency
Wild and Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council
developed criteria for suitability of rivers
considered for inclusion in the Wild and Scenic
Rivers system. These criteria are similar to, but
distinct from the eligibility requirements for
inclusion in the National WSR System. The
following questions are asked to ascertain whether In answering these questions, the benefits and
any river is suitable for designation. impacts of Wild and Scenic Rivers designation may
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be evaluated and alternative protection methods
considered.

Additionally, the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

predominantly flow through private lands and best fit

within the Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers model.

The National Park Service created additional questions

to ascertain the suitability of these Partnership Rivers.

1) Are existing protection measures adequate to
conserve the river’s outstanding resources without
the need for federal land acquisition or federal land
management?

2) Is there an existing or proposed management
framework that will bring the key river interests
together to work toward the ongoing protection of
the river?

3) What local support exists for river protection and
national designation?

4) What would the effects of designation be on the
land use, water base, and resources associated with
the river, the neighboring communities, etc.?

Existing Protections

Protections for free-flowing character, water quality
and each of the identified ORVs were assessed by the
NPS in conjunction with the Study Committee and the
complete findings are available in the Management
Plan and its Appendices. The Protections Appendices
available on the Study Committee’s website
(www.vtwsr.org) specifically list the protections
provided through federal, regional, state, and local
mechanisms that already protect the ORVs.

These protections include strong local, state, and
federal programs, statutes, regulations and ordinances
that directly protect the watercourses and adjacent
lands. Federal legislation such as the Clean Water Act,
and Federal agencies such as the Army Corps of
Engineers are to provide substantial protection for
water quality. The free-flowing condition of the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers is protected through the
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources’ stringent
review and permitting for projects which propose
limiting the free-flowing nature of Vermont’s
waterways. In addition, there are established local

17T aig g

Figure 19. Study Committee members learning about river
dynamics through the use of a flume courtesy of Staci
Pomeroy of the VT Agency of Natural Resources. Photo by
Shana Stewart Deeds.

watershed associations, conservation commissions,
land trusts, and other non-governmental supporting
organizations that have strong interests in protecting
the outstanding resources identified by the local
community during the Study process. There is also
strong local and regional citizen recognition, evident in
town and regional plans, of the importance of these
rivers and the resources they support. The
Management Plan demonstrates that these existing
protections, along with implementation of the
recommendations in the Management Plan, meet the
suitability criteria for the segments that are
recommended for Wild and Scenic Rivers designation.

Municipalities in the Study area demonstrate their
support for Wild and Scenic Rivers in various ways
including: regulations at times above and beyond
State regulations and requirements, support for
projects in the watershed that demonstrate best
agricultural practices, zoning regulations that mirror
WSR values, and contributions to local organizations,

such as the Missisquoi River Basin Association, that
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work for healthy rivers. By far the most significant
issue related to riverfront and river-corridor lands has
been agricultural preservation and promotion of
agricultural BMPs to protect water quality. This is not
surprising given that agriculture dominates river-
corridor lands, and is recognized at the state and local
level as a critical economic and cultural quality of life
issue. At the same time, development pressure has
been generally low (See Table 3 below). Table 5 on
page 54 and accompanying narrative description of
agriculture-related programs demonstrate the degree
to which this issue has dominated the river-related
management agenda.

It is important to note, however, that several
communities have begun to recognize the need and
benefit of more diverse and sophisticated local
approaches such as Enosburgh’s buffer requirement,
Enosburg Falls’ setbacks and zoning districts, or
Berkshire and Enosburg Falls’ employment of
stormwater management standards. Enosburgh has a
Natural Resources Overlay District (§570 of Zoning
Bylaws), which includes “significant geologic features,

Chapter 4. Suitability

unusual or important plant and animal qualities of
scientific, ecological, or educational interest make
lands in this district unsuitable for intensive
development because of their local, statewide,
national and global significance. Included are steep
slopes, rare and endangered species, waterways... and
significant wildlife habitat. Designation of this district
is intended to protect ... scenic and natural resource
values.”

Additionally, the Management Plan development and
local endorsement process demonstrated that all of
the communities are interested in and supportive of
developing such approaches, and acting proactively in
relation to the river and its protection, as appropriate.
In many instances, though, the focus will appropriately
remain on agricultural issues, as they dominate the
river landscape and areas not suitable for agriculture
are often remote, bordered by steep terrain, and
general viewed as not threatened.

A major factor in the evolution of local and state river
management focus is the recently passed Act 110
(2012), which, for the first time, has provided State

Table 3. Census data for Franklin and Orleans County Study area municipalities.

Franklin County NRPC

Census Info 1790-2000
YEAR 1790

Berkshire
Enosburgh
Enosburg Falls
Montgomery

Richford

Orleans County NVDA
2010 Census Info

Population change from:
1990-2000 1950-2000

~+16% ~+30%
~+10% ~+32%
~+9% ~+14%
~+20% ~-9%
~+6% ~-12%

1950
1,063
2,101
1,289
1,091
2,643

2000
1,388
2,788
1,473

992
2,321

Population change from:
2000-2010
~+22%

2000
426

2010

|EVY 521

Lowell 738 879 ~+19%

North Troy 593 620 ~+4%

1,564
503

1,662
536

~+6%
~+6%

Troy
Westfield
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level enabling legislation that encourages local

combination with the recent State adoption of
scientific, geomorphic approaches to river
management, and local community support of the
Wild and Scenic River designation and associated
Management Plan form a very solid basis and

that reflects the forward thinking of the State and
Current regulations in these municipalities reflect

greatly increase, strengthened land use regulations
may be necessary. Support from the Northwest
Regional Planning Commission and Northeastern
Vermont Development Association ensure mindful

lands in the watershed.

In total, the current combination of local, state, and
federal regulations, protected lands, and physical
constraints to development provide a protection
scheme for the Wild and Scenic River Values that is
adequate and makes federal ownership,

and Scenic River value category are as follows.
Scenic and Recreational Protections

Federal (Canada)

document demonstrating Canada’s commitment to
phosphorus reduction in the Missisquoi watershed.
This is particularly important for Scenic and

Recreational Resources in the Missisquoi River and

boating recreation along with scenic character
associated with algal blooms that often accompany

communities to adopt river corridor zoning strategies,
including vegetative buffer requirements. This Act, in

foundation from which local approaches may evolve in
coming years. The Trout River Project highlighted on
page 24 is another example of a science-based project

local municipalities with respect to river management.

existing levels of land use. Should population density

planning in the region that stays ahead of demands on

condemnation and management of lands unnecessary
for the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. In support
of this conclusion, important local, state, and federal
protections were identified. Highlights for each Wild

The Missisquoi Bay Inter-Agency Advisory Committee’s
Missisquoi Bay Action Plan 2010-2016 is an important

Lake Champlain due to the reduction in swimming and

high nutrient conditions in the waterways. An

objective of this plan is to enforce and comply with
Canada’s Agricultural Operations Regulation (REA) in
the North Missisquoi River Basin. Actions taken by the
Ministére du Développement durable, de
I’Environnement et des Parcs (MDDEP) and Direction
régionale du Centre de contréle environnemental de
I'Estrie et de la Montérégie (CCEQ) include the
maintenance and inspection of all farms in the Lake
Champlain Basin and ensure compliance to regulation.
Over 800 farms have been visited since 2003. Not only
do these Canadian federal regulations protect the
scenic and recreational resources of the Missisquoi
River, they also protect the water quality. More
information on Canadian laws protecting water quality
may be found in the Water Quality resource
protections to follow.

State

As the State of Vermont acknowledges the importance
of recreation to its citizens, legislation has been passed
that encourages town, planning commissions and
State agencies to engage in planning processes to
maintain and enhance recreation opportunities in the
State. Vermont’s Land Use Planning Law, Title 24,
Chapter 117 of the Vermont Statutes, states that
“Growth should not significantly diminish the value
and availability of outdoor recreational activities”, and
“Public access to noncommercial outdoor recreational
opportunities, such as lakes and hiking trails, should be
identified, provided, and protected wherever
appropriate” (24 V.S.A. § 4302).

Act 250 is Vermont’s development control law. The
law provides a public, quasi-judicial process for
reviewing and managing the environmental, social and
fiscal consequences of major subdivisions and
development in Vermont through the issuance of land
use permits. There are ten separate environmental
criteria (with sub-criteria) that may cause a
construction project to require issuance of an Act 250
permit, consequently making the project susceptible
to both State and public review. The permitting

process includes review of land use permit

applications for conformance with the Act’s ten
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environmental criteria, issuance of opinions
concerning the applicability of Act 250 to
developments and subdivisions of property,
monitoring for compliance with the Act and with land
use permit conditions, and public education. Criterion
8 and 10 of Act 250 are of particular note to the Wild
and Scenic Study towns and ORVs.

A statewide comprehensive plan for outdoor
recreation is a requirement for receiving federal
support from the Land and Water Conservation Fund
(LWCF). On a federal level, these State plans are
knows as Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor
Recreation Plan, or SCORP. In Vermont, the Plan is
called the Vermont Outdoor Recreation Plan. Though
non-regulatory, the Vermont Outdoor Recreation
Plan intends to provide the following resources to
planning groups:
e Avision, along with goals and actions, in support of
outdoor recreation endeavors throughout the State
in five-year increments;

e Reference materials for towns, organizations, and
recreationists to use when coordinating their
activities with statewide priorities, per requirements
of some programs such as the LWCF; Vermont Trails
and Greenways Plan; and Vermont Wetlands
Conservation Strategy.

Local

Richford

The Richford Town Plan (2007) includes a discussion
about the Missisquoi River as an important resource
for recreation in the Town. The Plan cites Missisquoi,
Memorial and Davis Parks, which provide boat access
to the Missisquoi River, as vital resources to the Town.
The Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail passes through the
Town and is also an important recreational resource.

Richford has two Zoning Districts that contain
recreational purposes in their bylaws. The Recreation/
Conservation District is to provide areas with
recreational opportunities and to protect
environmentally fragile areas in the village district.
Residential development is prohibited within the
Recreation/Conservation District. The Forest/

\_
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Conservation District was created to protect the scenic
and natural resource values of sections of the Town
for forestry, wildlife habitat, wetlands, and outdoor
recreation. The Forest/Conservation District is
reserved for land with limited suitability for
community growth and development because of
remote location, extreme topography and/or shallow
soils. Only limited low density development is
encouraged in this district.

Troy and North Troy, Village of

The Town of Troy and the Village of North Troy have a
combined Town Plan (adopted 3/20/08) and Zoning
Bylaws. Recreation is included in the central objectives
of the Troy Town Plan. Specifically, it is indicated in
the Plan that the Town will promote outdoor
recreational opportunities and explore opportunities
to protect existing natural and scenic areas. The
Missisquoi River and its floodways were identified by
local residents as an environmentally sensitive area
that should be addressed in any development
permitting processes. An objective in the Town Plan
regarding this and other environmentally sensitive
areas states that these areas should not be
fragmented, but rather maintained in a continuous
corridor that “complement the local landscape... and
provide significant recreational opportunities.” The
Town Plan also includes a number of specific goals for
the conservation of natural resources, many of which
relate to the continuance of outdoor recreation in the
Town. Among these goals is a statement regarding
planning for and protecting the quality of water
resources. The Zoning Bylaws of Troy include a
provision in Section 321, regarding Planned Unit
Developments. This ordinance encourages “a more
efficient use of land... to preserve open space, natural
resources and recreational areas.”

Natural Resource Protections

Federal

1973’s Federal Endangered Species Act (P.L. 93-205)
protects endangered species of fish, wildlife and
plants, and authorizes the federal government to
maintain a list of those species which are endangered
or threatened. No one is permitted to possess, sell or
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transport these listed species, and any person who
violates the law may face legal penalties. Land and
conservation funds may be used to conserve these
species. Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
requires the federal government not to jeopardize the
species, or modify their critical habitat. Recovery
plans must be in place for listed species, and these
plans must be reviewed every two years. If a species is
delisted, it must be monitored for five years.

State

Act 250 continues to play an important role in Natural
Resource ORV protections. Criterion 8 of Act 250 is
likely the most rigorous protection for geologic
resources unless there are rare, threatened and
endangered species present.

The Vermont Wildlife Diversity Program, formerly the
Vermont Natural Heritage Program, is tasked with the
protection of rare species and natural communities
through Vermont’s Endangered Species Law. In some
cases, rare species and communities are dependent
upon unique geological features (such as serpentine
outcrops), which, in turn, become protected by their
association with the rare species or community.
Species with a State status of Threatened or
Endangered are protected by Vermont’s Endangered
Species Law (10 V.S.A. Chapter 123). The law states
that it is unlawful for anyone to “take, possess or
transport wildlife or plants that are members of an
endangered or threatened species” and allows the
Secretary of Vermont’s Agency of Natural Resources
(ANR) to adopt rules for the conservation and
protection of listed species, which includes protection
of their habitat (10 V.S.A. § 5403).

Local

Westfield

Westfield’s Town Plan mentions several natural areas
with rare species located in Town. In the Westfield
Town Plan, the floodplain forest at the confluence of
the Missisquoi River and Mineral Spring is noted for
having several rare plants. Additional RTE habitats in
Town include Jay State Forest, which has Bicknell’s

~

thrush nesting sites (52B, G4) and the Hazen’s Natural
Area and State Park, which contains a boreal
calcareous cliff natural community (S2), peregrine
falcon nests (S3B, G4), and many rare plants. The
Town of Westfield intends to use these locations
identified by the Vermont Wildlife Diversity Program
as “red flags” to indicate the need to involve State
biologists if development is proposed within these
sites. These areas will also help the Town to identify
areas of significant local value for the Town, and
places to consider acquisitions of conservation
easements, right-of-ways, or cooperative agreements
with landowners to secure long-term access.
Westfield’s Zoning Bylaws (Section 324.06) have
requirements that wireless telecommunication towers
greater than 20 feet high may not be placed in RTE
species habitat.

Water Quality Protections
Federal

The federal Clean Water Act (CWA) provides
substantial protection for the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers’ water quality by restricting all discharges
into the rivers. The CWA was created to restore and
maintain the chemical, physical, and biological
integrity of the nation’s surface water. It requires
states to adopt surface Water Quality Standards and
an Anti-degradation Policy and establishes the
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System,
administered by the State of VT, which requires all
entities to obtain a discharge permit from the
appropriate authority. In addition, the Section 404
Permit requires approval from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers for any project that would discharge
dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S.

The National Flood Insurance Act established the
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) to protect
against flood losses. States can require more stringent
measures. In addition, NFIP encourages communities
to engage in better floodplain management and also

allows municipalities to adopt more restrictive

ordinances than the federal government.
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Additionally, the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and the Rivers and Harbors Act provide some
protection to rivers and streams.

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides the strongest
protection available for the watercourses by
protecting designated rivers from any federally
assisted or licensed water resource development
project that would have a direct and adverse impact
on the river’s resources.

Canadian federal water quality policies are also strong.
To provide lakeshores, riverbanks, littoral zones and
floodplains adequate protection, Québec’s
government adopted the Politique de protection des
rives, du littoral et des plaines inondables on
December 22, 1987. This protection policy was
revised in 1991 and 1996 with the most recent update
in August 2012. This is a minimum protection
framework, but does not prevent governmental and
municipal authorities from adopting more stringent
protection measures. This policy is meant to prevent
degradation, preserve and maintain the quality and
biodiversity of the environment, ensure safety, and
protect plants and wildlife in the lakeshores,
riverbanks, littoral zones and floodplains of Canada.
All structures, undertakings and works are in principle
prohibited on lakeshores and riverbanks. Should they
be proposed, all structures, undertakings and works
that are liable to destroy or alter the vegetation cover
of a lakeshore or riverbank, expose the soil or affect
the stability of the lakeshore or riverbank or encroach
on the littoral zone are subject to prior authorization.
Such projects are not permitted on lots located in a
high-risk of erosion, and a buffer strip of a minimum of
5 meters must be maintained (preferably in a natural
state; 3 meters for agricultural lands). Municipal
management plans and recreational use are
encouraged.

Furthermore, water quality standards have been
adopted for Lake Champlain in the November 2009
Surface Water Quality Criteria. The Ministere du
Développement durable, de I'Environnement et des
Parcs (MDDEP) is responsible for establishing
requirements for the protection of human health and
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biological resources with a view toward preserving,
maintaining and recovering the use of water and
aquatic biological resources. To do this, the Ministére
must provide environmental discharge objectives
(EDOs) for sources of water pollution. These
standards provide a method for calculating
environmental discharge objectives (EDOs;
presumably congruent to TMDLs in the U.S.). Many of
Canada’s water quality criteria originated from the
Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment
(CCME), the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (U.S. EPA) and the World Health Organization
(WHO) indicating criteria compatible with United
States’ standards. The quality criteria for protecting
recreational activities are aimed primarily at
preventing health hazards due to primary or
secondary contact with water, while also covering the
aesthetic aspects of the resource. The aesthetic
criterion is aimed at protecting riparian developments
such as parks, rest areas, vacation spots and
campgrounds from negative visual effects. Criteria for
recreational activities have primarily been determined
for microbiological parameters and those that could
alter the aesthetic quality of water. Water whose
quality is inferior to that defined by the quality criteria
must not be degraded further, and every measure
must be taken to improve its quality to at least the
level of the quality criteria. All waters must be free of
substances or materials that derive from human
activities and that, whether alone or in combination
with other factors, may cause; a color, smell, taste,
turbidity or any other condition to a degree that could
detract from the use of watercourses; materials in
sufficient quantity to become unaesthetic or
detrimental; excessive production of rooted, attached
or floating aquatic plants, fungi or bacteria; or
increased presence of substances in concentrations or
combinations such that they are harmful, toxic or
produce an adverse physiological effect or behavioral
problems among humans or in aquatic, semi-aquatic
or terrestrial forms of life. These criteria provide a
basis for evaluating water quality or defining when
treatment intervention is required.
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State

The Agency of Natural Resources’ Basin 6 [Missisquoi
Basin Watershed] Water Quality Management Plan
(November, 2012) is the most recent Missisquoi Basin
Plan. The basin planning process serves to integrate
topics of special local concern with water quality
issues of State importance, and make management
recommendations on these topics. Basin planning falls
under the Statewide Surface Water Management
Strategy which focuses management, planning,
regulatory and funding efforts on basin-specific
stressors, which are identified and prioritized in a
collaborative effort among all stakeholders — state and
local governments, landowners, watershed
associations and regional planning commissions.

The Agency of Natural Resources exercises the
authority for the management and protection of
Vermont’s water resources, including promulgation of
Water Quality Standards (VWQS) and Rules for the

Use of Public Waters. The VWQS provide a

framework for the protection and management of
Vermont’s surface waters per the federal Clean Water
Act. The VWAQS are a set of regulations that classify
each water body, establish designated uses (such as
swimming and fishing) that must be protected, and set
criteria for chemical, physical and biological attributes
of State waters that must be attained in order to
protect the designated uses.

The following water quality policy for Vermont is set
forth in 10 V.S.A. § 1250 of the Vermont Statutes, and
addresses the directive of the Clean Water Act that
requires states to maintain and restore the “chemical,
physical, and biological integrity of the Nation’s
waters” (33 U.S.C. § 1250).

It is the policy of the State of Vermont to:

1) Protect and enhance the quality, character and
usefulness of its surface waters and to assure the
public health;

Table 4. Water quality protection in local planning and zoning in Upper Missisquoi and Trout River Wild and Scenic

Study area towns.

TOWN
PLAN LAND USE REGULATIONS (ZONING & SUBDIVISION)
Require Include Reference Include .
Water i Require
L . Preservation | Stormwater ANR Flood
Municipalities Quality Setback/
of Natural Mgmt Stormwater | Hazard Area
Goals? . Buffer?
Resources? Standards? Manual? Regulations?
Berkshire Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes (100")
Enosburg Falls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes (50-100%)
Enosburgh Yes Yes No No Yes Yes (25-1107)
Montgomery Yes No No No Yes No
Richford Yes No No No Yes No
Jay Yes No No No Yes Yes (50°)
Lowell Yes No No No No No
North Troy Yes Yes No No No No
Troy Yes Yes No No No No
Westfield Yes No No No Yes Yes (50°)

/




-

2) maintain the purity of drinking water;

3) control the discharge of wastes to the waters of the
State, prevent degradation of high quality waters
and prevent, abate or control all activities harmful to
water quality;

4) assure the maintenance of water quality necessary
to sustain existing aquatic communities;

5) provide clear, consistent and enforceable standards
for the permitting and management of discharges;
6) protect from risk and preserve in their natural state
certain high quality waters, including fragile high-
altitude waters, and the ecosystems they sustain;

7) manage the waters of the State to promote a
healthy and prosperous agricultural community, to
increase the opportunities for use of the State's
forest, park and recreational facilities, and to allow
beneficial and environmentally sound development.

It is further the policy of the State to seek over the
long term to upgrade the quality of waters and to
reduce existing risks to water quality.

As the Management Plan was being prepared, the
Watershed Management Division completed the
Missisquoi Basin Watershed Water Quality
Management Plan, which describes the current state
of the Missisquoi River Basin, addresses water quality
issues in the watershed and outlines plans to
improving both water quality and aquatic habitat. The
Study Committee and Watershed Management
Division coordinated efforts with the common goal of
protecting water quality. The Vermont Agency of
Natural Resources (ANR) Watershed Management
Division’s Basin Plan presents the recommendations of
a cross section of stakeholders, including residents of
the basin, the VT ANR, and professionals from other
State and federal agencies meant to guide efforts in
the Basin over the next five years. Please see this
Basin Plan available on the VT ANR website (http://
www.anr.state.vt.us/dec/waterg/planning/htm/
pl_missisquoi.htm). This Basin Plan discusses the
greatest impairments and threats to water quality in
the Basin, which include sedimentation, siltation,
turbidity, habitat alterations, nutrients, thermal
modifications, flow alterations and metals, as well as
physical instability and river corridor encroachment.
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Though non-regulatory in nature, this Basin Plan seeks
to illustrate strategies, and specific actions for
improvement of the water quality and aquatic habitat
in the Missisquoi Basin. Please see the Missisquoi
Basin Watershed Water Quality Management Plan for
a discussion of these organizations and ongoing
projects.

There are a large number of organizations currently
working in the Missisquoi Watershed to reduce water
quality issues in the basin. These organizations have
many programs working to improve water quality on
the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers such as employing
agricultural Best Management Practices. The Study
Committee supports the existing programs occurring
in the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers watersheds to
maintain or improve riparian buffers and the current
efforts to support agricultural best management
practices. Federal funds and permits are currently
utilized in many of the agriculture best management
practice programs and water quality initiatives
currently employed along the Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers.

Act 110 was enacted by the Vermont State Legislature
in 2011 (10 V.S.A. Chapter 49 and 24 V.S.A. Chapter
11) in order to place protections on river corridors and
buffers. There were several reasons for this
legislation, including maintaining the safety of
waterways (such as mitigation of flood risk), protecting
water quality, preserving habitat for fish and other
aquatic life, regulating building sites to reduce flooding
and property damage, and allowing for multiple uses
of State waters for all Vermonters. The Act also
promotes the protection of vegetated buffers along
rivers, which help to prevent and control water
pollution, aid in channel, bank and floodplain stability,
reduce flooding, and preserve the habitat for both
aquatic and terrestrial wildlife. Act 110 empowers
municipalities to adopt bylaws to regulate zoning and
development activity along river corridors, and adopt
Best Management Practices (BMPs) for river corridor
and buffer maintenance. Additionally, there are
financial incentives available from the State of
Vermont to municipalities that adopt and implement
zoning regulations protecting river corridors and

buffers.
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Table 5. Agricultural and Conservation Groups working within the Study area.

Program

Purpose

USDA NRCS (Federal)

United States Department of Agriculture's Natural Resource Conservation Service's goals are to reduce
soil erosion, enhance water supplies, improve water quality, increase wildlife habitat, and reduce
damages caused by floods and other natural disasters. NRCS offers financial and technical assistance to
farmers in the Missisquoi Basin (through a variety of programs). The Missisquoi Basin has been
selected as a prioritized watershed in the Critical Source Areas (CSAs) computer model which identified
phosphorus source areas to the Missisquoi Bay.

Vermont NRCS The Study area falls within both the Northeast and Northwest VT zones. The NRCS field office in each
Offices zone provides technical assistance and funding to protect soils, water, air, plants and animals.
VT Association of Conservation Districts is a non-profit organization formed to conduct educational,
scientific, charitable work concerning conservation, maintenance, improvement and development and
VACD (Non- use of land, soil, water, trees, vegetation, fish and wildlife and other natural resources in Vermont, and
governmental) is made up of members from VT's Natural Resource Conservation Districts. These Conservation

Districts were established to allow NRCS to be situated in local and regional offices, and to give federal
employees the ability to work locally.

LCBP (Inter-

The Lake Champlain Basin Program works to coordinate and fund efforts which benefit the Lake
Champlain Basin's water quality, fisheries, wetlands, wildlife, recreation, and cultural resources

governmental) (including programs on private lands to reduce sediment and nutrient inputs in the Lake).
Lake Champlain Committee is dedicated to protecting Lake Champlain’s environmental integrity and
LCC (Non- recreational resources for this and future generations through science-based advocacy, education and
governmental) collaborative action. They support Best Management Practices for farms and the adoption of nutrient
management plans to reduce phosphorus loading from agriculture, and helped establish numeric water
quality standards for phosphorus levels in the lake.
Missisquoi River Basin Association is a volunteer organization which mobilizes community members to
MRBA (Non- conduct projects which improve water quality. On work days volunteers plant trees to create
streamside buffers, line culvert outflows and ditches with rock, fence off livestock, and seed areas of
governmental)

bare soil. MRBA has recently begun the process of administering the Trees for Streams program on the
Missisquoi through funds available from the Ecosystem Restoration Program.

Friends of Northern
Lake Champlain (Non

Works with projects on ag lands to clean and protect the waters of Northern Lake Champlain, and to
reduce polluted land-use runoff into Lake Champlain.

-governmental)
The Franklin and Grand Isle Farmer’s Watershed Alliance's mission is to insure environmentally
FWA (N positive solutions and enable the dairy industry through education and funding to better the soil, air,
on-
and water of the Lake Champlain Watershed while remaining economically viable. Secondly, to
governmental) ) ) ) . ,
promote and defend dairy farming to further its future as one of the largest contributors to the State’s
economy.
The Vermont Agency of Agriculture, Food and Markets’ Division of Agricultural Resource Management
VAAFM

works to assist farmers in protecting water resources.
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Vermont has a specific set of laws regarding the
protections of wetlands, knows as Vermont Wetland
Rules. Wetlands in Vermont are placed into one of
three Classes: |, Il or lll. Most mapped wetlands in
Vermont (as part of the National Wetland Inventory)
are Class Il wetlands. Class | Wetland designation is
reserved for those wetlands that are “exceptional or
irreplaceable in their contribution to Vermont’s
natural heritage and merit the highest level of
protection.”

Local

Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls

Enosburgh and Berkshire have zoning provisions
regarding adequate treatment of stormwater runoff,
which helps to mitigate the sediments and pollutants
that wash off the land during storm events.

Most towns have bylaws regulating land use in
designated Flood Hazard Areas (FHA), which are
generally defined as the 100-year floodplain or as
determined by the National Flood Insurance Program.
Commonly, these provisions limit or prohibit
construction of buildings in floodways and FHAs unless
granted a special exception. Most towns with FHA
provisions have specific language prohibiting the
placement of junkyards or storage of hazardous
materials in the floodway.

A number of the Study area towns and villages have
bylaws establishing a building setback distance from
waterways — a minimum allowable buffer between
development and any river, stream, lake or pond
(wetlands have their own set of applicable State laws,
as detailed above). Enosburgh and Enosburg Falls
both have sliding scales of setback distances. In
Enosburgh the setback distance depends on the slope
of the land. The bylaws of Enosburgh and Enosburg
Falls include requirements that the natural vegetation
within the setback buffer be maintained. Enosburgh
also includes stipulations that limit or prohibit
destructive activities within the buffer, including the
disruption of the natural vegetative buffer, storage of
motor vehicles or other potential contaminating
materials, presence of septic fields or tanks,
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excavating or disturbing the soil or dumping waste,
among other exclusions.

Enosburgh has specific bylaws prohibiting a number
of activities in the buffer around their waterways.

This comprehensive list offers strong protections for
maintaining water quality. The prohibitions include:

a) No alteration of streambed or bank, except to
reduce erosion, perform AAPs [Accepted
Agricultural Practices] and maintenance of stream
crossings for agricultural purposes;

b) In general, disturbances to natural vegetation are
prohibited. These include disturbances by tree
removal, clearing, burning, and spraying. No
pesticide use or storage;

c) No septic fields in the buffer;

d) No storage for motorized vehicles. No use of
motorized vehicles except for approved
maintenance and emergency use;

e) No sewage disposal systems may be located within
300 feet of normal high water level of a water
supply or within 200 feet of the banks of any
stream that feeds into a water supply;

f)  No soil disturbance from grading, plowing, except
with approved soil conservation and water quality
plan;

g) No mining or excavation, except existing uses, no
dredging except as permitted by State law;

h) No deposit or landfill or reuse, solid or liquid
waste; fill allowed only as approved by the Army
Corps of Engineers;

i) No storage of materials;

j) No dumping;

k) No fill to expand development area.

Enosburgh and Enosburg Falls both have instituted
progressive zoning districts that afford additional
protections to natural resources in the towns. Of
note, Enosburgh has a Natural Resources Overlay
District (§570 of Zoning Bylaws), which includes

“significant geologic features, unusual or important
plant and animal qualities of scientific, ecological, or
educational interest make lands in this district
unsuitable for intensive development because of their
local, statewide, national and global significance.
Included are steep slopes, rare and endangered
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species, waterways... and significant wildlife habitat.
Designation of this district is intended to protect...
scenic and natural resource values.”

Enosburgh and Enosburg Falls both have Conservation
Districts, which intend to add a layer of protection to
areas found to be important for the value of their
natural resources. The Enosburg Falls Conservation
District (§2.3 of Enosburg Falls zoning bylaws) was
established “...to protect the scenic and natural
resource value of lands which lack direct access to
public roads, are important for wildlife and wildlife
habitat, and which are poorly suited for
development.” These districts place strict protections
on allowable land uses in natural areas deemed to be
of environmental or recreational significance.

See Table 4 for more information on local protections.

In Franklin County, 4,149.5 acres of land within a Y,
mile of the Missisquoi River are agricultural lands. Of
those about 73% are hay and croplands. Around 30
acres are in the Conservation Reserve Enhancement
Program (CREP). There are also about 293 acres in
agricultural easement. In Orleans County, 6,100.9
acres of land within a %/, mile of the Missisquoi River
are agricultural lands. Of those about 37% are hay
and croplands. Around 30 acres are in CREP, including
two large projects along the Missisquoi River in Troy
and Westfield in the CREP forested buffer initiative.

There are also about 82 acres in agricultural easement.

In Franklin County, 2,503.8 acres of land within a '/,
mile of the Trout River are agricultural lands. Of those
about 41% are hay and croplands. Around 2 acres are
in the Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program
(CREP). There are also about 87 acres (3.5%) in
agricultural easement. These data provided by the
Natural Resource Conservation Service are from 2008,
and numbers of easement and CREP projects have
increased since then. Vermont Agency of Agriculture,
Food and Markets staff and Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS) staff, among others, are
often working on new projects in the Study area
municipalities. These often voluntary Best
Management Practices and easements show the
commitment of towns to protect working agricultural

~

lands, while also protecting the water quality of the
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.

All municipalities that would fall within designated
river segments except for Richford, and Troy/North
Troy have setbacks or buffers required by their zoning
bylaws. Allowable activity within these buffers varies.
Though Vermont does not have a state-wide buffer
law, the Agency of Natural Resources is at the
forefront of river management based on
geomorphology and natural river processes. Recently,
Act 110 was passed that empowers municipalities,
through technical assistance and financial incentives,
to adopt zoning bylaws to protect vegetated buffers
along rivers, restrict development activity along river
corridors to allow rivers to meander naturally, and
adopt Best Management Practices (BMPs) for river
corridors and buffer maintenance. It is very likely that
upcoming zoning reviews and Town Plan updates
within the area will take advantage of this new Act and
strengthen their protections of river riparian areas.

The National Park Service has assessed these local
protections, and believes they will protect and
enhance the Wild and Scenic River values adequately.
The communities regularly review and strengthen
Town Plans, and are proactive in protecting resources.
In areas such as Enosburgh and Enosburg Falls, where
the population density is highest in the area proposed
for designation, regulations are more stringent due to
the increased pressure on land use. In the more rural
areas, existing regulations adequately protect river
values. The status of regulations reflects current land
use, and many parcels of land are under easement.

Historic and Cultural Protections

Federal

The National Register of Historic Places is part of a
national program to coordinate and support public
and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect
America's historic and archeological resources.
Historic sites may be entered in the National Historic
Register after nominations are submitted by historians

and/or archaeologists, usually employed by the
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property owner. In Vermont, the nominations are
generally cooperatively prepared with the State
Division for Historic Preservation. In the towns where
nominations are being prepared, planning
commissions and property owners are given the
opportunity to support or reject listing in the National
Register. Nominations are reviewed by the Vermont
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation before they
are submitted to the National Park Service, which
oversees the National Registry and makes the final
determination regarding the site’s inclusion in the
National Register.

Regional

The Northwest Regional Planning Commission’s
(NRPC) Regional Plan for 2007-2012 states that
“Historic structures, community facilities, and other
buildings should be preserved and adapted for re-
use.” They also suggest utilizing federal, state, and
local programs for developing or preserving local
cultural and historic assets.

The Northeastern Vermont Development Association’s
(NVDA) Regional Plan (2006) suggests a 200 foot
buffer to protect archeologically significant areas
found along the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. Goals in
this Plan include preserving important historical
structures and mapping potential archeological sites.

State

The State of Vermont intends that municipalities,
regional planning commissions and State agencies
continue to identify, protect and preserve important
natural and historic features of the Vermont
landscape, including important historic structures,
sites, or districts, archaeological sites and
archaeologically sensitive areas (24A V.S.A. § 4412).
The placement of wireless telecommunication towers
is also restricted when the facility may adversely
impact an historic site (24 V.S.A. § 2291).

The Vermont Division for Historic Preservation reviews
and comments on projects involving State funding,
licenses or permits under The Vermont Historic
Preservation Act (22 V.S.A. Chapter 14). This review

\_

Chapter 4. Suitability

looks at possible negative impacts on historic
resources including those sites listed on the Vermont
Register of Historic Places and any potentially
historically, architecturally, archeologically or
culturally significant sites.

Local

Berkshire
The following information is listed in Berkshire’s Town
Zoning Bylaws:

Section 8.6 ROADS AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS: Roads
shall, to the extent feasible, be designed and laid out

to: avoid adverse impacts to natural, historic, cultural
and scenic resources.

Section 9.5 OPEN SPACE AND COMMON LAND: A)
Intent. Planned Unit Developments shall be designed
to preserve open space and/or common land for
parks, recreation, critical areas as identified in the
Berkshire Comprehensive Town Plan, agricultural land,
scenic views, and/or historic site protection.

The Berkshire Town Plan (adopted 4/26/10) also sets
forth the goal to protect in good quality the abundant
natural and historic resources in Berkshire.

Montgomery

The following information is listed in the Town of

Montgomery’s Town Zoning Bylaws:
With regard to telecommunication tower
placement: 6.6.3 Additionally, freestanding
telecommunications towers or antennas over
20 feet in elevation may not be located in any
of the following locations: 6.6.3.3 Within 500
ft. horizontally from any Historic District or
property eligible to be listed on the Federal
Historic Register. 6.6.3.7 Within 1 ~ x height
horizontally of any known archeological site.
6.12 Tower and Antenna Design
Requirements: Proposed facilities shall not
unreasonably interfere with the view from any
public park, natural scenic vista, historic
building or district, or major view corridor.
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The Montgomery Town Plan (amended and updated
8/2010) also sets forth the goal to recognize the role
of Montgomery’s archeological, historic, and scenic
resources in shaping the Town’s present quality of life
and future opportunities.

Local Support

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Study Committee began meeting regularly at the end
of 2009 to fulfill its mission of supporting the Study
process through facilitating public involvement,
guiding research on potential ORVs, developing the
Management Plan and assessing local support for the
designation. A high level of volunteer commitment
was displayed throughout the course of the Study.
The Study Committee stated its intention to continue
meeting until the river gains designation, at which
time a transition to the post-designation Wild and
Scenic Committee would occur. The Study Committee
indicated substantial interest and commitment to
initiating implementation of actions outlined in the
Management Plan during the time prior to potential
designation. In fact, the Committee already
participated in some local projects to further the goals
of the Management Plan. The Study Committee
supports the preferred Alternative B for Full
Designation. This alternative would designate the
upper Missisquoi River from the Westfield/Lowell
Town Line to Canada (excluding the property and
project areas of the North Troy and Troy hydroelectric
facilities) and from Canada 14.6 miles to the upstream
border of the project boundary for the dam in
Enosburg Falls; and the entire 11.0 miles of the Trout
River.

Many local, state, regional and federal organizations
and agencies work for the preservation and
improvement of the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.
Selectboards and Planning Commissions were
consulted and kept abreast of Study Committee
progress, and all Selectboards wrote letters in favor of
the Study. Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls, Montgomery
and Richford have Conservation Commissions, many
members of which are on the Study Committee as
official appointees (Troy has a Natural Resource
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Subcommittee). All towns in the Study area except Jay
have Historical Societies where members presented
Study Committee findings and requested input about
historic and cultural resources as these societies are
invested in protecting them. The Northern Forest
Canoe Trail and the Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail have
been supportive of the Study and are partners in the
management of the recreational resources in the area
proposed for designation. Troy has a Water Board,
and Montgomery has a Covered Bridge and Garden
Club which is important since the covered bridges in
Town are collectively an ORV. Table 5 summarizes the
major organizations in the Study area which support
the management of these rivers regardless of
designation, but which would be good partners should
designation occur.

Favorable votes at the March 2013 Town
demonstrated local support for the Management Plan
and designation by Congress with the intention that
designation would not bring additional federal
acquisition or management of lands. Berkshire,
Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls, Montgomery, Richford,
Troy/North Troy, and Westfield all voted in favor of
petitioning Congress to include the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers as components of the National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System.

Management Framework

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Management Plan, together with the Upper

Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Committee provide a framework to meet the purposes
of the Wild and Scenic River Act. This type of
management framework has proven to be a successful
approach in providing management, coordination, and
implementation on the twelve other Partnership Wild
and Scenic Rivers.

Development of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Management Plan (Management
Plan) was one of the main goals of the Study
Committee, and the final, completed Management
Plan is available as a companion document to this
Study Report. The Management Plan is a guidance
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document for protection and enhancement of the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. It details the
management framework and protection strategies and
standards for locally identified Outstandingly
Remarkable Values (ORVs), free-flowing conditions,
and water quality. Each of the eight municipalities
included in the area proposed for designation formally
endorsed the Management Plan through votes at their
March 2013 Town Meetings. Endorsement of the
Management Plan by the local municipalities
substantiates suitability for designation by
demonstrating local commitment to coordinated river
management and preservation of local resources
through the recommendations in the Plan.

Though existing protections are deemed adequate, it
is important to ensure optimal protection of the ORVs,
water quality, and free-flowing character of the
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers due to threats and
changing conditions.

In the Management Plan, the Study Committee
identified a protection goal for each ORV, identified
management issues and threats to ORVs, noted
potential gaps between these threats and existing
protections, and recommended actions for improving
protection or enhancement of the ORVs and partners
to work with to this end.

The Management Plan calls for the creation of the
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Committee to coordinate and oversee implementation
of the Plan. It is envisioned that this post-designation
Committee would lead the Management Plan
implementation process through education, outreach,
and coordination with partner organizations should
Wild and Scenic Rivers designation occur, and be
comprised of key local and state stakeholders
including appointed representatives from the
municipalities that border the river. Local partners on
the Study Committee are in support of such an
organization continuing. It will be vital for the Upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Committee to develop and maintain local, state and
regional partnerships to work toward the short and
long-term Management Plan goals. It would also be
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this Committee’s responsibility to monitor the
Outstandingly Remarkable Values, free-flowing
character and water quality with respect to the degree
they are protected or enhanced during
implementation of the Plan, and to monitor proposed
projects that may threaten them. The purpose of the
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Committee is to lead and coordinate implementation
of the Management Plan by:
e Bringing together various partners and stakeholders
responsible for river management

e Facilitating agreements, cooperation and
coordination among these partners

e Providing a forum and coordination for river
interests to discuss and carry out recommendations
for river management

e Assisting the National Park Service in
implementation of the Wild and Scenic River
designation and expenditure of potential federal
funding for Management Plan implementation
(subject to Wild and Scenic River designation and
appropriation of funds)

e Assisting the National Park Service in the Section 7
review of potentially adverse federal water resource
development projects

e Reviewing and updating the Management Plan

e Preparing periodic status reports for the river
communities, and reporting these to member
municipalities and stakeholders

Designation Effects
General Effects of the Partnership Model

Designation would make permanent most of the
effects in place during the Study period. For example,
rivers under study have the same, or sometimes even
more stringent, protections afforded by the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act for designated rivers; Section 7(b)
applies to study rivers, and Section 7(a) applies to
designated rivers. As a result, the Study process
allows communities to experience the effects of
designation before they commit to moving forward
with it. In addition, study rivers have Wild and Scenic
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Committees and levels of National Park Service (NPS)
involvement which are similar to those that would
occur after designation. In essence, the Study period
is a trial run for the river stakeholders and
communities.

The NPS encouraged broad participation of local
stakeholders in the Study process and spent
substantial time and effort considering and explaining
the effects of the designation. In a general sense, the
Study partners became well acquainted with the
effects of designation under the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act during the Study process. As stated in the
Summary and Chapter 1 of this Report, the
Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers model was
established for designation and management for those
rivers predominantly in private, municipal or state, as
opposed to federal, ownership. The Partnership Rivers
in New England demonstrate the potential effects of
designation under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, and
thoroughly exploring the other nearby rivers
designated under this model was part of the Study
process. Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers model
features include:
~ no reliance on federal land ownership or
management
~ reliance on local and state regulations and
management as before designation
~ administration and implementation of a locally led
Management Plan facilitated by a locally appointed,
broadly participatory Wild and Scenic Committee,
convened for each river specifically for this purpose
~ responsibility for management of river resources
shared between the local, state, and federal
partners on the Committee
requires no establishment of a National Park or
superintendent or law enforcement agent from the
National Park Service
does not require purchase or transfer of lands to the
NPS
succeeds through voluntary education, outreach,
management efforts and local support

Q

Q
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In addition to a general exploration of the effects and
track record of the Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers
model, Chapter 5 analyzes the likely effects of the

~

designation on land and water resources, as well as
socio-economic factors.

Effects on Dams

Because of the moratorium on new hydroelectric
projects or dams, the Study process included an in-
depth examination of the effects of designation on the
three dams in the Study area in Troy, North Troy and
Enosburg Falls. The study assessed the existing dams
on the rivers in conjunction with the help of the
Agency of Natural Resource’s Department of
Environmental Conservation’s Streamflow Protection
Coordinator.

(Note: The upstream influence of the following dams
was determined during the issuance of the State of
Vermont Section 401s Water Quality Certificates. This
qualitative determination by the Vermont ANR of
where the river slows due to the dam under normal
flow conditions is where the upstream point of
influence of the impoundment is obvious at the time.
Though each of these dams do have upstream
influence, for the purposes of WSR the Missisquoi
River remains riverine, and meets the criteria of a
recreational classification.)

e The Troy Hydroelectric Project in Troy on the
Missisquoi River has not operated since 1998. The
project received from the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC) an exemption (FERC Project
Number P-13381 in 2001). As of October 2012,
work is underway on the civil works to restart the
project. The NPS and Study Committee have
already indicated to FERC in writing that this project
(including the project lands owned by the Chase
family) has been excluded from the proposed
designation area, and that its proposed operation as
a run-of-river facility will not have an adverse
impact to potentially designated areas upstream or
down. Because the Missisquoi River has two
channels in this project area, based on FERC project
boundary and project related lands, the exclusion
area for this project was measured along the longer
(eastern) channel (see Appendix 5 for more
information on these dams). This gave an exclusion
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of 0.27 miles (1,408 feet). Wild and Scenic Rivers e The Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility (also

designation will have no effect on this facility known as the Kendall Plant) on the Missisquoi River
provided that any changes proposed for its is operating and licensed by FERC (FERC P-2905,
operation are consistent with the purposes of the license expires 2023). This facility will not be part of
proposed designation. The upstream influence of designation, since the designated area would end

this dam, according to the State of Vermont Section upstream of the project boundary. Wild and Scenic
401s Water Quality Certificate, is 2,100 feet. It was Rivers designation will have no effect on this facility

determined that this entire upstream influence provided that any changes proposed for its

need not be excluded from proposed designation operation are consistent with the purposes of the
because it does not impact the free-flowing proposed designation. All the property boundaries
character of this section of the river, nor does it are below the right of way for Route 108; however,

inundate the land or create a reservoir. The riverine the project boundary is upstream of this bridge in
appearance and only slight rising of the stage of the Sampsonville. Proposed designation would end on

river are acceptable under the recreational the upstream side of the project boundary, 14.6
classification. miles from the Canadian border. The upstream
influence of this dam, according to the State of
e The North Troy Project (formerly Missisquoi River Vermont Section 401s Water Quality Certificate, is
Technologies) on the Missisquoi River in the Village 4.3 miles.

of North Troy is not-operating and has a FERC
exemption (FERC P-10172) issued in 1989. The
project was acquired by Missisquoi River Hydro, LLC
(MRH), and the new owners are actively seeking to
renew operations. Designation would have no
effect on the existing FERC exemption for this
facility as it has been excluded from the proposed
designation area. Wild and Scenic Rivers
designation will have no effect on this facility
provided that any changes proposed for its
operation are consistent with the purposes of the
proposed designation. The project boundary of this
facility, which is between Route 105 and the
Canadian Pacific Railroad, has been excluded from
proposed designation, along with the adjacent
property owned by MRH. This is 0.11miles (585
feet) of the Missisquoi River along the lands owned
by MRH. The upstream influence of this dam,
according to the State of Vermont Section 401s
Water Quality Certificate, is 8,000 feet. It was
determined that this entire upstream influence
need not be excluded from proposed designation
because it does not impact the free-flowing
character of this section of the river, nor does it
inundate the land or create a reservoir. The riverine =SS -
appearance and only slight rising of the stage of the Figure 20. Study Committee members toured the Troy

river are acceptable under the recreational Hydroelectric Facility which is excluded from proposed
classification designation. Photo by Shana Stewart Deeds.
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Summary of General Findings on Suitability

Analysis of existing local, state, federal, and non-
regulatory protections applicable to the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are found to adequately
protect the rivers and to be consistent with the
purposes of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. These
protections, combined with local support for river
preservation, provide substantial protection to the
rivers and their adjacent lands. When combined

with the protections that would be provided through
the Wild and Scenic Rivers designation, the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers’ Outstandingly
Remarkable Values, free-flowing character, and water
quality would be adequately protected without the
need for federal land acquisition or federal land
ownership and management.

This finding is consistent with similar findings that
have been made for each of the existing Partnership
Wild and Scenic Rivers, whereby the designating
legislation for each of those rivers has prohibited the
federal condemnation of lands, as provided for by
Section 6(c) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. Itis
anticipated that any designating legislation for the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers will likewise
include such provisions. The Management Plan has
been developed with input from and to meet the
needs of local, state, and federal stakeholders. It has
been endorsed as the Management Plan for the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers by the voters in
Berkshire, Town of Enosburgh, Village of Enosburg
Falls, Montgomery, Village of North Troy, Richford,
the Town of Troy, and Westfield.

The Management Plan would be utilized as the
“Comprehensive Management Plan” called for by
Section 3(d) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act should
the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers be designated
as components of the national system. The Upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan, as
implemented by the future Upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Committee provides an
appropriate and effective management framework
for the long-term management and protection of the
watercourses. It is concluded that there is sufficient
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support to make the rivers suitable for designation
under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act based on the
Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers model.

Segment-by-Segment Suitability Findings

Please refer to Chapter 3 for a detailed discussion
regarding eligibility of river segments.

Segment 1 Lowell/Westfield Town Line to North
Troy/Canadian Border (Suitable): Of the
approximately 25-mile segment of the upper
Missisquoi from its headwaters in Lowell to the
Canadian border in North Troy, 20.5 miles of the
upper Missisquoi River in this Segment 1 are suitable
for designation. This river segment is proposed as the
beginning of the upper Missisquoi River Wild and
Scenic area and therefore is determined to be
administered as part of the designated upper
Missisquoi River Wild and Scenic Rivers segment. The
upper Missisquoi River in Orleans County from the
Lowell/Westfield Town border is found to be suitable
for designation with the exclusion of the Troy and
North Troy Hydroelectric facilities. This Segment 1
would fall under the Upper Missisquoi and Trout
River Wild and Scenic Committee which would
include a Town of Lowell (should they choose to
participate), Town of Westfield, Town of Troy and
Village of North Troy representative should it be
designated. This segment of the upper Missisquoi
River is found to be suitable for designation based on
the support from the voters of the Town of Westfield,
Town of Troy and Village of North Troy at their March
2013 Town Meetings.

The hydroelectric facilities in Troy (0.27 miles) and
North Troy (0.11 miles) make these portions of the
Missisquoi River unsuitable due to their current FERC
licenses.

¢ The Troy Hydroelectric Project on the Missisquoi
River in Troy (currently owned by the Chases -
Not Currently Suitable). This 0.27 mi or 1,408 foot
segment extends along the Chase property and
FERC project boundary for the Troy Hydroelectric
project, and includes the Troy Hydroelectric Dam
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(sometimes also referred to as the Bakers Falls dam
or the old Citizens Utilities Company dam). This
segment of the upper Missisquoi River is found to
be unsuitable based on the FERC exemption and
continued interest in hydropower re-development
at this site. In the event that this project is
dropped from consideration or otherwise
abandoned, the suitability of this segment could be
re-evaluated based on local, state and stakeholder
interest.

e The North Troy Hydroelectric Project on the
Missisquoi River in North Troy (currently owned
by Hilton Dier Ill, Missisquoi River Hydro [MRH] -
Not Currently Suitable). This 0.11 mile or 585 foot
segment extends along the property and FERC
project boundary of this facility, which is between
Route 105 and the Canadian Pacific Railroad, and
the adjacent property owned by MRH. This
segment of the upper Missisquoi River is found to
be unsuitable based on the FERC exemption and
continued interest in hydropower re-development
at this site. In the event that this project is
dropped from consideration or otherwise
abandoned, the suitability of this segment could be
re-evaluated based on local, state and stakeholder
interest.

e The upper Missisquoi River in Lowell (Not
Currently Suitable). This 3.8 mile segment of the
Missisquoi River flows from the confluence of
Burgess Branch and the East Branch of the
Missisquoi in Lowell, VT, Orleans County to the
Lowell/Westfield Town border. This segment of
the upper Missisquoi River is found to be
unsuitable for designation at this time based on the
lack of sufficient support from the voters of the
Town of Lowell at their March 2013 Town Meeting.
In the event the voters of Lowell express a
preference for designation in a future vote, the
suitability of this segment could be reevaluated. It
is envisioned that in determining whether there is
adequate local support for the designation of the
additional segment, the Secretary would consider
the preferences of the majority of the local voters
expressed as an article at a duly warned Town
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Meeting concerning its designation. Should
designation be supported by the voters of Lowell,
this 3.8 mile segment would be both eligible and
suitable for designation.

Segment 2 Canadian Border/Richford to Enosburgh
(Suitable): Of the approximately 25-mile segment
from the Canadian border in East Richford to
Enosburg Falls, 14.6 miles of the upper Missisquoi
River are found suitable for designation. This
segment would fall under the Upper Missisquoi and
Trout River Wild and Scenic Committee which would
include a Town of Richford, Town of Berkshire, Town
of Enosburgh and Village of Enosburg Falls
representative should it be designated. This segment
of the upper Missisquoi River is found to be suitable
for designation based on the support from the voters
of the Town of Richford, Town of Berkshire, Town of
Enosburgh and Village of Enosburg Falls at their
March 2013 Town Meetings.

Suitability stops at the project boundary of the
Enosburg Falls hydroelectric facility due to the wishes
of the Village of Enosburg Falls. The free-flowing
character of an additional lowermost 4.7 miles of this
segment of Missisquoi River remains despite the
inclusion this section in the FERC project boundary of
the Enosburg Falls hydroelectric project. Should the
project boundary ever be reduced, the section of the
Missisquoi up to the Route 108 bridge (19.3 miles
total from the Canadian border) would be both
eligible and suitable for designation. Though
Enosburgh and Enosburg Falls will have few
designated mainstem reaches should designation
occur as proposed, they will be treated as full
participants in the local, post-designation committee
(as they have during the Study) and in the
implementation of the Management Plan.

e The Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Project on the
Missisquoi River in Enosburg Falls (currently
owned by the Village of Enosburg Falls—Not
Currently Suitable). Designation ends upstream of
the Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric facility (also
known as the Kendall Plant — owned by the Village
of Enosburg Falls and operated by Enosburg Falls
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Water and Light) which is not suitable for
designation based on the FERC exemption and
continued interest in hydropower re-development
at this site. In the event that this project is
dropped from consideration, the project boundary
is reduced, or the project is otherwise abandoned,
the suitability of this segment could be re-
evaluated based on local, state and stakeholder
interest. All property boundaries are below the
right of way for Route 108. Proposed designation
ends at the upstream border of the project
boundary in Sampsonville, but could be extended
to the upstream side of the Route 108 bridge, 19.3
miles from the Canadian border, should it become
suitable.

Segment 3 Trout River (Suitable). Of the
approximately 20-mile segment of the Trout River
(including the tributary called the South Branch of the
Trout River) from its headwaters to its confluence
with the Missisquoi River, the entire 11.0 miles of the
mainstem of the Trout River in this Segment 3 in
Franklin County (which runs from the confluence of
Jay and Wade Brooks in Montgomery, through
Enosburgh to where it joins the Missisquoi in East
Berkshire) is found to be suitable for designation.

This segment would fall under the Upper Missisquoi
and Trout River Wild and Scenic Committee which
would include a Town of Montgomery, Town of
Enosburgh and Town of Berkshire representative
should it be designated. The Trout River is found to
be suitable for designation based on the support from
the voters of the Town of Montgomery, Town of
Enosburgh and Town of Berkshire at their March 2013
Town Meetings plus additional factors of suitability
discussed in the chapter.

Segment 4 Tributaries (Not Currently Suitable). The
tributaries of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
(which are defined as 3rd order streams and above)
are unsuitable for designation at this time. The
specific tributaries listed below were studied in more
detail and are free-flowing and contain ORVs.
Additional unlisted tributaries are expected to be
similarly free-flowing with ORVs. None of these
additional tributaries were evaluated for suitability as
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a part of the Study, and thus were not voted on by
municipalities to be included in designation.

Tributaries listed by municipality:

e Berkshire: Berry Brook and Trout Brook

e Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls: Beaver Meadow Brook

e Jay: Jay Branch

e Lowell: Burgess Branch and East Branch of the
Missisquoi River

e Montgomery: Hannah Clark Brook, Jay Brook,
South Branch of the Trout River, Wade Brook and
West Brook

e Richford: Black Falls Brook, Loveland Brook and
Stanhope Brook

e Troy/North Troy: Beetle Brook, Cook Brook and
Tamarack Brook

e Westfield: Coburn Brook, Mill Brook, Mineral
Spring Brook and Taft Brook.

The Missisquoi and Trout River tributaries were not
evaluated for suitability based on a desire to move
forward with designation of the mainstem of the
Rivers, and timing constraints on the Study. In the
event that there is a vote by the Study area Towns
and support is expressed in a vote by the legal voters
of the towns, the tributaries of the Missisquoi River
which are eligible for designation would then become
suitable based on local interest and support. Should
designation be supported by the voters of any Study
area town, the tributaries within that town would be
both eligible and suitable for designation.

Summary

The Study concludes that approximately 35.1 miles of
the upper Missisquoi and 11.0 miles of the Trout
River are currently eligible and suitable for
designation under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.
The upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are both
assigned a preliminary classification of recreational.

An additional 4.7 miles of the Missisquoi River
impacted by the hydroelectric facility in Enosburg
Falls is found unsuitable but eligible. A 3.8 mile
segment in Lowell is also found eligible but not
suitable. The hydroelectric facilities in Troy (0.27
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miles) and North Troy (0.11miles) make these
portions of the Missisquoi River ineligible and
unsuitable for designation. The Missisquoi and Trout
River tributaries were not evaluated for suitability
based on a desire to move forward with designation
of the mainstem of the Rivers, and timing constraints
on the Study. The tributaries which were explored
were found eligible for designation due to their free-
flowing character and ORVs; however, no suitability
analysis was completed. Their inclusion was not
explored further nor voted on at Town Meetings.

These findings of suitability are based on:
e Analysis of existing local, state, federal and non-
regulatory protections applicable to the upper

Chapter 4. Suitability

Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are found to
adequately protect the rivers consistent with the
purposes of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. The
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Management Plan developed as part of the Study
provides an appropriate management framework
for the long term management and protection of
the waterways.

The official record of endorsement from local
citizens, local governing bodies, and local and
regional organizations demonstrating substantial
support for designation under the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act based on the Partnership Wild and
Scenic Rivers model.
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Figure 21: Map of the segments proposed for designation (in blue/dark). Yellow/light segments are not both eligible
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Photo by Mike Manahan

The purpose of this Chapter is to present the Environment Assessment for
designation of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers including the possible

Alternatives for designation, and the preferred Alternative B.

Introduction To be eligible, the river must be free-flowing and
possess at least one “outstandingly remarkable”
The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (Public Law 90-542, resource value, such as exceptional recreational,

as amended), enacted in 1968, established a geologic, fish and wildlife, or historic features. The
framework for protection of select rivers, for the resource values must be directly related to, or

benefit of present and future generations. dependent upon the river. The determination of a
Congress declared that “the established national resource’s significance is based on the professional

policy of dam and other construction... needs to be judgment of the Study Team.

complemented by a policy that would preserve

other selected rivers, or sections thereof, in their The suitability determination for a Wild and Scenic
free-flowing condition to protect the water quality River designation is based upon several findings.

of such rivers and to fulfill other vital national First, there must be evidence of lasting protection
conservation purposes.” These selected rivers for the river’s free-flowing character and
collectively form the National Wild and Scenic outstanding resources, either through existing
Rivers System. Prior to a river’s addition to the mechanisms, or through a combination of existing
National Wild and Scenic River System, it must be  and new conservation measures resulting from the
found both eligible and suitable. Wild and Scenic Study. Second, there must be
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strong support for designation from existing entities
including towns, the state, riverfront landowners, and
conservation organizations that will provide long-term
protection of the river. Third, a practical management
framework must be devised that will allow these
interests to work together as effective stewards of the
river and its resources. Finally, Wild and Scenic River
designation must fit as an appropriate and efficient
river conservation tool.

As a result of the studies conducted by the Study
Committee in partnership with the National Park
Service (NPS), the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
have been determined to be both eligible and suitable
for designation into the National Wild and Scenic
Rivers System. In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR 1500-
1508), and NPS Directors order #12, an Environmental
Assessment (EA) was conducted as part of the Upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Study Report. This EA
addresses the proposed action of designation of the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as components of
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The EA is
comprised of sections that describe the Purpose and
Need for Action, Alternatives, the River Environment,
the Impacts of Alternatives, and the Public
Involvement Process.

Project Description

The proposed project provides for permanent
protection from federally permitted or funded water
resource projects through a Wild and Scenic River
designation of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
and their important river-related resources. No river
construction projects or improvements that may
impact the river environment are being considered as
part of this project.

Purpose and Need for Action

The purpose of designation under the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act is to protect and enhance the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers and their values, including
their free-flowing character, water quality, and
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Outstandingly Remarkable Values. Local leaders and
voters in eight municipalities in the Study area and the
State of Vermont have expressed a strong desire to
protect the rivers and their resources and are seeking
federal designation in order to gain national
recognition for their waterways and implement the
locally prepared, advisory Management Plan.

The purpose of this EA is to enable the National Park

Service and its partners to:

e Determine if the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
should be proposed for addition to the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System; and

e Determine the best long-term conservation
strategies for protecting and enhancing the Rivers
and associated resources.

The upper Missisquoi River and Trout River corridors
contain important “outstandingly remarkable”
resource values related to the scenic and recreational
opportunities; the natural resources including
distinctive species and habitats, geology and water
quality; and the historic and cultural landscape.
Despite the fact that the existing framework of local
and state resource protection was deemed adequate
through the Wild and Scenic Study, it is important to
ensure optimal protection of Outstandingly
Remarkable Values (ORVs), water quality, and free-
flowing character over time from threats and a
changing environment. The proposed Partnership
Wild and Scenic River approach to designation and the
Management Plan (locally developed during the Study)
is tailored to rivers like the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers that are characterized by extensive private land
ownership along the river, and well-established
traditions of local control of river management in a
community based setting. This designation scenario is
designed to support the development of river
protection strategies that bring communities together
in protecting, enhancing, and managing high value
river resources. Implementation of the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan is
intended to be pursued in a coordinated approach
between all levels of government as well as with
residents and local and regional partners and
organizations. The purpose of the designation, as
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determined by the Wild and Scenic Study Committee

in partnership with the National Park Service, is to

protect the river resources through local
implementation of the Management Plan’s protection
goals as follows:

e To protect, preserve and enhance the abundant
scenic and recreational opportunities in the area
that relate to the river and its enjoyment by the
public. To support the maintenance of adequate
access opportunities to the river that allow for
appropriate river uses while protecting the water
quality, integrity of the riparian areas, and the
surrounding environment of the river

e Promote the protection of the significant geologic
features in the Missisquoi and Trout watersheds for
their importance as educational, historical, and
recreational resources as well as significance as
habitat including for rare, threatened and
endangered species

e Promote the preservation and conservation of
prime agricultural soils to support working farms in
the Study area

e Support the survey and best management of rare,
threatened and endangered species and their
habitats and promote biological diversity in these
watersheds

e Educate communities about the location and
importance of significant ecological areas and
critical wildlife habitat such as deer yards and vernal
pools

e Prioritize the reduction of sediment and phosphorus
inputs to the Missisquoi River. Assist towns and
landowners in the implementation of programs to
preserve and protect water quality in the study
area, the lower Missisquoi River, and Lake
Champlain

¢ |dentify, understand, maintain, and as needed
improve the chemical, physical, biological, and flow
conditions in the waters of the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers so that they support the needs of
native wildlife, aquatic life, and recreational users

e To preserve the historical and cultural heritage of
the upper Missisquoi and Trout River valleys by
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supporting efforts that maintain and restore
prehistoric and historic sites and areas of cultural
significance in the Study area towns, with a focus on
those which are river related (including covered
bridges)

Additionally, threats and management issues were
identified that could degrade Outstandingly
Remarkable Resource quality. The gaps between
potential threats and existing protections were noted,
and recommended tools or techniques provided for
improving protection and enhancement of the
resources at the local level.

Alternatives

During the Wild and Scenic Study the Committee
considered a variety of alternatives for the long-term
protection of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
and associated resources. In accordance with NEPA,
CEQ regulations, the desires of the Study area towns,
and established NPS policy for Wild and Scenic Studies
of extensive private land ownership along rivers,
alternatives for the conservation of river resources are
described here. Alternatives were considered and
evaluated in accordance with the interests and
objectives of the riverfront communities as articulated
through the Study Committee. In order for an
alternative to meet the needs of the towns in
protecting the river the following objectives must be
met:
e Federal designation would only be recommended if
strong support were expressed through passage of
support resolutions by the affected towns

e No reliance on federal ownership of land in order to
achieve the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act’s goals of
protecting and enhancing river values

e Land use management is regulated through existing
local and state authorities, the same as before a
designation

e Administration and implementation of a locally led
Management Plan is accomplished through a
broadly participatory management committee,
convened for each river specifically for this purpose
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e Responsibility for managing and protecting river
resources is shared among the local, state, federal,
and non-governmental partners on the committee

e A strong emphasis is placed on grassroots
involvement and consensus building

e Reliance on volunteerism is a key to success

e No National Park is established, nor are National
Park Service (NPS) Superintendent, law
enforcement, or similar elements of traditional
federally managed units of the National Park System
established

In accordance with NPS Director’s Order #12 and NEPA
Section 102(2) (E), a range of proposed river
protection alternatives were considered, including a
“no action” alternative. Additionally and in
accordance with the DO-12 Handbook, the NPS
identifies the environmentally preferable alternative in
its NEPA documents for public review and comment
[Sect. 4.5 E(9)]. The environmentally preferable
alternative is the alternative that causes the least
damage to the biological and physical environment
and best protects, preserves, and enhances historical,
cultural, and natural resources. The environmentally
preferable alternative is identified upon consideration
and weighing by the Responsible Official of long-term
environmental impacts against short-term impacts in
evaluating what is the best protection of these
resources. In some situations, such as when different
alternatives impact different resources to different
degrees, there may be more than one environmentally
preferable alternative (43 CFR 46.30).

Alternative A. No Action

The No Action alternative is evaluated and used as a
baseline for comparison with the effects of the action
alternatives. This alternative does not involve
designation of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. This
alternative would maintain existing state and local
controls for resource protection on the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers without additional federal
protection from federal water resource projects or
federal support for local river protection efforts.

Under the No Action alternative, there would be no

involvement or support in river management from the
National Park Service through administration of the
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

Alternative B. Full Designation-NPS Preferred

This alternative would designate all segments of the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers having been found
to meet the criteria of eligibility and suitability into the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. This
alternative designates the 35.1 miles of the upper
Missisquoi and 11.0 miles of the Trout River currently
both eligible and suitable for designation as
components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System. Alternative B best protects the resources of
the rivers by designating the segments as described.
Designation would include the upper Missisquoi River,
from the Westfield/Lowell Town Line to the Canadian
Border in North Troy, with the exception of two river
segments in Troy and North Troy that include dams. It
would include designation of the upper Missisquoi
from the Canadian Border in Richford to the project
boundary of the Enosburg Falls dam in Enosburgh.
Designation would also include the entire Trout River
from the confluence of Jay and Wade Brook in
Montgomery to where it meets the Missisquoi River in
East Berkshire. The future Upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers Wild and Scenic Committee (Committee) would
assume lead responsibility for coordination of the
Management Plan implementation that was created
during the Study. To undertake this responsibility, the
Committee would coordinate and direct
implementation of activities described in the
Management Plan. The Management Plan as
implemented by the Committee would provide an
appropriate and effective management framework for
the long-term management and protection of the
watercourses.

The NPS would have a role on the Committee and
could potentially provide financial and technical
assistance to support Management Plan
implementation. The NPS would provide Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act Section 7 reviews of federally
permitted or funded projects which might potentially
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impact the waterways and associated resources.

Additionally, the functions of the NPS could include,

but not be limited to the following activities:

e Provide limited financial assistance to support the
coordination of river conservation projects amongst
towns and partners

e Respond to public inquiries

e Develop appropriate plans to protect resources and
develop visitor and interpretive resources

e Fund additional research initiatives for resource
protection and public use

Chapter 5. Environmental Assessment

Provide technical and financial assistance, as
appropriate, through use of cooperative
agreements

Assist in public education

Develop interpretive media
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and suitable segments of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.
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Figure 22. Map showing Alternative B - NPS and Environmentally Preferred Alternative designating all currently eligible
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Features Common to the No Action and Full
Designation Alternatives

1. Continued implementation of existing local, state,
and federal programs documented in the Upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan: Wild
and Scenic River designation would not replace or
appreciably alter the existing implementation of the
“baseline” local, state or federal programs as
discussed in the Management Plan, and which
comprise the basis of the “No Action” Alternative.
Thus, continued implementation of these programs is
assumed under all alternatives.

2. Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management
Plan: The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Management Plan has been developed during the
Study to serve as the blueprint for management and
protection of the rivers regardless of whether Wild
and Scenic Rivers designation occurs. If designation
occurs there is a greater likelihood that the
Management Plan will be implemented to its full
potential; without a designation there is no guarantee
that a group of stakeholders will convene to oversee
implementation of the Management Plan and the NPS
will not be involved. The principal effect or impact of
Wild and Scenic Rivers designation will be to add the
specific protections of designation on top of existing
programs, and to establish an authorization for direct
federal funding and technical assistance to aid in
implementation of the Management Plan.

3. Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Study: Since the watercourses are currently under a 5
(a) study, they are protected under Section 7(b) of the
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act for three (3) full fiscal years
after the study report is submitted to Congress.

Alternatives Considered and Rejected Prior to the
Wild and Scenic Study

1. National Park Service Management: Under this
type of management scheme, the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers would be added to the National Wild
and Scenic River System as a unit of the National Park

~

Service (NPS) and would be managed directly by NPS
staff. The Wild and Scenic Committee, as described
above, would be created, but the NPS would take a
more active role, using the Committee and
Management Plan for guidance. With this type of
management direction, the NPS would be responsible
for assuring protection in a traditionally managed unit
of the National Park System such as through potential
NPS law enforcement or land management or
acquisition. This method of management was
eliminated from consideration prior to the
authorization of the Wild and Scenic Study Bill.
Several New England rivers hold a partnership Wild
and Scenic River designation which serve as a
successful model of the coordinated approach to river
management which does not involve federal land
acquisition or the direct federal management
presence of more traditional park units. The
“Partnership” approach was deemed best suited to
the upper Missisquoi River and Trout River area by the
pre-study team. Local support for designation was
based on the expectation that river management
would be accomplished through the Partnership
method, not solely by the NPS.

2. State Management: Federal Wild and Scenic
designation by the Secretary of the Interior under
Section 2(a) (ii) of the Federal Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act would mean that the State of Vermont would
serve as the manager for the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers. This management approach was
eliminated from consideration during the pre-study
authorization phase. Based on the high level of early
local support and involvement in the process by
riverfront towns and conservation organizations, the
need for state management was determined to be not
appropriate for this river designation. The pre-study
team also determined that the “Partnership” model
for the Wild and Scenic Study and designation, which
serves as a successful model of the coordinated
approach to river management, was best suited to the
upper Missisquoi River and Trout River area.

/
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Identification of Environmentally Preferable e Protects the river from the harmful effects of
Alternative federally licensed or funded development projects
In accordance with the DO-12 Handbook, the NPS Affected Environment

identifies the environmentally preferable alternative in
its NEPA documents for public review and comment ~ The Wild and Scenic Study included the approximately

[Sect. 4.5 E(9)]. The environmentally preferable 25-mile segment of the upper Missisquoi from its
alternative is the alternative that causes the least headwaters in Lowell to the Canadian border in North
damage to the biological and physical environment Troy, the approximately 25-mile segment of the upper

and best protects, preserves, and enhances historical, Missisquoi from the Canadian border in East Richford
cultural, and natural resources. The environmentally ~ to Enosburg Falls, the approximately 20-mile segment
preferable alternative is identified upon consideration ©Of the Trout River from its headwaters to its

and weighing by the Responsible Official of long-term  confluence with the Missisquoi River, and the
environmental impacts against short-term impacts in  tributaries of these Rivers. The area is described in

evaluating what is the best protection of these detail in Chapter 2 of this Report.

resources. In some situations, such as when different

alternatives impact different resources to different In addition, NEPA asks federal agencies to analyze the
degrees, there may be more than one environmentally likely environmental impacts of a proposed action, in
preferable alternative (43 CFR 46.30). this case designation as a National Wild and Scenic

River. Wild and Scenic River designation (and the Wild
Alternative B most fully protects the free-flowing river and Scenic Rivers Act) is specifically targeted toward

character, water quality and Outstandingly the preservation of free-flowing river character, and
Remarkable Values. Based on the analysis of protection, and enhancement of identified
environmental consequences of each alternative in “outstandingly remarkable” values. Therefore, the
Section 5.F., Alternative B is the environmentally “affected environment” for the NEPA analysis is free-
preferable alternative. Under this alternative the flowing river character, water quality, and

Federal Power Commission (FERC) shall not license the “outstandingly remarkable” natural, cultural and
construction of any dam or other project works. This ~ recreational river values. These values have been

full designation alternative would provide special extensively described in the Outstandingly Remarkable
recognition and protection for the watercourses, and ~ Values Chapter 3 of this Report. A fuller

for the identified Outstandingly Remarkable Values understanding of the resources in question, their
(ORVs) for which the rivers would be designated. The existing management and the likely impacts of Wild
Preferred Alternative B is National Wild and Scenic and Scenic designation can also be gained from

River designation of all segments found eligible and reading the companion document to this Study

suitable with a river management plan implemented ~ Report, the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
through the local Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan.

Wild and Scenic Committee (comprised of local, state
and federal partners). Impact of Alternatives

This section of the Environmental Assessment allows
for comparisons of the alternatives and their impacts
on the resources of the upper Missisquoi and Trout
water quality and Outstandingly Remarkable Values  Rjvers. It is not anticipated that any part of the natural
e Allows designation of all currently eligible and environment of the waterways will be adversely or
suitable river segments negatively impacted by the designation of the river
into the National Wild and Scenic River System or via

\ gy

Environmentally Preferable Alternative B:
e Most fully protects the free-flowing river character,
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the adoption of the Management Plan. No river
construction projects or improvements that may
impact the river environment are being considered as
part of this planning process.

The impacts of the alternatives are estimated based
on professional experience related to similar
designations in the northeast region utilizing the
“Partnership Wild and Scenic River” designation
model. Such a designation has been in effect on twelve
similar rivers in the larger Northeast Region of the
National Park Service which collectively provide a
sound basis for understanding the impacts of
designation.




Impact of Alternatives - Tables

Table 6. Description of each alternative.

Alternative A: No Action
Description of Alternative

This alternative would maintain existing state and local
controls for resource protection on the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers without additional federal protection from
federal water resource projects or federal support for local
river protection efforts.

Under this alternative, no portion of the upper Missisquoi
River or Trout River would be designated as a component of
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The existing
local, state, and federal river management and protection
context would be unchanged. The Upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers Management Plan, prepared as part of the
Study, could be utilized by existing river stakeholders to
guide and improve future river management and protection
efforts; however, the absence of the federal designation
and anticipated federal support for the Plan and its
implementation would likely mean that the Plan and its
implementation would be utilized to a much lesser extent
than if designation were to occur. Long-term federal
support and assistance to protection of free-flowing river
conditions, water quality, and ORVs would not be in place.
Similarly, it is possible that some other entity (the National
Park Service would not be involved if the river is not
designated) might organize, convene and support a
committee charged with overseeing implementation of the
Management Plan. The likelihood is, however, that the
committee will not be a significant long-term factor in the
absence of federal designation and support. In the absence
of designation, federally assisted water resource
development projects, such as hydroelectric projects, could
be developed at existing dam sites or at new sites.

Chapter 5. Environmental Assessment

Alternative B: Full Designation - NPS and
Environmentally Preferable Alternative
Description of Alternative

This alternative would designate, as a component of the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, all segments of the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers found to meet the
criteria of eligibility and suitability, totaling 46.1 miles. The
upper Missisquoi River, from the Westfield/Lowell Town
Line to the Canadian Border in North Troy, with the
exception of two river segments in Troy and North Troy that
include dams; the upper Missisquoi from the Canadian
Border in Richford to the project boundary of the Enosburg
Falls dam in Enosburgh; and the entire Trout River from the
confluence of Jay and Wade Brook in Montgomery to where
it meets the Missisquoi River in East Berkshire would be
subject to the additional protections of the federal
designation. If designated, the National Park Service would
convene an Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and
Scenic Committee, ensuring that this oversight and
coordination body exists and functions to stimulate
implementation of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Management Plan. Federal funding and technical assistance
(subject to Congressional appropriations) would be available
to assist in Plan implementation and would motivate
increased long-term efforts to protect and enhance free-
flowing river conditions, water quality and identified ORVs.
Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act would be in
effect for all eligible and suitable segments, providing
maximum protection to the free-flowing river character
from potentially adverse federally assisted water resource
development project. This alternative best matches the
desires of the communities, local governments and river
stakeholders.
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Table 7. Impacts on Free-Flowing Character

Alternative A: No Action
Impacts on Free-Flowing Character

This alternative would provide no additional protection
(beyond existing State and federal project review and
permitting programs) to the free-flowing character of the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. Federally permitted or
funded water resource projects that could alter the free-
flow of the river and its undisturbed shoreline areas would
only continue to be subject to Section 7(b) review for three
full fiscal years after this Study Report is submitted to
Congress. Since most, and perhaps all, projects posing a
threat to free-flowing condition require federal assistance/
permitting, this lack of future protection could be significant
over time. New or former and historical dam sites on the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers could attract potential
hydroelectric proposals, though no such proposals have
surfaced as part of the Study investigations. The feasibility
of any such proposals is highly speculative and influenced by
such factors as energy prices, government renewable
energy incentives, the larger state and federal regulatory
climate, and other factors. Beyond hydroelectric
development, this alternative would provide no additional
review or scrutiny of Army Corps permits or other federal
assistance projects related to the Rivers. Over time the
absence of this additional scrutiny and regulatory protection
could allow for degradation of free-flowing character
through rip-rap, channel alterations, or similar projects. Any
such degradation would be expected to be long-term and
incremental in nature.
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Alternative B: Full Designation
Impacts on Free-Flowing Character

This alternative would permanently protect 46.1 miles of
the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers from federally
assisted or permitted projects that could alter the free-flow
of the river, and would specifically prohibit the FERC from
licensing any new hydroelectric project on or directly
affecting the designated segments. The exclusion of the
upper Missisquoi River areas surrounding the Enosburg
Falls, North Troy and Troy dams would allow continued
hydropower at the existing dams.

This alternative would provide the maximum protection to
free-flowing character from other forms of federally/
assisted water resource development projects such as rip-
rap, channel modifications, diversions. Over time, this
additional protection and project scrutiny could have the
effect of better preserving and/or enhancing free-flowing
river character and natural stream channel conditions.
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Alternative A: No Action
Impacts on Protection of Identified Outstandingly
Remarkable Values (ORVs)

Under the No Action Alternative A there would be no
increased protection of the identified natural, cultural and
recreational Outstandingly Remarkable Values, or water
quality. The current level of protection through local, state
and federal channels would remain unchanged and without
the Wild and Scenic designation’s protections, could lead to
incremental decline in the ORVs over time. The increased
scrutiny afforded by the direct application of Section 7(a) of
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act would not be in effect for the
oversight of federally funded or assisted projects beyond
the three-year post-study report submission deadline. In
addition, the increased examination of other federal
projects (non-water resource development projects) that
could be expected through required NEPA processes would
not include recognition and protection of federal Wild and
Scenic River status. Similarly, the probable lack of oversight
and project assessment applied to nonfederal projects,
through Wild and Scenic Committee support, would erode
local and state efforts to protect identified natural, cultural,
and recreational values. Without Wild and Scenic Rivers
designation, resource protection strategies set forth within
the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan to
promote protection and enhancement of ORVs would not
be implemented to the same extent since there would be
no Wild and Scenic Committee to lead the effort.
Furthermore the National Park Service would not be
available to provide technical assistance, further leading to
a potential long-term deterioration of identified resources.

Chapter 5. Environmental Assessment

Table 8. Impacts on Protection of Identified Outstandingly Remarkable Values (ORVs).

Alternative B: Full Designation
Impacts on Protection of Identified Outstandingly
Remarkable Values (ORVs)

Alternative B would provide the highest degree of
protection to the identified ORVs and would permanently
protect the ORVs of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
from federally permitted/funded water resource
development projects that would have a potential direct or
adverse effect. FERC licensed projects on or directly
impacting designated river segments would be prohibited,
and as a result the ORVs of the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers would be permanently protected from the potential
impacts of new projects. In addition, the NEPA review
processes for federally funded/assisted, non-water resource
projects would necessitate weighing impacts on the
identified ORVs. The National Park Service would comment
through existing federal agency review processes to ensure
this consideration. The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Committee could take the lead and
responsibility for following guidance provided in the
Management Plan and could undertake desirable steps and
actions needed to protect the identified ORVs and provide
opportunities for resource protection and enhancement.
This “Partnership” management framework has proven
effective on other Wild and Scenic Rivers and in the
Northeast Region.
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Table 9. Impacts on Socio-Economic Values.

Alternative A: No Action
Impacts on Socio-Economic Values

Under Alternative A, long-term impacts to socio-economic
values could be anticipated relative to non-designation
scenarios. For instance, there would be no designation-
related special recognition of the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers and their associated resources. In addition,
resource related protection that a designation offers would
not be available through consistent long-term
implementation of the Management Plan, or through
reviews conducted under Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act likely resulting in some level of degradation of the
free-flowing conditions, ORVs and water quality of the
Rivers. Over the long-term, small, incremental, detrimental
changes could affect local quality of life. Indicators of
quality of life related to the river can include home prices,
sense of place, and availability of high quality waters for
human needs and recreational uses, as well as other related
natural values. The proactive protection and enhancement
strategies of the Management Plan aimed at maximizing the
natural, cultural and recreational values to the abutting
communities would see less implementation, thus reducing,
over time, the value of these resources to the community.
With widespread local support for designating the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as Wild and Scenic Rivers, it is
anticipated that the river communities would be dissatisfied
with a non-designation result. River communities and
stakeholders would not have access to the opportunities
and associated prestige the designation affords, and that
communities along designated rivers gain access to after
designation.

Alternative A could result in hydroelectric proposals on new
or former and historical dam sites on the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers, though no such proposals have surfaced
as part of the Study investigations. The feasibility of any
such proposals is highly speculative and influenced by such
factors as energy prices, government renewable energy
incentives, the larger state and federal regulatory climate,
and other factors.
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Alternative B: Full Designation
Impacts on Socio-Economic Values

Alternative B would maximize the protection of natural,
cultural, and recreational resource values of a Wild and
Scenic designation in the form of river-focused, community-
based values, consistent with wide support expressed by
local municipalities. Over time it would be reasonable to
expect that quality of life values, home prices, tourism, and
similar socio-economic standards might be preserved or
increased through such efforts. High quality, protected river
resources have been shown in numerous studies to have
such positive economic community benefits. Landowners
along the watercourses may be more likely to adopt
voluntary protection strategies due to the pride associated
with a designation. There would be increased incentive for
river communities to work cooperatively on river resource
issues to benefit all. An increase in volunteer service could
also result from the designation. Under this alternative,
FERC licensed water resource projects are not permitted in
the designated segments, and other federally funded/
assisted water resource projects could be restricted.
Alternative B allows for exploration for continued use or
redevelopment of hydroelectric power facilities in Enosburg
Falls, North Troy and Troy. At this time strong community
support exists for designation and protection of river
related resources.




Table 10. Anticipated cost of each alternative.

Alternative A: No Action
Anticipated Costs

There are no direct costs associated with this alternative.
Over the long term, however, there could be substantial
indirect costs if important river values, including water
quality and identified Outstandingly Remarkable Values, are
allowed to deteriorate.
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Alternative B: Full Designation
Anticipated Costs

Direct costs of this alternative to the federal government
may be anticipated to be comparable to the direct costs of
similar designations in the NPS Northeast Region that
provides seed funding for implementation of the
Management Plan. In recent years, annual congressional
appropriations through the National Park Service operating
budget approximated $175,000 for each of the twelve
designated “Partnership National Wild and Scenic Rivers.”
Some direct and indirect costs may also accrue to State
agencies and non-governmental organizations partnering
with the NPS through the Wild and Scenic Committee if they
choose to devote increased resources as compared to the
No Action alternative. Municipal involvement is expected to
be all-volunteer, while indirect costs may be accrued
through projects willingly undertaken in partnership with
the NPS and Wild and Scenic Committee. Indirect costs
through increased attention to preservation of river values
may also occur. There would also be shared resources and
funding across municipal borders for the benefit of the
rivers’ protection. Multiple opportunities for collaboration
and pooling of resources with the upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Committee would provide
economy in scale. There would also be opportunities for
the Committee, municipalities and local organizations to
leverage additional funding as a result of the seed funding
provided by the National Park Service.

Under this alternative, FERC licensed water resource
projects are not permitted within the designated area, and
other federally funded/assisted water resource projects
could be restricted. Full designation results in a loss of the
potential future development of hydroelectric projects in
the designated segments of the Rivers (there are no
proposals known at this time). It is feasible that in the
future the local energy needs or economic conditions could
shift and that appropriate technology for hydropower could
be desirable. Alternative B allows for exploration for
continued use or redevelopment of hydroelectric power
facilities in Enosburg Falls, North Troy and Troy. At this time
strong community support exists for designation and
protection of river related resources.
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Impact of Alternatives - Discussion alternative are known, other than a slight savings in
financial expenditures and human capital devoted to
the rivers and their protection. These savings would
likely be more than offset by resource value losses and
the leveraging of volunteer support and funds through
Alternative A fails to support protection and alternate sources that bring additional value to the

enhancement of the natural, cultural, and recreational designation. Without the designation there would be
Outstandingly Remarkable Values (ORVs) of the upper  nq increase in visibility and prestige that a Wild and
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. This alternative would Scenic designation affords.

allow for the possibility of a slow loss of these values,
contrary to the strongly expressed desires of adjacent  There are no direct costs associated with this

Alternative A: No Action

communities and gther river‘* stakeholde.rs alternative. Over the long-term, however, there could
demonstrated during the Wild and S.CG"“C Study. be substantial indirect costs if important river values,
Twenty years of accumulated experience on other including water quality and identified Outstandingly

Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers has demonstrated  Remarkable Values. are allowed to deteriorate.
that each such river annually accomplishes many '

projects through the Wild and Scenic River Alternative B: Full Designation

Committees and with the assistance of NPS staff and
Congressional appropriations aimed at protecting and
enhancing identified river ORVs. Absent these Wild
and Scenic Committee led efforts to implement action
programes, it is reasonable to assume a corresponding
deterioration (or lack of enhancement) would be
observed over the long-term. Quality of life values
may decline under this alternative and there would be
less incentive and cooperative management structure
for recognizing and protecting the special river values.

Alternative B is both the environmentally preferable
alternative and the NPS preferred alternative. Itis the
most protective of the rivers’ free-flowing character,
water quality, and Outstandingly Remarkable Values
of the designation alternatives considered. This option
best reflects the desires of the Upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Committee, local
communities and majority of river stakeholders. In
particular it is the alternative supported by the eight
municipalities in the Study area which voted at their
March 2013 Town Meetings to support designation
under the Management Plan. The designation would
also acknowledge the widespread support expressed
by the State of Vermont, river towns and stakeholders.
Strong support for long-term protection of the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers resources through a
Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers’ designation was
clearly indicated through town votes and letters of
support.

This alternative does not provide protection of free-
flowing river conditions, as provided by Section 7 of
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act that would prohibit
FERC licensed water resource development projects,
and provide the ability for the NPS to review federally
funded/assisted water resource projects. Other than
those three which would be excluded from
designation due to their lack of suitability and
eligibility, there are no other known dam sites on the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers that have the
capability of generating a large enough amount of
power to make development feasible at this time,
though conditions could change in the future that
provide increased incentive to dam the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers and damage free-flowing
conditions.

Under this alternative all currently eligible and suitable
segments of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
would be designated. The exclusion of the segments
of the river surrounding and including the Enosburg
Falls, North Troy and Troy Dams would permit
hydropower continuation or redevelopment of the
existing dams. This Alternative is designed to protect
the existing hydroelectric operations by excluding the

o J

No corresponding advantages to the No Action
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dams, their associated properties, facilities, and
project areas from the designated area. Section 7 of
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act does not preclude FERC
licensing of a water resource project so long as the
project does not invade the designated area or
unreasonably diminish the fish, wildlife, scenic or
recreational values within this area that were present
as of its designation.

This full designation alternative would provide special
recognition and protection for the watercourses, and
for the identified Outstandingly Remarkable Values
(ORVs) for which the rivers would be designated. The
ORVs were identified and documented by a team of
experts as part of the Study process and were
determined to be unique, rare or exemplary features
on a regional and/or national scale (the Eligibility
Chapter of this report provides an overview of the
ORVs and the Management Plan which serves as a
companion document to this Study Report details the
ORVs in depth).

Direct costs of this alternative to the federal
government may be anticipated to be comparable to
the direct costs of similar designations in the National
Park Service (NPS) Northeast Region. In recent years,
annual congressional appropriations through the
National Park Service operating budget approximated
$175,000 for each of twelve designated “Partnership
National Wild and Scenic Rivers.” Some direct and
indirect costs may also accrue to State agencies and
non-governmental organizations partnering with the
NPS through the Wild and Scenic Committee, if they
decide to devote more resources toward the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers than they would with the
No Action Alternative A. Municipal involvement is
expected to be all-volunteer, while indirect costs may
be accrued through projects undertaken in partnership
with the NPS and Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Committee. Indirect costs through
increased attention to preservation of river values may
also occur when partners decide to participate;
however, significant, long-term savings would be
gained with this alternative by preventing costs
associated with loss or deterioration of important river
values, including water quality and identified

\_
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Outstandingly Remarkable Values. There would also
be shared resources and funding across town borders
for the benefit of greater river protection. Wild and
Scenic designation would provide opportunities to
coordinate projects and funding through the Wild and
Scenic Committee, towns, and local organizations, and
to leverage additional funding as a result of the small
amount of seed funding provided by the NPS. The
river towns would realize an increase in prestige and
visibility due to the designation. This increase may
have a positive local economic impact. The
communities have acknowledged the benefit of a
funding source for river-related conservation work
that is critical to protecting and enhancing local
resources and quality of life.

During the Wild and Scenic Study, the Study
Committee identified resources that are highly valued
by residents, businesses and recreational users who
strongly support a Wild and Scenic River designation as
a way to further river protection. Residents strongly
support the diverse recreational opportunities that the
watercourses offer.

Cumulative Impacts

The main purpose of designation can, in many ways,
be seen as a way to preserve the existing condition of
river-related resources (i.e. to prevent degradation of
resources), as well as to protect the waterways from
the cumulative impacts of activities in and adjacent to
the rivers. For the most part, local and State
regulatory measures are currently in place that protect
the resources. The principal effect and impact of Wild
and Scenic River designation is to add specific Wild and
Scenic River protections and federal funding/
assistance opportunities onto the existing framework
of local, state and federal river management and
protection. These protections are tightly aimed at
protecting and enhancing a river’s free-flowing
character, water quality, and identified “outstandingly
remarkable” natural, cultural and recreational
resource values. In addition, Section 7 of the Act
indeed has the stated purpose of preventing federal
assistance to water resource development projects
that would have a “direct and adverse impact” to free-
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flow, water quality and identified ORVs. Under Whether the impact being considered is that of
Alternative B (full designation), Section 7 protections  increased scrutiny to federal permits such as those of
would be in place for all eligible and suitable the Army Corps of Engineers or the impacts of federal
segments, providing permanent and maximum financial and technical assistance, virtually all impacts
protection to the free-flowing character from are of a long-term and incremental nature, with the
potentially adverse federally assisted water resource  predominant effect of designation being preservation
development projects. of existing conditions. The only exception to this

general rule is the case of major federally assisted
Under Alternative A, the absence of a Wild and Scenic  water resource development projects, particularly

designation entirely, federally funded or permitted FERC licensed hydroelectric facilities that would be
projects could have a significant adverse impact on precluded by designation. In this case, there can be a
river resources over time. Hydroelectric projects could dramatic impact of designation. For this reason, much
be expanded or developed under this scenario that of the attention in the comparison of alternatives is

could result in degradation of free-flowing character ~ devoted to this potential impact, and the manner in
or loss of resources that are described in detail within ~ which the different alternatives would potentially
this report. A new dam site could present a barrier to  affect future hydroelectric development on the upper
fish passage/migration, and to recreational uses and Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.

could impact water quality. This No Action Alternative

A would provide no additional review or scrutiny of Public Involvement, Consultations and Coordination
Army Corps permits or other federal assistance

projects related to the river. Over time the absence of Introduction

this additional scrutiny and regulatory protection

could allow for degradation of free-flowing character  This section documents the consultation and

through rip-rap, channel alterations, or similar coordination procedures with federal, state and local
projects. Any such degradation would be expected to agencies, governing bodies and the public outreach
be long-term and incremental in nature. The full and education process employed during the Wild and
designation Alternative B provides the maximum Scenic Study. Refer to Appendix 4 for examples of
protection to free-flowing character from other forms outreach and education materials utilized during the
of federally/assisted water resource development Study.

projects. Over time, this additional protection and

project scrutiny could have the effect of better A high level of consultation and coordination occurred
preserving and/or enhancing free-flowing river during the Wild and Scenic Study and resulted in the
character and natural channel conditions. successful involvement of the public, local

communities, the State of Vermont, federal agencies
Documentation of baseline conditions as a part of the and resource experts in the Study Process and in the
Wild and Scenic Study provides the starting point from endorsement of designation by voters in municipalities

which future change can be measured. While in the Study area. Given that the “Partnership Wild
opportunities to enhance resources are certainly and Scenic Rivers” approach was employed in
identified as a part of the designation’s and conducting this Study, there was an emphasis on a
Management Plan’s objectives, such opportunities are local, collaborative process. The locally appointed
incremental in nature, with no dramatic change Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Study Committee
anticipated immediately as a result of designation. made up of local, Select-board appointed

Over the long-term, small incremental positive representatives and river stakeholders, with support
changes could have the effect of added protection and from the NPS, led the effort to engage the publicin
enhancement of the rivers’ free-flowing character, every aspect of the Study. Of central importance was
water quality and resources. the local development of the Management Plan that

™ J




-

offers recommendations for protection and
enhancement of the Outstandingly Remarkable
Values. This planning process included widespread
opportunity for input, comment, and review.

The upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic
Study Bill H.R. 146, the Omnibus Public Land
Management Act of 2009, was signed into law on
March 30, 2009 by President Obama as Public Law 111
-11. In December 2009 a locally appointed Study
Committee began participating in earnest in the Wild
and Scenic Study process with support from and in
consultation with National Park Service Staff (a list of
Study Committee members may be found at the
beginning of this Report).

A great deal of time and care was taken over the
course of the intensive four-year Wild and Scenic
Rivers Study to ensure that adequate communication
occurred and that there was ample time for comments
and input from all interested agencies, governmental
entities, non-governmental and local organizations,
and the public. Consultations with resource experts
and ensuing research results contributed to the body
of knowledge required to determine the river’s
eligibility for designation. Numerous types of
communication techniques were utilized to extend
and share information about the possible designation,
results of research, and Study findings. Successful
development of the Management Plan included
providing opportunities for frequent input and
extensive stakeholder review of the Management
Plan.

Though there are no other designated rivers in
Vermont, the Lower Farmington and Salmon Brook
Study and other Partnership River designations in the
Northeast Region provided many resources and
examples for local education regarding the value of a
successfully implemented designation in New England.

Consultations
Federal

As outlined in Section 4(b) of the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act, copies of this Study Report and

\_
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Environmental Assessment will be furnished to the
head of any affected Federal department or agency for
recommendations or comments for a ninety-day
review period. Comments will also be received on-line
through the NPS Planning, Environment and Public
Comment (PEPC) website:
http://parkplanning.nps.gov/

In addition to the review of the draft Study Report and
Environmental Assessment during the Wild and Scenic
Study, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) was
called upon to provide expertise regarding review of
the Troy Hydroelectric Project which was undergoing
licensing review during the period of the Study.
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires all
federal agencies to consult with the USFWS to ensure
that any action authorized, funded, or carried out by a
federal agency does not jeopardize the continued
existence of listed species or critical habitat (data on
state and federal endangered species is collected
through the Vermont Fish and Wildlife, Wildlife
Diversity Program—formerly Nongame & Natural
Heritage Program). U.S.D.A. Natural Resource
Conservation Service representatives attended several
Study Committee meetings, and provided expertise on
the NRCS farm related programs along the Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers. Missisquoi National Wildlife Refuge
representatives were kept apprised of Study progress,
and coordinated with as a part of the Study.

Tribal

The Wild and Scenic Study did not identify the
existence of any federally recognized tribes or tribal
lands impacted by this Study and no tribal
representatives were required to participate in the
Study process. Abenaki representatives were invited
to participate; however, none did.

Copies of the Study Report will be made available to
tribal representatives within Vermont who request a

copy.

State
Vermont Department of Environmental Conservation

(Vermont Agency of Natural resources)
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wholeheartedly supports the Upper Missisquoi and
Trout Rivers Study Committee’s efforts to proceed
with seeking Congressional authorization for
designating defined segments of the upper Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers as Wild and Scenic Rivers.
Department support for Wild and Scenic designation is
for segments endorsed by town voter approval during
town meeting day in early March 2013.

The Vermont Agency of Natural Resources’ (ANR)
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) was
an active participant and cooperator throughout and
was extensively consulted on all aspects of the Wild
and Scenic Study via three staff persons that served as
Study Committee representatives. The VT DEC
participated in the preparation and review of the
Management Plan and provided data and input on the
Outstandingly Remarkable Resources including water
quality and biodiversity. Other consultations with the
VT DEC related to the collection of detailed
information regarding dam inventories of the Study
area rivers, river dynamics, and fish diversity and
passage issues.

Consultations with the State Division of Historic
Preservation and research in its archives revealed
detailed documentation of the existence of cultural
resources (archaeological resources and National
Register listed resources).

Due to the importance of the working landscape and
prevalence of agricultural lands along the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers, the Vermont Agency of
Agriculture, Food and Markets was also represented
on the Study Committee and consulted during the
Study process and Management Plan drafts.

Public Involvement

Outreach and Education: The Study Committee held
monthly public meetings for four years in part to
support the process of facilitating local involvement in
the Study process and in the development of the
Management Plan that forms the basis of the potential
designation and may guide subsequent management.
The Committee’s role was also to assess local support
for the designation. A comprehensive outreach and

~

education campaign was developed and carried out to
access many different audiences. The NPS cooperative
agreement with the Missisquoi River Basin Association
provided the local mechanism for using appropriated
NPS funding to support the Study Committee’s public
outreach and education efforts and to conduct
cooperative research. An important element of the
study approach was to involve the interested public to
the greatest extent possible through an intensive
education campaign. The wide-reaching plan for
education carried through in a series of meetings,
presentations, open houses, workshops, booths at
events, newsletters, posters, news articles, and
mailings. Public input was sought throughout the
Study and in particular at key junctures in the process.

Major outreach and education efforts included:

e Three Newsletters covering the Outstandingly
Remarkable Values, topics of interest, Committee
member stories, and updates on the Wild and
Scenic Study process were mailed, emailed, and
distributed by locally during the study period.
Newsletters and informational postcards were
distributed to town libraries, local stores, riverfront
landowners, and other locations

e An Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers website was
developed early on in the Study process. Along with
many important documents displayed, the
Management Plan was posted to encourage formal
public comment and review

e Numerous meetings were held in all ten towns
throughout the Study process. The purpose was to
educate residents, landowners, and local
government representatives about the process, to
gather public comments, and to inform
Selectboards, municipal commissions (such as
planning and zoning or conservation commissions),
and the public on important study milestones.
Depending on the individual municipality’s needs,
meetings were held at a variety of points during the
Study including at the start of the Study, mid-point
and towards the end. The meetings covered Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act background and ongoing
progress of the Study Committee. The meetings
served to educate, gain input, and seek
recommendations for the development of the

/
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Management Plan as well as to keep the public
engaged in the Study and aware of its progress.
Education and Outreach materials may be found in
Appendix 4 of this Report.

Community Open Houses in both Franklin and
Orleans County were widely publicized. Educational
materials on display included maps, research
studies, Management Plan findings, and a video.
Representatives from the Study Committee were
present to educate the public regarding proposed
ORVs, designation boundaries, and management
priorities for protecting the key resource values.
Soliciting feedback for the Management Plan from
the public and educating voters prior to Town
Meeting votes were primary objectives of the open
houses.

Mailings, press releases, signage, news articles, and
a video were used to inform the public of the Wild
and Scenic Study. Letters announcing the
commencement of the Study and explaining the
goals and opportunities for participation were sent
to Town Selectboards.

Postcards soliciting ORV identification, and
describing the Town Meeting article for vote were
send to riverfront landowners. There were
numerous articles in regional, local, and town
newspapers as well as in local organizations’ and
partners’ newsletters.

A Wild and Scenic Study Booth was displayed at
local events staffed by the Study Committee
representatives.

Additional meetings, presentations, phone calls, and
email messages with town staff members and
leaders, kept them up-to-date and facilitated
communications and collaboration between boards
and commissions and the Study Committee. In
addition, a subcommittee on outreach and
education developed a comprehensive plan for
engaging a broad spectrum of the public.

Additional methods of communication that were
utilized included:

~ A Library display was circulated to all ten

Study area municipalities
~ The Wild and Scenic Town Meeting vote was

Chapter 5. Environmental Assessment

highlighted and the Study Coordinator
interviewed on VPR’s Radio Program Vermont
Edition

Video presentation was developed and shown
on local TV stations, posted on website,
shown at Community Open Houses

Q

~ The local TV news WPTZ interviewed
Committee members. This program was
distributed and also aired on WPTZ prior to
the Town Meeting vote

~ A PowerPoint slide show was developed. The
presentation was given at local meetings

~ Posters and postcards with eye-catching
designs and information were widely
distributed

~ Printed materials included contact and
website information as well as requests for
guestions, input, and comments

~ River paddles, work days and clean ups were
also hosted to educate local community
members about Wild and Scenic designation
and collect information on locally valued
resources while providing enjoyable activities
on the rivers

These education and outreach activities were vital to
developing the Management Plan through a broadly
participatory process with guidance from locally-based
representatives in consultation with the Study area
municipalities. Examples of education and outreach
materials are provided in Appendix 4 of this Report.

Selectboard Meetings: In addition to the regular
monthly Study Committee meetings that were
publicized locally and open to the public, there were
updates conducted in all ten municipalities throughout
the Study at Selectboard meetings, Conservation
Commission, and other meetings. The purpose was to
educate residents about the process, to gather public
comments, and to inform Selectboards, commissions,
and the public on important study milestones. The
meetings covered Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
background and ongoing progress of the Study
Committee and served to educate, gain input, and
seek recommendations for the development of the
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Management Plan as well as to keep the public
engaged in the Study and aware of its progress. Small
group meetings were also held with town staff and
officials to share preliminary Study results and receive
feedback.

Generally there was an initial educational presentation
to town leaders, boards, and committees followed by
updates given by Study Committee representatives at
regular intervals and important milestones. All
Selectboards were visited prior to Town Meeting vote
as well.

Presentations to local organizations, such as historical
societies, the Northern Forest Canoe Trail or
Missisquoi River Basin Association volunteers, and
meetings with interested members of the public
afforded additional opportunities for the public to
participate in the review of the Management Plan.
The locally appointed town representatives to the
Study Committee were responsible for remaining in
close communication with town staff, leaders, and
boards, and available to answer questions from
community members throughout the Study. The
Study Coordinator was also available for technical
guidance and support.

Local Support for the Management Plan and Wild and
Scenic Designation

Though the Management Plan is advisory, it is critical
that so many partners have had an active role in
developing its recommendations, and in that light
endorsed the strategies that can be used to protect
the Outstandingly Remarkable Values. This
commitment of the various partners in river
protection, a commitment developed and reaffirmed
throughout the study process, will foster effective
implementation. Community and Vermont
Department of Environmental Conservation
endorsement of the Management Plan substantiates
suitability for designation by demonstrating
commitment to river conservation. The support
indicates that there is a demonstrated commitment to
protect the river and be a partner in the
implementation of recommendations in the
Management Plan.

~

Preparers and Contributors

Shana Stewart Deeds, Upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Coordinator

National Park Service Northeast Region Study Team
Chuck Barscz, Division Chief

Jamie Fosburgh, New England Team Leader

Jacki Katzmire, Regional Environmental Coordinator
Jim MacCartney, River Manager

National Park Service Advisors

Carol Cook, WASOQ Office of Park Planning and Special
Studies

Cherri Espersen, WASO Office of Park Planning and
Special Studies

Cassie Thomas, WASO Office of Park Planning and
Special Studies

Local Study Committee

Study Committee Representatives from ten
municipalities in the Study area, VT DEC/Agency of
Natural Resources/Water Quality Division, Missisquoi
River Basin Association, Vermont Agency of
Agriculture, Food and Markets and the Northwest
Regional Planning Commission.

Expert Advisors - Outstandingly Remarkable Values
(ORVs)

Scenic and Recreational ORVs

John Little, expert paddler and Chair, Missisquoi River
Basin Association

Walter Opuszynski, Director of Partnerships and
Marketing, Northern Forest Canoe Trail

Keith Sampietro, Owner, Montgomery Adventures
Cynthia Scott, Coordinator, Missisquoi River Basin
Association and Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail

Natural Resource ORVs

Barry Doolan and Stephen Wright, Geologists at the
University of Vermont

Marjorie Gale, Geologist, Vermont Geological Survey,
VT DEC

Charlie Hancock, Vermont Certified Consulting
Forester

Parma Jewett, Licensed realtor and expert
fisherwoman
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Rich Langdon, Aquatic Biologist, VT Department of
Environmental Conservation

Mike Manahan, Board Member, Missisquoi River Basin
Association and expert fisherman

Corrie Miller and Bob Hawk, Linkage Coordinators,
Staying Connected Initiative

Jeff Parsons and Dori Barton, Consulting Ecologists,
Arrowwood Environmental

Nancy Patch, Vermont County Forester

Bernie Pientka, Wildlife Biologist, Vermont Fish and
Wildlife Fisheries Division

Kristen Sharpless, Conservation Biologist and
Education Coordinator, Vermont Audubon Society
Eric Sorenson, Natural Communities Ecologist,
Vermont Fish and Wildlife, Wildlife Diversity Program
(formerly Nongame & Natural Heritage Program)

Water Quality Resources and Hydropower

VT DEC/Agency of Natural Resources/Watershed
Management Division

Karen Bates, Watershed Coordinator

Jeremy Deeds, Environmental Scientist

Brian Fitzgerald, Streamflow Protection Coordinator
Rick Hopkins, Environmental Analyst

Neil Kamman, Program Manager

Cathy Kashanski, Environmental Analyst

Leslie Matthews, Environmental Scientist

Staci Pomeroy, River Scientist

Historic and Cultural ORVs

Bobby Farlice-Rubio, Executive Educator, Fairbanks
Museum

Janice Geraw, Enosburgh Historical Society
Giovanna Peebles, State Archeologist, Vermont
Division for Historic Preservation

Scott Perry, Montgomery Historical Society

Sam Thurston, Lowell Historical Society

List of Recipients

The Study Report and Environmental Assessment Draft
will be made available for public comment through the
NPS Planning, Environment & Public Comment website
and notice of availability will be published in the local
paper.

\_
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Federal Agency Heads

e Secretary of the Interior

e Secretary of Agriculture

¢ Chief of Army Corps of Engineers

e Administrator Environmental Protection Agency

e Chairman of Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC)

e Administrator of Federal Emergency Management
Agency

e Administrator of Department of Transportation
Federal Highways Department

¢ Head of any other affected federal department/
agency

Regional and State Federal Agency Heads

¢ Regional Forester of Eastern Region 9 of USDA Forest
Service

e State Conservationist of USDA Natural Resource
Conservation Service

e Commander and District Engineer of New England
District of Army Corp of Engineers

¢ Northeast Regional Director of US Fish & Wildlife
Service

¢ New England Ecological Services Field Office,
Northeast Region (5), Concord, NH (Section 7
Endangered Species review)

¢ Regional Administrator Region 1 of Federal
Emergency Management Agency

e Regional Administrator Region 1 of Environmental
Protection Agency

e Vermont Division Administrator of US Department of
Transportation Federal Highways Department

¢ Head of any other affected federal department or
agency

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Study
documents will be posted on the NPS website for
public view and formal comment:

http://parkplanning.nps.gov/

Also available on the Study website for review:
http://www.vtwsr.org/
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State of Vermont

¢ Patrick Berry, Commissioner, Fish and Wildlife
Department, Vermont Agency of Natural Resources

¢ Pete LaFlamme, Director, Watershed Management
Division, Department of Environmental Conservation,
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources

eDeb Markowitz, Secretary, Vermont Agency of
Natural Resources

eDavid Mears, Commissioner, Department of
Environmental Conservation, Vermont Agency of
Natural Resources

e Chuck Ross, Secretary, Vermont Agency of
Agriculture, Food and Markets

e Brian Searles, Secretary, Vermont Agency of
Transportation

e Peter Shumlin, Governor, State of Vermont

e Mike Snyder, Commissioner, Department of Forests,
Parks and Recreation, Vermont Agency of Natural
Resources




Appendix 1. Upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers Study Act

PUBLIC LAW 111-11—MAR. 30, 2009
Title V - Rivers and Trails
Subtitle B - Wild and Scenic Rivers Studies

Section 5101 -

Amends the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to designate a specified segment of the
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers in Vermont for study for potential addition to the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. Authorizes appropriations.

Public Law 111-11
N maaarain 111th Congress
o An Act

To designate certain landl as components of the Natbonnl Wiklerness Pressrvation Mar, 30, 200
System, to suthoriee certaln progroms and sethvitles in the Dopartment of the Sl ut 808

Interior and the Departimont of Agriculiure, and for other purposes, [HR 148
Be it enocted by the Senale and House of Represenlalives of
the United States of America in Congress assernbled, Eum'mﬂnj
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE: TABLE OF CONTENTS. el N
(a) SHORT TIPLE.—This Act my be cited as the “Omnibus ﬁll-“l"‘lrur
Public Land Management Act of 20057, el

(L) TapLe oF CONTENTS —The table of contents of this Act
im ms follows:

Her, 1 Shart bitle; takle of contenis.
TITLE V—RIVERS AND TRAILS

Subthle A—Additions to the National Wild and Scenie Rivers System
Ber, SHL Fossil Creek, Arizona,
Bee, HME. Enake River Headwoters, Wyomning.
Bee, 5HE, Tounten River, Mossadhinsetts,
Subtitle B—Wild and Stenic Rivers Studies
Bee, H101. .\Ihhl-qunl and Trout Rlvers ﬁtl.uly.

TITLE V—-RIVERS AND TRAILS
Subtitle B—Wild and Scenic Rivers Studies

SEC. B0l MISSISGUOTAND TROUT KIVERS STUDY.

(a) DESIGNATION FOR STUDY.—Section Ha) of the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act (16 US.C. 12760l is amonded by adding st
the end the following:

“140) MisssqQUol AND TROUT RIVERS, VERMONT.—The
approximately 25-mile segment of the upper Missisquoi from
ila headwaters in Lowell to the l'.‘-u.ml:lll'un border in North
Troy, the approximately Zh-mile segmoent from the Canadian
border in East Richford 10 Enost Falls, and the approxi-
mately 20-mile segmont of the Trout River from its headwaltors
to its confluence with the Missisquo River.”

() STUnY aND REPORT.—Section Hb) of the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(b)) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

(19} NIS318QUol AND TROUT RIVERS, VERMONT.—Not later
than 3 yoars afler the date on which funds are made availablo
to carry oul thi® puragraph, the Secretary of the [nterior shall—

YA complete the study of the Missisquel and Trouwt
Rivers, Vermont, described in subsection (ad 1400 and
“B) submit a report describing the results of that
sludy to the approprinte commilless of Congress.”.
(e} AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There are authorized
to be approprinted such sums as are necessary o carry oul this
Rection.
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Appendix 2. Town Meeting Results

The following are the official letters, minutes and Town Reports from the March
2013 Study Town Meetings in Franklin and Orleans Counties, Vermont.

Franklin County, Vermont

Berkshire passed the March 4, 2013 Town Meeting article to support Wild and
Scenic River designation for the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on the
Management Plan, and without federal acquisition or management of lands.

TOWN OF BERKSHIRE
CHARTERED IN 1781

4454 WATERTOWER RD

ENOSBURG FALLS, VT 05450

PHONE 802-933-2335
FAX 802-933-5913

March 25, 2013

Berkshire held its Town Meeting on Monday March 4, 2013 at 7:00 P.M. to
transact its business.

Article 6 of the warning of the 2013 annual town meeting reads as follows:

“Shall the Town of Berkshire petition the Congress of the United States
of America that the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers be designated as
Wild and Scenic Rivers with the understanding that such designation
would be based on the locally-developed rivers Management Plan and
would not involve federal acquisition or managements of lands.”

The legally qualified Voters of the Town of Berkshire passed said article in a
voice vote during the Town Meeting on March 4, 2013.

Emily Fecteau
Town Clerk
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Franklin County, Vermont

Enosburgh Town and the Village of Enosburg Falls passed the March 5, 2013
Town Meeting article to support Wild and Scenic River designation for the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on the Management Plan, and without

federal acquisition or management of lands.

TOWN OF ENOSBURGH

PO BOX 465

ENOSBURG FALLS, VT 05450

SHANA STEWART DEEDS

RE: VOTE ON TOWN MEETING DAY FOR WILD AND SCENIC

DEAR SHANA:

THIS LETTER IS TO VERIFY THAT THE TOWN OF ENOSBURGH, WHICH INCLUDES ALL VOTERS, PASSED
OUR ARTICLE IN REGARDS TO THE WILD AND SCENIC, THE VOTE WAS 66 YES AND 44 NO.

BILLIE JO DRAPER - i

ENOSBURGH TOWN CLERK.
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Franklin County, Vermont

Montgomery passed the March 5, 2013 Town Meeting article to support Wild
and Scenic River designation for the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on
the Management Plan, and without federal acquisition or management of lands.

Montgomery Town Meeting Minutes 2013, shhreviated

Minutes
ANNUAL TOWN MEETING - 2013

Moderator Tim Murphy called the meeting to order (@ 8:00AM
1. Elect a Moderator for the ensuing year.
Sue Wilson nominated Tim Murphy. Tim was re-elecled by voice vaole.

Without ohjections Reprasentative Cindy Weed was allowed to address the Town, She gave a briel legislative update.

13 Shall the Tewn vole to pettion the Congress of Lhe Uniled States of America that the upper Missizguet 2nd Traut Rivers be desianzted as Wi
ard Srenic Rivers wilh the understanding thal such cesignation would be based on the beally-develooed rivers Mansgement Plen and would not
inwalve federal acguisition or managerment of lznos,

Todd Lantery moved to accept as writlen and was seconded, Thore was a short video shown and Montgomery Wild and Scenic River
repragentatives, Todd Lantery and Keith Sampletre gave a briof axplanalion of the projeet snd answered questions. Motion passed by
wvaoice vate,

14. Todo any alrer basiness proper 1o ke done al said mesling,

Sarlta Khan maoved 1o accept a resalution: “The Voters of Montgomery Vermant gathered at Town Meeting vote (o oppose the
development af the Alberta Tar Sands” and was seconded, Non-binding vete passed by voice vote,

Barry Kade moved that pur Delegates to the General Assembly be instructad that the veters of Manlgomery suppori a State mandale
Iabeling genetically modified foods and was secondad. Motion passed by voice vale,

Scolt Perry moved to adjourn and was seconded, Motion passed by voice vote. Meeling adjourned @ 1:27pm.

—

A true recond s 12" day of March, 2013, ATTEST

Appendix 2 Study Report. Town Meeting - Pagey




Appendix 2. Town Meeting Results

Franklin County, Vermont

Richford passed the March 4, 2013 Town Meeting article to support Wild and
Scenic River designation for the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on the
Management Plan, and without federal acquisition or management of lands.

Town of Richfoxrd

Alan Fletcher, Town Clerk/Treasurer
PO Box 236, 94 Main St.
Richford, VT 05476

Tel. 802-848-7751 Fax 802-848-7752

April 12, 2013

At Town Meeting on Monday March 4™, 2013, Article 6 was approved by a voice vote of the attendees of
the Town Meeting. Article 6 asked if the voters would approve petitioning the Congress of the United
States of America that the upper Missisquoi and Trout rivers be designated as Wild and Scenic Rivers with
the understanding that such designation would be based on the locally-developed rivers Management Plan
and would not involve federal acquisition or management of lands.
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Orleans County, Vermont

At their March 5, 2013 Town Meeting, the voters present in the Town of Lowell
did not carry the article supporting Wild and Scenic River designation for the
upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on the Management Plan, and without
federal acquisition or management of lands. There was a voice vote, and not a
ballot vote. They were the only municipality voting 2013 that did not support
designation in their Town.

LOWELL TOWN & SCHOOL ANNUAL REPORT

24 Shall the voters of the Town of Lowell vote to help suppo
observance of Memoral Day each year by placing flags
graves In &)l cemetaries In the Jay Peak Post No. 28 area
$200.007F

Shall tha volers of the Town of Lowell petition the Congress of the United
States of Amarica thal the upper Missisguel and Trout rivers be designatad
as Wiid and Scenlc Rivers with the understanding that such designation
would be based on the locally-developed rivers Managament plan and
would nol involve federal acquisiion or management of lands?

Ta do any other " MON-BINDING® business found nacassary?
TO ADJOURN

BOARD: Richard Pion, Chalr; Dwight Richardson, Alden Warmer
SCHOOL DIRECTORS: Steve Mason, Chalr Kevin Hodgeman, Laurine Plon
atved for posting: January 31, 2013 7 Karen Clinger- Town Clark
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Orleans County, Vermont

Troy Town and the Village of North Troy passed the March 5, 2013 Town
Meeting article to support Wild and Scenic River designation for the upper
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on the Management Plan, and without
federal acquisition or management of lands.

Town of Troy
142 Main Street
North Troy VT 05859
(802) 988-2663
townoftroy(@comcast.net

On March 5, 2013 at the annual meeting, the voters of the Town of Troy voted to
designate the Missisquoi River as Wild and Scenic.

The results were 47 Yes 13 No.

TOWN OF TROY SELECTBOARD MEMBERS
DL
J A G ya
Terri Medley\’)/] iL‘-a’* W 5
Clerk/Treasurer /_%—,*:
fbd
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Orleans County, Vermont

Westfield passed the March 5, 2013 Town Meeting article to support Wild and
Scenic River designation for the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers based on the
Management Plan, and without federal acquisition or management of lands.

WARNING
and Minutes
2012

The legal voters of the Town of Westfield are hereby warned and notified to meet at the
Westfield Community Center on Tuesday March 5, 2013 at 10:00 A.M. to act on the
following articles:

11. To see if the voters of the Town of Westfield will petition the Congress of theUnited
States of America that the upper Missisquoi River and Trout RiverBe designated as Wild
and Scenic Rivers with the understanding that suchDesignation would be based on the
locally-developed rivers ManagementPlan and would not involve federal acquisition or
management of lands.

Motion by Mike Piper and seconded by Dianne LaPlante to bring the article to the floor.

A video was presented by Jacques Couture. Jacques is a member of the committee that
has been working on public awareness. Dianne LaPlante also worked on the committee.
A voice vote followed. So moved.

17. To adjourn

Motion by MarylLou Jacobs and seconded by Margaret Rowley to adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 2:00 p.m.

Minutes taken by:

Connie LaPlume, Clerk Pat Sagui, Moderator
Election Official Other Election Official
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Appendix 3. Designation Support Letters

The following are records of support and endorsement for Wild and Scenic
Designation.

Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Study - Berkshire, VT

TOWN OF BERKSHIRE, VERMONT
CHARTERED IN 1781
4454 WATERTOWER ROAD
ENOSBURG FALLS, VT. 05450
PHONE (802) 933-2335
FAX (802) 933-5913

October 16, 2006

Misgsisquoi River BasinAgocialion
2839 Vt. Route 105
East Bevkshive, VT. 05447

Dear MRBA,

The Berkshive Town Selectboard are hereby giving their
support to-the Mississquoi River BasinAssociation in applying
for the Misgsisquot River’s individuwalism as a “Wild, and Scenic
River”. The river iy av great natwral resource and thiy would be
a fitting label

The project requires a study ax the first sep to-acquiring
the label “Wild and Scenic which would also-be very beneficial

to-the conmumunity.
Ifthere iy anything else that the Toww Of Berkshive carv
do; please feel free to- contact us
Sincerely,
b eI Art”

Selectboard of Berkshive
Robert Archambault
Chairmawy
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Vermont Agency of Natural Resources

1 National Life Drive, Davis 2

Montpelier, VT 05620-3901 = - Deborah L. Markowitz
0y ) Agency Secretary
Tel: (802) 828-1294 ooy
Fax: (820) 828-1250 Justin G. Johnson

Deputy Secretary
www.anr.state.vius State of Vermont

Agency of Natural Resources

May 1, 2013

Missisquoi/Trout Rivers Wild & Scenic Study Committee
c¢/o Missisquoi River Basin Association

2839 VT Route 105

East Berkshire, VT 05447

Dear Members of the Wild and Scenic Study Committee,

On behalf of the Vermont Agency of Natural Resources, allow me to express my enthusiasm and
appreciation for your efforts over the last several years to carefully examine the land and water related
features of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. The Committee’s recently finalized and issued
Management Plan regarding those waters is truly an impressive piece of work.

The purpose of this letter is to give the Agency’s whole hearted support for the Committee’s efforts to
seek Congressional authorization for designating defined segments of the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers as Wild and Scenic. Agency support for Wild and Scenic designation is for affected segments
endorsed by town voter approval during town meeting day in early March 2013,

The Agency looks forward to continuing its work with the Study Committee and to celebrating actions
taken by Congress which result in official Wild and Scenic designation.

Thank you and congratulations for all your time and efforts, production of a meaningful management plan
and the successful endorsement by the affected towns.

Sincerely,

QA

b Markowitz, Secretary
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources

Department of Forests, Parks & Recrearion Department of Fish & Wildlife Department of Environmental Conservation

Respect. Protect. Enjoy.
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Enosburgh Conservation Commission

April 29, 2013

Wild and Scenic River Study Committee

2833 VT Route 105

East Berkshire, VT 05447

Duzar Wild and Scenic River Study Committee,

We the Enosburgh Conservation Committee strongly support the designation of the Mississquoid River as
Wild and Scenic. We have supported the effort from its beginnings through personal contacts and a
public meeting to educate the community about the benefits and misconceptions of the wild and scenic
designation. We feel that this designation will benefit the river and the town of Enosburgh

Qur recent conservation and education efforts have been on the river corridor. We were actively
involved in helping conserve a 7 acre parced on the river Last year. We know that the Mississquoi River |5
a jewel in our community and are rigorousty working to conserve land and preserve the water quality of
the river and educate our citizens about the importance of the river.

The Wild and Scenle designation meshes with our mission as a conservation commission. We appreciate
all the work that your committee is dokng to make this possible for us.

Sincerely,

Saggh Downes < o e——
= iy v 4 =

S ;
. . r
Chairpersen;E noﬁ:urgh Conservation Commission
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Richford Conservation Commission

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Study
2839 VT Route 105
East Berkshire. VT 05447
802-393-0076
infol@vtwsr.org
Ittp://www.vtwsr.org/

May 30, 2013

Wild and Scenic River Study Committee

The Town of Richford is located on the Missisquoi River. The vitality of the River is
transmitted to its surroundings, and the sights and sounds of the Missisquoi River are
thoroughly appreciated by the Richford community.

At Town Meeting on March 4 2013, the voters of Richford showed their support of the
Missisquoi River as part of the Wild and Scenic River Program.

The members of the Richford Conservation Commission proudly and fully support
designation of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as part of the Wild and Scenic
River Program.

Richford Conservation Commission Members

Gregg Campbell
Debbie Foote
Carrie Garrow
Annette Goyne
Mary Robinson
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Missisquoi River Basin Association (MRBA)

Missisquoi River Basin Association

Our goal is to restore and maintain the ecological integrity of
the Missisquoi River system so that the uses and values
desired by the community are supported by the river and
quality of its water.

May 1, 2013

Wild & Scenic Rivers Study Committee
2839 VT Route 105

East Berkshire

VT 05447

Dear Committee Members,

| am writing to express the Missisquoi River Basin Association (MRBA)'s enthusiastic
support for the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers to be included in the National Parks
Service’s Wild and Scenic Rivers Program. This 61-mile stretch of river (25 miles of the
Missisquoi from Lowell, VT to Canada, 25 miles of the Missisquoi from Richford to
Enosburg Falls, and 11 miles of the Trout River from Montgomery to East Berkshire)
has been recognized by the voters of the 8 municipalities through which the rivers pass
as having unique values and resources which make them worthy of inclusion as Wild &
Scenic Rivers.

We are a volunteer-based watershed organization, working since 1996 to improve water
quality in the Missisquoi River, and to increase community interest in and use of this
treasured resource. Having the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers designated Wild &
Scenic would complement our efforts and would recognize the valued place this part of
the Missisquoi River and its tributary, the Trout River, hold in this community, both for
recreational and tourism purposes.

We wish the Wild & Scenic River Study Committee every success in acquiring Wild &
Scenic designation and will help in the process in whatever way possible.

Sincerely,

John Littl
Chair

2839 VT Route 105, East Berkshire, VT 05447
Tel: (802) 933-9009 E-mail: mrba@pshift.com
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail

NORTHWEST VERMONT

: RAIL TRAIL COUNCIL
: 11__ & il c/o Northwest Regional Planning Commission

o i 155 Lake Street » St. Albans, VT 05478
MISSISQUOI VALLEY

Phone: 802-524-5958 » Fax: B02-527-2948

RAIL TRAIL
APPOINTED May 1, 2013
MEMBERS
st J‘?r'n"‘s';mu" Wild & Scenic Rivers Study Committee
2839 VT Route 105
St. Albans Town East Berkshire
Vacant VT 05447
Swanton
Alan Lampson
Fairfeld Dear Wild & Scenic Committee:
Jane Williams The Northwest Vermont Rail Trail Council is pleased to offer its support for
Shaidon Wild & Scenic Rivers designation of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as
Vacant decided by the voters of the 8 municipalities affected.
Enosburg Town The Rail Trail Council is always looking for ways to attract more trail users,
Robert Genvais, Sr. from providing amenities such as information kiosks and benches/tables to
creating trail loops off the Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail. Wild & Scenic
Enosburg Falls designation of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers will undoubtedly
Michae! Manahan increase visitor traffic to this area of the State and many of these people will
Berkshire be participating in the recreational opportunities of Franklin County, including
Carol Hickey the Rail Trail.
Richford The Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail (MVRT) is a 26.4 mile crushed-stone multi-
Phyllis Tiffany season multi-use recreational trail on a rail corridor extending from St. Albans
to Richford. Hiking, biking, horseback riding, snowmobiling, and cross-country
Ma;ﬁ:h skiing are permitted. While the State of Vermont owns the MVRT, the Council
i advises the State on trail management issues.
At Large Good luck with acquiring Wild & Scenic designation for 2 very deserving
ﬂ?;rrl'a”sm rivers. We look forward to working with you on future recreation-related
David Stanley projects involving the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.
Nini Worman
Ex-Officio Sincerely.
VT Agency of ]
Transportation &;q(‘{’ o
Northwest Regional David L. Stanley
Planning Commission Chair
VT Dept. of Forests,
Parks, & Recreation
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Northern Forest Canoe Trail (NFCT)

June 17, 2013

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic Study Committee
_P.O. Box 565 2839 VT Route 105

WRIGHEA. V1 05875 East Berkshire, VT 05447

Dear Wild and Scenic Committee,

On behalf of the Northern Forest Canoe Trail Board of Directors and Staff,
I'm thrilled to write this letter in support of Wild and Scenic designation for
the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers. A section of our 740-mile paddling
trail is included in the study area, and we are entirely supportive of the
work to protect this section as a Wild and Scenic River.

The fact that all towns within the study area except for Lowell voted in
support of designation is to the credit of your work as a committee and
also to the merit of the idea. The Northern Forest Canoe Trail works with
rural communities along the entirety of our four-state route to demonstrate
the economic and community value of healthy rivers that are actively used
by recreational paddlers. Wild and Scenic designation would facilitate
greater awareness and would support appropriate access in ways that are
beneficial to both the rivers and those who live and work along its banks.

We look forward to continuing to support and promote this project.
Please keep us posted and let us know how we can be of help as the
project moves forward.

Sincerely,

(e oNhawns

Kate Williams
Executive Director

Phone:
802.496,2285
Fax:
802.496.2785
E-mail:
info@NorthernForestCanoeTrail.org

www.NorthernForestCanoeTrail.org
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Vermont Chapter of the Sierra Club

| SIERRA
April 12¢h, 2012 m%yﬁ

Vermont Sierra Club Supports
Upper Missisquoi and Trout River
Wild and Scenic River Designation

To Whom It May Concem,

The Executive Committee of the Vermont Sierra Club, on behalf of
our three thousand members, has unanimously voted to support the
classification of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as wild and scenic
waterways. We, along with Vermonters in general, undestand these
rivers to be important natural and cultural resources for our state and the
nation.

If we are to deliver a Vermont to our grandchildren which is
recognizable to our forbearers, it is essential that we place a high
conservation value upon such beautiful rivers as the Missisquoi and the
Trout.

Therefore, we are happy to lend our full support to the fine efforts of
our friends conducting the Wild and Scenic River study conceming these
majestic wates ways.

Sincerely,
Executive Committee of the

Vermont Chapter of the Sierra Club

Vermont Serra Club, Momtpelier, Vernong (802) 522.581 2, wavaemontsicrmcluborg
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Vermont Council of Trout Unlimited

UNLIMITED
Vermont Council

November 14, 2013

Ms. Shana Stewart Deeds

Study Coordinator

Upper Missisquoi and Trout River
Wild and Scenic Study

2839 Vermont Route 105

East Berkshire. VT 05447

Dear Ms. Deeds:

The Vermont Council of Trout Unlimited supports the inclusion of the proposed Missisquoi
River and Trout River reaches to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. As the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act was implemented to protect our waterways, the inclusion of these reaches will
add a layer of protection afforded by this federal designation against riparian development and to
help restore fisheries habitat.

The vast majority of our rivers in Vermont are obstructed. The Vermont Council believes that
obstructing or diverting a river flow for hydropower is environmentally harmful and fragments
aquatic habitat, thereby diminishing what some consider a *clean’ source of power, It is
important that all levels of state and federal protection be employed to protect our rivers as
wildlife habitat, for recreation and as drinking water sources.

Because of this, we support the Wild and Scenic designation of these reaches of the Missisquoi
and Trout Rivers in the hopes that this designation will further protect these rivers from future
hydropower construction, be it a traditional dam. run-of-river, a diversion project, or otherwise.
It is also our hope that any future federal support will include consideration of removal of
existing. unutilized dams, as well as bank stabilization. stream crossings. culvert modernization.
fish passage through existing dams. and other means to protect aquatic habitat.  This will
protect these rivers for today's anglers and recreationists. as well as for future generations.

Sincerely,

~ (W h
J SR
Vermont Council of Trout Unlimited
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Support Letter for the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers

Wild and Scenic River Designation - Montgomery Historical Society

Union Church
1835

St. Bartholomew's

S Montgomery Historical Society
P.O. Box 47 Montgomery, VT 05470

pratthall@gmail.com

www.montgomeryhistoricalsociety.org

November 20, 2013
Shana Stewart Deeds
Study Coordinator ‘
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Study
2839 VT Route 105
East Berkshire, VT 05447

Shana,

As you know the Town of Montgomery enthusiastically supported and endorsed
the designation of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as part of the Wild and
Scenic River Program at Town Meeting in March of 2013. The Society took great
pride in supporting your work researching the area’s history and identifying the
Outstandingly Remarkable Values of the study area, and were pleased to host a
Study Group meeting at Pratt Hall.

The Montgomery Historical Society has members from: 20 VT towns including
8 in Franklin County, 16 states & the District of Columbia, 2 Canadian Provinces,
and 3 foreign countries other than Canada. We enthusiastically add our
organizations’ voice to all of those others in support of the designation and its
goals of preserving this unique national resource, and enhancing our community’s
and region’s quality of life.

For the Board of Directors who unanimously approved this letter:

Chairman

The Montgomery Historical Society Board is...
Scott Perry, Bill Branthoover, Marijke Dollois, Sue Wilson, Bill McGroarty, Tim Chapin
Ken Secor, Elsie Saborowski, Parma Jewett, John Beaty, Jo Anne Bennett, Pat Farmer & Patricia Perl
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Examples

the Wild and Scenic Study.

The following are examples of outreach and education materials utilized during

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Newsletter Example.
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Postcards sent to riverfront landowners, and community members.

Did you know that your town is participating in the
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild & Scenic Study?

The Upper Missisquoi Fiver and the Trout Fiver are the Bt two rivers in Vermont to be considered for inchosdon ander the N atiomnal Wikl and Scendc
Eivens Act. A Study Comenittes has formed to identily whai makes these ivers special. W are studying, the outstanding vahies of the rivers, evahiating
the protections that exist for these values, and making suggestions in the form of a volunstary management plan absaut what steps towns could take 10
preserve these values lor all 1o oy, This management plan is non-regulatory, and private landowners would contimse to be the stewards of thelr
progrerty while fowns would continue to be responsible for negulating land use along the river,

1§ after the two vear I-I.'I.IJ:I' the Committee {made ||.|'H.i volunieers from the ben towns tn the Ih.!d:l.' area) feels that dﬂlwuunn of the nvers s disirable,
thay will bring the decision to town meetings in order for the voters in the ten iowms to dectde if the Snacdy Committes should presemt their findings to
l'.'n:!ngrnl to sk Wild anad Scendc dﬂdg.nnhmﬂi the riviers. 1 dmﬁnunﬂ. L_.anf_ml woralbd appropriate bunds for Progects o 'pmm'ﬂh.t recreational,
sceiic, historic, cultural, nateral, and geologic resources in the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Fivers,

To be considered Wild and Scenic under the Act the rivers must have at least one
Ouistemiliny Besource Value (ORV], be it recreational, natural, or culiural, THIS IS
WHERE YOU COME 1! Help us celebrate these divers by letting us know what
YU feel are the outstanding resources of the Upger Missdsquol and Trout Bivers,
What areas of these rivers provide cutstanding
recreational opporundities? Whene are the best fisldng and swianming
holes? Where do you like to picnic or hike along, the rivers?
Are there locations adjacent to the rivers that were
important o Native Americans, eatly Eunopears, logger or farmen?
Whiat tatural expanses of the river do you Hadnk are
spactil because of thetr scenc qualities, wildlibe habitat, or ability to pre
BTV wal:rqu.dl.w'.‘ SEND US YOUR INPUT! inlo@viwsr, fali.d
We ETCOUTARE YO o b part ob the Wild and Scenic 5|u-|l_\: Process by semading us
yul.r|m1urﬂa.nd your opimons on what arcas of the I.I'Ppl.'r'l'lm.lund. .'dmuqum
Fivers are outstanding. Fostal mailings are expensive, stay informed by gleniig up
] G 300761 Also, all are welcore to
attend our Study Comumiiter meetings. Stay up 1o date on activities via our website
an pew W VIWRE 0T, Thask you for your help!

o | ety
e upsd wiih peermienon s T Junms
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Appendix 4. Outreach and Education Examples

Upper Mrss:sqrmz é‘ Tmur Rwers
Wild and Scenic River Study

Viake an informed vote on Wild and Scenic desienation
foar |r.'r|'l.' e Missisquor & Trout Rivers at vaur Man '.lll.|
1

\
y fown Meetfing

wida Upper Missieauei and Trout Rivers g g
Beemic ild and Seenie Stud , pesib-LL
Rivers y U5, POSTAGE
- 2830 VT Routs 105, East Berkaburs, VT 05447 PAID
P —— L EDOM RETAL
Trwet Whvers Sowdy | FURRVEWECOTg | mfo@vtwerorg e o | J
; T T ; Please join us for an open house Lo ask amy questions
Nine Illﬂl'lt'l:l[}ﬂlluf"ﬁ in the Sruclv area will vote on vou have about Wild and Scenic designation prior to

your Town Meeting vote — Encsburgh Emergency

the adoption of the voluntary Management Plan written : VLES
” Services Building, Thursday 2/28/13, 5-6pm

by the Study Committee compnsed of Selectboard
appointed citizens from each town.

The article reads as follows: ) )
sssessesss st ECRWSSEDDM****

To see of the wierr of the Town of ____ anll petrion the Congress Prstal Comtomer

of the United Stater of America that the upper Messizquoi and
Trout Rizvery be designated ar Wild and Scente Bivery wirh the
undersianding that such designation would be based on the bbeally-
d:l.'!m‘lart*m" FILEFY hfm::ig:.-sm.‘ Plan and wonld not m:m‘lsﬂ__.‘z.'fe.r::z.-"

ARTRLSEEIN OF tanapement of Lands,

Please contact us with any questions prior to Town
Meeting. The final Management Plan and a short video
will soon be available on our website:

WWW.VIWS r.org
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Letters to Town Clerks and Village Managers accompanying the final
Management Plan.

B
Weafaln VT RN

Fipam S 0 oy o fhm P Wi p Srsn Mgl Ras ortmml Tew w8 Toree « e
¢ Tty Vet T i Sy v IRAT e by e Mok b I S T P A e m
el B8 e [ P S ) e e b e e vt 1 R St

it sk F COs NTRRDE 1 M Paan SR SR 0 PR O w0 Somekd
Fhan Fiors e et o md e b b scrwen 1§ hav rogy ey G5

Do wwbivts fAm T e, @ oF form i w 0o {wew riar pegd, Saey with B SpowSen wfmh
wrw vl waruoed herp. Avyeee may coctact e w9 guniinm & cerrrerd i B addrma eiew
Thasy rmay ez i wit incgum Couiue w Daes Laplers - Lowss oMo i meiniow i
Wdy Cortwiellos

Heiray

Degme tmews Cesds Sivcdy Coosdems

T hebrigunt ol Tronst Kevetn Wbl e Btnrod. My oot
FRIY VT Bt IS, Lt Barghae, WY D67 =
ST M
Ry ot S -~ an
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Appendix 4. Outreach and Education Examples

Poster soliciting input on the Study Committee’s Management Plan.

'/C'_hecl: out the DRAFT Upper Missisquoi and Trnt?
Rivers Wild and Scenic Management Plan Here

This locally weitten, wolantary draft Masagement Plan & now available for review and public comment untl December 17, 2002,

This Is & nof-regulatcdy Plan summarising the nfarmaticn collecled over the thiee year study by the Selectboard-appainted Shady
Commttes dlinirating reamples af minsgement success toried in o region, and ercoataging the voluntaty recommendations
wer Teel will mmaisiain the Misshgenl and Troul Rivers i beality condinan

Make an informed dechsion at Town Mesting, March 2003, when you vote on whether the uppes Missaagual snd Trout Rivers
shesiild be designated au Wild and Seenic vwith the understanding that 8 will be based on this management plin, asd will not
increase federal ownership or management of youwr private lands

For moee information about Wild and Soenic designation, please join us at oo Study Commithes meeting on the § * Thaardary of
cach morth, of chech gul Gur weballe) W' whikd, org

Seanle Shapa Strwart Deeds - Stndy Coordinator
2839 VT Route 105
,_,,.--—--,_._,T:“_,-u East Berkshire, VT 05447 wWwWwW.viwsr.org
Uppar Missisquol &  Infodviwsr.org

\ Appendix 4. Outreach & Ed. Ex. - Pagey
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Letters to be included in annual Town Repor

municipalities.

Wk The Wl s Seenke Shudy ol Uhe oot Misilegued ed nddreia any contern, mwd dk L] i e athon af
et Trgut Revers was congressanaily authonaed in 2000 at the: U ——————
N W gt of local sdvocates. The Study as focssnd on the
s PR iy g Halle wisting in Raver of thiv artele will i regquers spregratian o Tows undi in
o M iy P o MO T Saet, ol prated tvers bypealy rocen foder sl furmh 1o¢ rver olated
Richtoed, Trey, bt Weatlicid, Lok i
Thwr Sty Commitioe, made up of Seiect-toerd appointed, locsl Banaiics of Vil s Sonni: Ourignition Incily
represmster, gathered inisrmation aboat the mvers s 1hoir waiue 1 = CRbimcatican faar arrmaal R ol furdi F doirip GupQit fret-niiin
sal By Thery fousd That our rierrs 3nd valieys ane cheritheed bocauss FERQUTES
af thesr dfFicaitinal S REpe, 0] Chal Bl quatty walen, ecralional = Formation of a locaiy-apeoim od CommmiTion fo impiement the
OppILATIe, Mend woeking lndumped, Muary and natu ol resouieL. Ad Mmapeimed Flan
L NESOUTTEY I unigue o DUTSianding at local, stabe end national leveis, = Grester protedtion for fhe rver from federal projecti, slong wish
v e Wi and Trost Rlsoey. apaify for Bartionat Wild snd Scon FRaber imvalveront i the Bedoral projoct Feview procril Brough the
derigraatian, Vol Commsioe
= Lise of desgnation m rarkoting &0 inDmeess Dusiess and toursm i
Tt Sty Comrmities developed a v, nom-eegulatony Management deiirad
Pian o inhore cilinens aboet these outstanding resaunces, snd presend
reccrmmandations designed 10 help prose the riven vahar for osrent bt praaamion: choes S
e figture gener ations = Deigration thoon Aol mrt feder 8l Acyuil Bon B =anageiet of
laniks,; ol seeremumAEs Faeain gevernance and contred al £ and
2 e HPLY Towes boeting vou wil e asied te vote on the sdomion of te [r——
Miahagement Flin, siich fecommends appiying for iederal Wi and Samic ' CReARTITAON A0S P 00T BOCH| OOFPHTIITVESES, [T ORE Quidl Py Thee
Deslgnation. The ariicle i writton ax follows miFECipEties 10 reosive federal Funds b sLpoor tecommendations in
Pt i f Bl witers f e T 8f Mn Bguinrirry ol pebilias e e Msnegmrant. Pan
Csngreet o) B Linateo! Stedes of Avmaprest Ebf Bt upper Miiingusy = Diesigrasion does not o or new ydroskectic dam in B Shady
D Tread Meers e gheugnated a5 WK oo Scever fivers with the Broa; Bowived, we have eschaled euiiting propeds from the desigrated.
i eIt gisch clesigviatroe woikd be based o e bocolle L]
S riviry e Cupiveivst PR Sl rouit] e e Gt Wi goment Plin = Svalible en i wiBshe, snd iaestions may be
T O R WP O A direxcted §0 cur Comrdinator or woor Town Bepresentatven.
Farviralsie writes ot Towers Moeting will desanstrate sl suggert
designartion which s important for ferihes action by Congress; designation Pty patsmatbed Gy yoar + 10 The Study O T
will poour i Congrems enacts 2 i1 sdding The upper Misshagen and Trout Laniory and Koilh Sampietre, and the Wikl and Sconic Sady Coondinater,
Wiwws. it 1 "R ] Soeriée v Syntiorms whiich 1 Ben digrid I e Shans Shewart Deeds
e Tha Preaident B Eserg ber lewen whvtfa da nat vt 10 wappnod
drtigration, the Study Cammithes vwill Ll with community memier ia 'ng” Fioana comact wh with any geestions or commants pior 16 1he vooe
Bt 0 RSN WYY Do wilE Sy Bt it e aitice, wodl 1o e vt g | nfodvivar ong
THE UFPER MESSISOUCH AND TROUT RIVERS WILE AND SCENIC STUINY - Chech, ol WWW.VTWSE.OFE for mors imfonmasion,
¥ you know thad your town b pariticipating in ibe Upper Ther Uppry Slesingpoes amd Trowt Keems Wil and Soonic Siedy
Missisquol and Trent Kivers W ikl & Scenic River Shndy® Coimmiltes wislies b ajalaie yoiid e on our Sudy, These thes
e Gz, b s r are the fimst mn in Vermont o be comidered by mehision usder the

Matimal Wikl and Sornic Breem Act. The Sty & expecied o fm
wiiil 2013, The Siady Committes mests a1 Tgm on ke 3 Thumsdey
of ek mmik; all members of the gilic are selooss, ks mion
sl aseriing mgrmilm and bcates fraate] amcog the 10 beens i
the snady area) cam be Kol oo cur website, o l.-.. AT

o g Wi e B e e 395 i ool s o e, W i

+ fy ——
The iy Cous i iu vl b wikh Ui Ml Pk Bicrvicn
& A volunary. coigteisonilly sulerin shsly do dommne whetle & anid key oal and stare pErmes to smady the eemmes of the riems,
i i b byl sl il o dhnipratcn e st Wi s T et s ol e . ooy et
wdl e Rive develnp o vluziary macmgrment plan hased on lecal idem and
saraiegies in preserer (e rrunsroes for all o engoy, This
e e e e e el | iimgaiors: phacs T kil svioorys puate st Wil ke
s b e sewarihs of then gavpedty ok bl o
Tt M il e iy i b i Bt il s peugmlbies o yoigulablog bamel Ysue: iy e Hver:
Doy e B al ther (e o i e by @ ilbark dure. Vinssburgh
Sneenry P, Juy, Lerereil Mwtgemmmry, Murtls Trey, Richiand, Wotllehd A1 e enc ol e Sy, the Stady Committee will presnt i fndng
T and peoommendsnions 1o the Trame. Any deasion o pame Wikl
il Bernar Heerr deugnatun st fuvee e brned sugge of e
Lhirw o Gief Buvlvedd T Saurdy Commaiter, Tomm Toaris and voiems ai Town Meting. I
= ; " dhenig ruiabion b st Ceprins Wbl appropelaty tus lor progecs
I s garesrrve Che senources im b upger Missqui and Trour Faers

und the Matonal Park Serece wnuld pronde support lor s lecally
mrd implrmengstion commitiee, abo made ap of keal appointees
fillering, the snme mode] uueil enng this siady,

#  Thote st turenily snme vt ies on the Stody Commiter, ¢y
Sabort [Roed whond g 0ol o prTesE Yo o

i e whetreees pomibly - of e Wi ereurege v b e part of the Wikl and Sorre Study preoos by
seniling us plorires mnd pdermstion on whai sress of 1he Upper
& ey oged o il Sely Cmenimer trparthing Wil vou ek s Missmquol and Troud Essrs mv reorestionally, culmrally,
cutrslis ces vl bdore vabural i sl o vt Uppe himtenpacally, nr saurally unsetnnbing, o may s be aware of
Mlims st s Tronm Bran AT AREE ] S o Ot (e you seuld like 1o sl

with wa. Peeme condact your-ulficial fews appediees, o the siudy
Pl i e s Mo Sk Dl ik Bl dsnrdiniin vtk Ay possting, o e, T b o Iited b
Conedialin @ £00. W 0070, of demm drvan e oy <00 Juse "
Fimburgh, Hadional Park Sovce 4352203001, Sarer_Foanaghiitgs gov '“‘ “"'“' L W I, Sy Sk ; iy

Rﬂ;rl.ll'ul'_r sulinitsrd by your Appintees o the Bludy Commiiter
anil elve Wili] mnr Soe s Seudy Coordinaior,
Slana Strwnn Desds

THE UPFPER MISSISCLIO AND TROUT RIVERS WILD AND SCENIC STUDY - Check out “w.\'m'll‘.ﬂl’g How e anformanm

Appendix 4. Outreach & Ed. Ex. - Page 8




Appendix 4. Outreach and Education Examples

Informational flyer handed out to farmers and agricultural organizations.

Wounld fedoral designation of the Upper Missisquol & Trout Rivers as Wild
& Beenle River alfect property rights or my ability to farm?

Mo Lacal lrens retai cardend of lasad wen planniag ard aming lws. The feberal
gerenrmend’s mke in prodesminantly ercoumging ansd promoging good land gee decision
mnkimg which protecis river valises and promotes lood resiliency

Thal me ke effect of Wild and Scerdr River designation on landowness within the river corvidor ™
Uher e Wikd sl Soriie Fieres Al designato riber gres s i plies grrcmmenl ot of e
B, witlais e Fiver rudvadion

H A, Prople Inving witlim o ower i s Te sl 5 use (el gopersy s they hsd Tebne
[rem———

Cawn thas Tedersd govsrnman) Fagulats o sons popeats lande® Thider e W1 sl S Basrs Ao ihe
el e FIUE S o e i (lierhl 1 erpiallets w0 B ganeaie | Lasd e comtrsi o [l laivks are
by 4 matted ol Bims ol hoosl s, Al T WA Bt s il | s i o s g e
ot ol W Wb 1l st i e e s ina] bust v [darnasg e ses oo ey
prremsi e kil g rsesss The B Sgs L BT sl i e SO Do SR 10 Bl
[LEER=TEAL 0

Can the federad grvsmmmant Rarcs ms te changs my sgrirabhas] practicss dus tn Wild and Bosnis
Desiguation? fgrsliersliaciive s cpdaied s ey s pootludcugnumin, The bl ng derie
thee nuby rpulsiiry arm of g Wikl R Sormis Act, Uwder featinn T of O WAS Ast, proecis whids arr
Serberally promismd s finded, s et esiapmrni, ARD waier issed arr renesed by e ol WAS
Cammitier & the Mabansd Patk Servwer. This frvies i mesni o mastam te Ser Soving condee of dr
hwrrn, s prosec] o iy e nisfied Outssandegly B kelie Valiors {0000 o whach the tver s
drvagnmed. Oudy s mamiaies, the (rimary rieet dismoed & oot 18 iristec, of te Mimsguo & Trout
Hivers mre Tt oovimiieredl B desigiones. Thers wiw lirss jrasiile suleomes B oview 1) o prged s
i e B v et e ta ot DI, e W A A1 o (o] T] Tl eyt el b e
sibvetie efiects om OFV. i you orviee e privjasal lmed i ook fom e kol Wi Commise & i
et will eoitiie m peigosed, 5 rar e i Rl b i sdheriae oo o D8V i may
iie w plariied, Opetion B i seeded fomly et dases Typeeally lal] jim S oatngay b o
Reryp s dmdgieg or dham g prmesin ehech e k. g Db by il g an sy
Femrmter (he snbepuzeon which dall

AL A gt vk o sssed delere ow ooete e rewiemed prajsra® e moen s e sl sl

Aedetiicerualy . e wrlunran
g e plam, whac gudes the sctaniis of the WS Do Eniice seaies sy S el i msm b or
e i an bufies and the Quees mowemenis in soppen sgrcnltons| best mensgrmest practiors. md
rrenimagrs e Crommriion o ssrk in bandem. pislery e ol sdds with thees prragems end sl sdtional
Trvew nr apprintd frostirmens.

Cam tha federal grvmmmani farce landowners 1o movs becunss of Wild and Srenis Sesignation? 1h
St oy wegryl, The rmerr wiuily, Wilkd and Borne gmlaion. sl ssbeegirnl mansgrmn plannng = 8
Faptrr o [Erdert e wmurs whie oy (e gl rchis
Can riverside lanis be developed? Wikl and Scrnn s deagmniion des o) alecd gepenir lagdemyres’
ality b v o prrtwmtety i fmmde @il ihe er ooerahen.

WL e s ML ST RATLIEY

By kil remmsonn * ot i kel wRaaty ceonchnae

Rha s Btew et Dol
RIBS sty Cosrinatur, Uppes Missingied mied Towst Jtiicss, Wikl sl Scrnke Smudy
ETT o i W Mt D03, el Bevladary, VT 00447

Uppar Mslngual & o o, o

The Upper Missbsquol and Trool Rivers Wilid & Hw.-nlq: Hiver study

—_—

& That prossms o0 gty ROy weel o0 thee Napmche of Bhar bowrul s bty sty phoston Tl it
bl iy - o wwbair

& The Stmly swbles |g
ol Thst Rivets

Lol gt (thmaglh i
Tomn Vipstiog | wal ably il
-

By fuare o T it Momsimeint

R P S e —p Py m———y T 1T
e s T i (el belitn Y 11 ves e el Wi

o

# 3 walem ot ipers Mussimpurn. Frimihin ooty savladung Vrebisgh, Finesionty Falls, Ferthabire &
Wikl

& 7% anilim o e e Mhiss pus, Uolousn Uity insilnding. Ty, N Ty, Wenttiold, & Limsll

® 20 mulem of the Trous Rrvor mebuking Narksios & Nlomtyomery

Wit Wl Wikl 5 0 " higve?
 The Vs ml T rood woudd e rcoguised smong, i nshio's hest oo g on mosld by
wiasinl i S Sl dvizoustiaien Lpistneide, ol o el o woron sl i

Lsal progiost b ot bus

* Losgnenim ot asly o Mg sl [1io Ly bbivel basl on g8 spmnal buses - sgport
provets sl aahh e Pael e oten el erdurss S nrondy cutetarshing sale sleetilied by e bwad
Sy o fivw sl commmety s - phise b Wit s e

& A liwlls bepersd woh twefy oo iy il bar awtalbinslond e o i v o plessestin of S o ey
fivee W snmprmerd Fan dredopnd Sonm e Shaly by Bae Lol Dndy U omrmaBier

e W L 10
Lewdving Lnvwlved:

& Tl vl i wo by N ORI GLE, et Ao st pach s the Dt st s

I rp-nmul- sul Gt luad e Wil ot b STt by degieicn Tow
=) Trikis wol el

& .m.-q..;-..;u_\. Sty | oo g The Sy Pners w o gpogted b Jocel ot
with rmca ey fioms B Mumsgund Frvr Bamn Soweistomn. wad it of iy o Seloct
Bomrds il e e, sl comtaram wilh officil sppontes fom feer ke md vlages

& Heviers oui apormeng weberia’y Mossgrsers Mo The Sugly Comiion 10 piodaciog
ipcmmanrleh v v bocal mSonm sviates] ke et massgrmnst el pretsction. This plas will be-oprs
For public review sl comemant m the Sl of 2003

w  For moe s anon plissy contsct o kacal repressmesnes o Shans Stewa D e § ey
Crordumibor @ B W00, of infilviee g

WWW AT e Phemsr e e feverse shide Thr e lmlh ——s
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Newspaper articles published in local papers during the Study.

Federal Designation Sought for Missisquod & Troot Rivers | Newpon Daily Express Page | of 2

i - SN LAY D% aTuAN S LEENIYILES SN L S TICNS D

xrhecl - mbarie  wdvan  phoo frmn

Federal Designation Sought for Missisquol & Trout
Rivers

B
Sl 33, 33 b .
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[ sy
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& Oiwiey (Farea Licoms
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drmguabed rvder Bsh Yk and Scare Miear Acl, naited by
Congress n | 84

2w s)rain ] CONGRRT waOT appeinnale Rndshe proarty e
T T N T A T W W e
et PR 1 B opd Mitiscpsl s Troud Meery
Troesm Feevi o mdel aronnl fs e 1000, 000 aneemily

Dsignabon of T Bnd st ol deprive ooy o prvae
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Sclence and Nature

Itivgf Study Committee Educates Paddlers On The Missisquoi
On July 7, the upper Missisquol and Trout Rivers Wilkd and Scenic Study
Committes organized a paddle on the Missisquoi River from Loop Road in
" Westfield to the old Bakers Falls Dam in Troy being revitalized by the Chases.
Tuesday, July 24, 2012

If you live here in Franklin or Orleans County you know that we are blessed with amazing rivers, two of
which are under study for designation naticnally as Wikd and Scenic rivers. On Saturday, the upper
Mizsisquei and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Committes arganited a paddle on the Missisquaold
River from Loop Road in Wastfield to the old Bakers Falls Dam in Troy being revitalized by the Chases.
Eighteen folks met at Couture's Maple Shop in Westfield. What a wonderful day! Much of this siretch
of the Missisquoi is bordered by silver magle trees which provide welcome shade and cooling for both
the paddiers and the trout! We were greeted by mergansers which have toothy edges to help them
hald ente fish. We saw them with young which the mother protects. Young common mergansers are
not fed by the mother; they eat insects, called aguatic macralnvertebrates, until they are ald enough to
eat fish. We also saw abony and river jrwebwing damselflies, Damselflss are predators which eat
insects such as flies and mosquitoes. Dragonflies and damselflies are important in the riverine food
web. They have an extendable jaw, called a prehenside labium, which they shoot out to snag peey. This
physiclogical feature was reportedly the inspiration for the aliens in the Alien mowie franchise. Our
sixteen boats floated quietly down the Missisquol, three with passengers paddling the Missisquoi for the
first time. IF you would like to be along for our next paddie please see our website (wew vtwsrong] for
details. This paddie will likely be in early fall as a deanup in conjunction with the Missisquoi River Basin
Aszociation. Our website also contains information about the Wild and Scenic Study Committes
manthly meetings held the 3 Thursday of each month at 7pm in varying locations i Franklin and
Orleans Counties. All are welcome to attend. Our committee is made up of representatives from towns
and villages in the study area, though we are still looking for appointees from Berkshire and Jay. The
recommendations of the Study Committee and our voluntary management plan will go to vote at Town
Meeting in March 2013 in the towns and villages in cur study area. Later this year, in preparation for
this vote, our draft management plan will be available on our wehsite for public comment. Please
contact our Study Coordinator for details at info@viwsr.org.
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Work Days in the Barton Chronicle

ke e e T BT

the Chronicle

VERMONT'S NORTHEAST KINGDOM PAST AND PRESENT

THIS WEEK'S HEADLINES

15-pound buck... Mewport Ciky Iﬂers would ban pot dispansary...

Weather for Barton Area ‘ Vermaont's

pepert i |£9%) NORTH COUNTRY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
o i L | -y “On the shares of beautiful Lake Memphremagog”

MNext —

VIORK DAY: TREE PLANTING

DateTime Mszp Unzvailable
Date(=} - 11/08/2012
1:00 pm - 3:00 pm

Category(ies) No Categories

to plant tress for streambank stabilization at I-I:rc:)r Farm=tead in I-‘-cntgcmery. No
experience required. Any time you can participate would help, Pleaze provide your
own refreshments and, if possible, a =hovel and a bucket. Waterproof footwear
recommended. For directions and more information, call (802) 933-5009 or e-mail

mrbai@pzhift.com

http:/fbartonchronicle.com/eventsfwork-day-tree-planting/
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THIS WEEK'S HEADLINES L

YOUR &ty bethany e
irectory

Weather for Barton Area

Nexnt —

Click

Tt the

ONLINE
EDITION

WORK DAY: TREE PLANTING IN N, TROY %

DateiTime Map Unavailable l -
Date(=) - 11/08/2012 E

1.00 prer - 3:00 pm VERMONT'S
NORTHEAST

. KINGDOM
Category(ies)

m Enviror

On Friday, November 8, from 1 to 3 p.m., a work day will be held for volunteers to

plant trees for streambank stakilization at Chaput Farm in Morth Trov. No
experience required. Any time you can participate would help. Please provide your

own refreshments and, if pessible, a shovel and a bucket. Waterproof footwear

recommended. For directions and more information, call (802) §33-8005 or e-mail
mrbai@pshift. com.

http://bartonchronide.com/events/work-day-tre e-planting-in-n-troy/
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WILD AND SCENIC GROUP GOES AFLOAT

By Shana Stewart Deeds,
Study Coordinator

Do you enjoy paddling along
the Missisquoi River? Whether
it is your first canoe or kayak trip
or you are an experienced paddier,
please consider joining members
of the Wild and Scenic Study
Committee for a paddle along the
Missisquoi River. Ournext paddle
is on Sunday, July 31stat 10 a.m,
We will meet at Couture’s Maple
Shop in Westfield to finalize boat
logistics, and then paddle from the
Loop Road in Westfield to Troy.
Boaters are welcome to join us
for an informal picnic following
the paddle in North Troy. Please
contact Shana Stewant Deeds,
the Sudy Coordinator, or check
our website for details if you are
interested in joining us - she will
need an estimate of how many
will attend, and whether you need

WATER
MATTERS

Ediror’s note: This is another
a periodic series of reports from
velunteers and staff of the variows
arganizations that monitor and
wark to improve Franklin Counry
watter quality in our lakes, rivers,
ponds and streams

At our last paddle on o beautiful
day in June, 11 canoers nnd
kayakers set out to explore the
stretch of the Missisquoi River
from Lowell to the Loop Road
in Westfield. We had wonderful
weather  for our paddle, and
enjoyed beautiful bedrock

high after all of the min we had
this spring. This trek was one
of the outings organized by the
Study Committee for the Upper
Missisquoi  and  Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Study,  Study
Committee members are available
at these paddles to discuss any
questions you may have about our
study.

Our Wild and Scenic Study
Committee  is  continuing 1o
work o (dentify what makes
the  Missisquol  and  Trout
Rivers special, and whether
designation s desired by the
ten towns in the study area. The
Study Committee is comprised
of partner organizations, and
official appointees  from  each
town or village in the study area
(Berkshire, Town of Enosburgh,
Village of Enosburg Falls, Jay,
Lowell, Montgomery, Village of

and the Town of Troy).

. P,-mupnle in our photo contest

The foll g are possible wa
in which you may get involved!

* Become a committee appointee
from Berkshire, Enosburg Falls,
or Jay

* Sign up to be on our mailing
list (infolat]vtwsr[dotjorg; 802-
393-0076) — we do not share your
contact information

* Check out our website www.
viwsrorg for meeting and event
information, agendas, minutes,
and more

* Join and paricipate in the
dialogs on our blogs: hitp/{viwsr.
blopspot.com/ and hitp://vtorys.
blogspot.com/

* Join uws for our Sdy
Committee Meetings on the 3nd
Thursduy of each month at Tpim

* Read our newsletter on the
‘Resources’ page of our website,
or pick up copies in each of the ten

is on our website or
can be mailed o you

* Visit our booth at the Jay
Summerfest August 13th, and
MRBEA's Riverfestin Montgomery
on August 27th

Help us celebrate these rivers
by letting us know what YOU feel
are the outstanding resources of
the Lipper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers. For example:

-What areas of these rivers
provide outstanding  recreational
opportunities?

-What river locations were
important to Native Americans,

early Europeans, loggers or
farmers?
~What natural expanses of

the river are specinl because of
their scenic qualities, or wildlife
habitat?

We hope o hear from you!

outcrops, and lunch on a little

o boat. beach. The water was still very ~North Troy, Richford, Westfield, towns info@ viwsr.org; 802-393-0076

VOTE YES FOR WILD AND S

INIC ON THE UPPER MISSISQUOI AND TROUT RIVERS

On Town Meeting Day this year, the towns of this often forgotten region of Vermont will have a unique chance to
recognize one of our region’s best assets: the opportunity is to vote YES to ask the United States Congress to
recognize the upper Missisquoi (above Enosburg Falls) and Trout Rivers by designating these two rivers as
nationally recognized Wild and Scenic Rivers.

LET IT BE KNOWN THAT THE FOLLOWING STATES ALREADY HAVE WILDD AND SCENIC RIVERS,
WHILE VERMONT HAS NOT A SINGLE ONE: New Jersey (4), Massachusetts (3), New Hampshire (2),
Connecticut (2), Rhode Island, New York and Maine (1),

11 the 1owns vole 1o -<==i\ recognition by voting ves on town meeting day, the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
T include these rivers in the national list of partnership Wild and Scenic

5. Our congressional representati Senators Leahy and Sanders, and Representative Welch will need 10
introduce bills in both the U.S. House and Senate, get them passed, and then the President will need to sign it into
law, This obviously is not an ovemight endeavor, and could take yvears,

If the towns vote yes, and Congress decides to recognize the unique and special qualities of our rivers, then what
happens? If our rivers become n ally recognized as Wild and Scenic Rivers this gives us bragging rights, and
recognition. The National Park Service is then obligated to help the local, Selectboard appointed Wild and Scenic
Committ intain, or even the ¢ ling qualities of the rivers for which they were du‘:g,rulud

Federal funds and technical expertise are provided for o river related projects that e ity sces as benefi

NO. There will be a local commitice formed to
ark Service’s Wild and Scenic Partnership program.

Will this create a new burcaucracy, park or government agency?
advise, direct and disb the funds all 1 by the MNational
That is it

Will it lead to a loss of the rights of land owners? NO. There are no new rules or regulations on private
landowners. Those local, state and federal laws regarding property rights that exist on the books now, are those that
would continue 1o be enforced (or not!),

What would it mean to the region if the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers were recognized by the United States
Congress as worthy of designation? 1t will lead to an increase in tourism for the local businesses if communities
take the opportunity to market that way. In addition, a yearly appropriation of funds will be allocated to help
maintain, repair and restore our rivers that we show through a YES vote at Town Meeting that we feel are worth
protecting and preserving. This currently amounts to $170,000.00 to cach of the designated parinership rivers per
vear, This money may be used as the locally designated committee sees fit with the Park Service in an advisory
capaci

If you live in the municipalities of BERKSHIRE, ENOSBURG FALLS, ENOSBURGH, LOWE
MONTGOMERY, NORTH TROY, RICHFORD, TROY or WESTFIELD please come out and \.otu There
will be an informational video, along with brochures available at town meetings. To find out more, go to the web
site (www.vtwsr.org) and check out the information available. Come to our open house at the Enosburgh
Emergency Services Building, Thursdav, February 28 from S-6pm with questions. You may also go to the National
Park Service's web site (www.rivers.gov) and check out their information on the Wild and Scenic Partnership
program.

Sincerely,
John Linle
Resident of Montgomery and long-time paddler and science
educator
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Newsletter publications from local organizations.

Missisquol River Basin Association

— Watershed Update

Fall 2002

River Festival 2012
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Outreach Events.

CONSERVATION COMMISSION GATHERING
OCTOBER 13" 2012
MONTGOMERY CENTER VERMONT

Enjoy good food, good people, and i opportumiy 1o network with other
Conservation Commissions and Conservation Partnerships in Northem Vermont,

Cold Hollow to Canada, hosted by the Montgomery Conservation Commission
with generous support from the Upper Missisquod and Trout River Wild and
Scenic River Study Committee would like to invite the members of your
Conservation Commission (o pol-luck dinner and social gatherg

at the Montgomery Grange Hall, Saturday October 13™ from 4-7pm
57 Main Street, Montgomery Center

An informal event where Conservation Commissions can socialize, swap ideas, and beam how
other conservation minded groups in and around norherm Vermont are incomporating imnovative
ideas in their towns and arcas,

4-Spm Introductions, brief overview from CCs on current projects and dreams for the future
5.7pm Potluck dinner and an opportunity to meet and mingle other people working towards
common goals in Northern Vermonl.

Bring a dessert or salad to share, we'll take care of the grilling!

For more information please contact Charlie Hancock at 8023262093 or
poghwoodsforestrv@gmailcom. or Nancy Patch at 802.933.2642 or panepatehdearthlinkone

Please RSV with the number of anendees by Monday Cctober 0

charliehancol@gmal.com

Scenic

= CH@
—_—
Uppar Minsiqual &

For more information on Cold Hollow 1o Canada visit our website v coldhalliniocansly ore
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Wild &
Scenic Vermont Wild & Scenic

Film Festival

/--—'-..‘__‘___‘_‘.——
Upper Missisquol &
Trout Rivers Study

Please join us for our film series:

Friday, April 20t
7:00-9:30pm
Montgomery Grange

Against the Current (18 min)

A River’s Last Breath (14 min)

The Greatest Migration (20 min)

Rivers and Tides: Andy Goldsworthy (90 min)

April 2012

-

Saturday, April 21+F,
2:00-4:30pm| &

Westfield Community Center®
WildWater (30 min)
Flathead Wild (23 min)
Chasing Water (19 min)
New England's Great River: Discovering the Connecticut (60 min)

Visit our website or contact our Coordinator for more information:

http:/ /www.vtwsr.org/ — info@vtwsr.org — 802-393-0076
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Upper Missisquoi &
Trout Rivers Wild and
Scenic Study

Wild & Scenic Month: June 2012

Please see our website or contact our Coordinator for complete details

Sun Men Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat
May 17th— July—Orleans Possibly - 1 2 Paddle (cleanup
Bugworks with Let's Go Fish- Orleans VINS w/ MRBA| 9-3;
Sara Caldwell's ing presentation at Montgomery
class in Mont- Lowell Grange VINS
gomery Graded Raptor event 1pm
! a 4 5 [ 7 8 9 VT Days June 9 &
Formone information, confact  Glean up rain 10 - free fishing and
Shana Stevart Deeds date entry to state sites -
Study Coordinatar vermontdays.com
2839 VT Route 105
East Berkshire, VT 05447 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Wildflower/
Edibles walk in
_80_2-3‘;3—0076 Richford [w/ Richford
info@viwser.ocg & Montgomery Cons.
hitp:/ fwrww vtwar org/ Commissions| 1-3 pm;
Goyne's Property
17 18 19 Tentative: 20 21 WS 22 23
Staci sets up the Committee
Wild & flume to demo. Meeting Jay
river dynamics— Community
sc.n" Montgomery Center—7pm
Rivers Pavition
— " 2 25 26 27 28 29 30 Orleans County
Upper Missisquol & Paddle with
Trout Rivers Study Montgomery

River Flume
Demonstration

Date: Tuesday, June 15™ from 5:30-7:30pm
{s2op by or coeme fos the whals presentatian)
Location: Montgomery Pavilion

Harve yivih mver wiondered how a river reacts 1o a Nlood o 1o certain
management techniques such as dredging or armaring? Come to this
engaging river model 1o see river dynamics in action.

A river flume demonstrates the natural physical processes of nivers and
streams. Staci Pomenoy, River Resource Scientist from the Agency of
Matural Resoorces, will 221 up this rver model. The type of guestions the
Mume demonsiration will show intlude how the river interacts with the
landiformrs arcund it, how rivers move acnoss their floodplain over time, and
haw river management practices affect the rver and the surmounding

lamds. W R sty Cooedinatos - Shana Sieet Do
Soesl TR VT Ruute 105, Bast Beilaboe, VT 05447
Come with your questions! e i

.3
iy ey am,r.rm?__‘.r
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Volunteers needed

to remove trash from
river banks. -
e e |

ey, June 2. 2012 |

| St = Pﬂ;l r

| . ciequoi RiVe

. . Missisquol

I Where East Bgrksh'm* VT ||

(call for meeting place)

B i

Bring your own cance/kayak, paddles,
PFD, and a picnic lunch.
Trash bags provided.

Crganzed by the Missisquol River Basin Association
and the Wild & Scenic Rivers Study Committes
28389 VT Route 105, E. Barkshire, VT 05447

Wild & JOIN US FOR A PADDLE
Scenic SATURDAY, JUNE 26™ ON THE
W‘""" MISSISQUOI FROM
Upper Missisquol &
RICHFORD TO EAST BERKSHIRE

We will meet ot Davin Park in Richford by 10am on Saturday, June 26t
Directions ([rom East Berkshire]: Head into Richford on Main Street (Route 103)
Make a left just after the bridge in Richford onto River Strect
Parking for Davie Park iz on the left abaut 1,000 feet, look for the band atand f gazabo

Please bring your own canoc/kayak, paddies, life veats, water, and o bag lunch. {Let us
know il you want to eome but don't have a boat, we may be able to accommaodate you.) You

miay also wish to bring rin gear, hats, sun gear/screen, and bug repellent i you are
senmitive,

We will stop at the confluence of the Trout and Missisquol Rivers to have our lunch,

The paddle will be approximately from 10am — Zpm. We will shuttle you back to your
weliicle in R el from our olfices in E. Berkshire where we will pull out, and enjoy cookies
and beverages if desired

There is no rain date scheduled, we will go unless the weather is dangerous. Please provide
us with a phone where we can contact yeu Fri pm,/Sat am if we need to call off the paddle
due to inclement weather.

Far mare info contact
Shana Stewart
Study Coordinatar
Upper Missisquel and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study
2839 VT Route 105
East Berkshire, VT 05447
802-393-0076

bRy WS 000/

Appendix 4. Outreach & Ed. Ex. - Page 20




Appendix 4. Outreach and Education Examples

Traveling poster that went to municipality libraries, Town Clerk Offices, and

even a local transfer station.
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i por mrna

Did you know that your town
is participating in the
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Study?

MdethmuilﬂﬂnMquhmlhmll\fthlmm
stem of the rivers sider study for denkgr which |
+ 25 miles of the upper Misalsguod fram the headwaters to Canada,
= 25 miles from Richford to Enosburgh Falls, and
+ 20 miles of the Trout Rlver
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Brochure that accompanied the Annual Report and video at March 2013 Town
Meetings. Our seven minute video was shown at Town Meeting prior to the
vote on our Wild and Scenic article. Please visit

http://vimeo.com/61499764 to view the video.

Toums to Vote on
Wild and Scenic
Designation at Town
Meeting in 2013

I.I']::Fe: Missi.l.q_uc:i
and Trout Rivers
Wild mnd Scenic

River Study

=
Ther Desigration of the upger
Mlimais aril Tiomil Pisers River sectiops upder atudy for
18 nis ey e Wkl Wik awl Beenic River
ural Sirere Rivers s ooming Acskgnod inm

15 ol il U Mupedy X
2l

What does
Wild and Scenic

designation mean
for our community?

P, w bl il iills ()wse
river's anrssanding FesmETes
i offery wil| EIEY SEIEREes
b proert sasd enjoy B

The mazumgririt jilan may Te
warinmd wii uisf merimiin
e vt e aiiial i el =

of the Seiily e sl

Wild &

Hawe
Uhjrpeew Mlimsnciod amsd Troit Hiwers Rivers
Wil sl Sov Baver Siaaly —
N VT Upprr Mimsdaapesl &
Trowl Rivers Stwlly

wearv vhwar.org
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Blvers Wild and Soenks Btudy
Manage st Flas

TR [ RSE— - S—
© i il kel sty

R ST Qe P e— What Designation Doss

(]

= e
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s gl il [t Latls aied st =
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Save the Date for a typical meeting (published in newspapers and sent to the
Study Committee mailing list, in addition to being posted on the website).

Minutes and agendas were also available.

SAVE THE DATE
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild & Scenic Study Committee Meeting
Thursday, January 17, 2013 at 7pm (third Thursday of each month)

Town Public Safety Building (attached to the library)
Montgomery Center, VT 0547 1

Agenda to follow: Please send Shana ideas to discuss in onder to prepare for
the upcoming Town Meeting. What concerns have been raised, and will likely
be raised at the Town Meeting vote discussion? This will be the meeting’s
focus.

More Info:  Shana Stewart Deeds VTSRO = Wil + Bconie Frver Sy | Upper Misisgeo FOver + TTom ROVer, Vel Page | ol 1
Study Coordinator

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic Study
2839 VT Route 105

East Berkshire, VI' 05447 a -
B
802-393-0076 [~ “ g |

infofviwsr.org e g 0

e e T e e e

L — J L — ]
A A, et M e
...‘.i‘.:._—.:::::.-

C———— 1

o A
= e

|| p— I
e
i

[ i |

SILT S ST s =

——————— ety

e e e
_____ ; e

o e e R TN e PP BRI R
ok -
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Town Meeting Schedule, March 2013.
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012 2013
Jan Feb Mar Apr May RE Ll Aug Sep art Moy Dec lan Feb Mar Apnl May Juns
b sure to check o see i Berme SJune 2« Montgomery (EESFRERkIn Co Feld Days - gre Flyer in fosm repors
develop RFP for exosystem restor apply for grant - Town mitgs night before
MREA rrtq to presirs qualty tians and get ferdback TOWN MEETING DAY
TEWN MEETING Diay B ATER Gl F e Weestfeld Open House

nozburgh Selectbaand Mesting
Quebec Paddle w MREA
Imiat WiehiReed SimmsGIS NRCS. Rodger Rairville UYM field thals - sent rmatenials
USEAUESHV TC masting with Mark Higley
Jay Summerfest - Dianne will man table

BRER S electboard rrag (8 present » me)
Lenwell Sele cthoard mig (me. Mark, Jelf)
TSI ACEmmitteeMig Loved Town Hall | el o S 11151 FCanrttes M1y (R e et 0E1512
02181 2CEmmitteoMtg Enos Libra ey B7ER= 0616 Wildflower) £ s 081 BIZCBMmitte sMtgTray )
D51 TI2CommiteeMigBerishire_ LENIBANE Edunty Far - Sarah Damsel wil take materiats, JOTTRT3CamAte ety
- O EE e e My | 04181 3CarmerittesMig
D11 ICamteeMigWestfiel  ARDEeSented 1o CneStaci sate 0718 E2CaMM
il feses Mantgomery Ty
(il st Wesmeid  BEZTIZCaMmmiseMig.Iay

{1}
W13 7 T aCemmineeMig

outreach

Meetwilhi Syhvia Jemsen (and met Brendan ¢
Mis=isnuai Rivertest
R 1 R et rogether 530-T30 talked to LT falks

\JBHR BrEgErt= sout WMid and Scenic atthe Lake Champlan Intl medg

Drleans County Paddle with Montgamery Adventures, fror Loop Rd in Westfield t the Chase Darm - 18 agended

Appendix 4. Outreach & Ed. Ex. - Page 24




Appendix 4. Outreach and Education Examples

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study Community Vision
for the Rivers.

ScenicBeauty— I“““"" e
2y . ImprovedAccess
WaterQuality P
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One of two placemats designed and distributed to local eateries.

Did you know that your town is r}m’ cipating in the
Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic Study?

o L TveR B EA chily
fomgn e e e luwteest
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Appendix 5. Hydroelectric Projects

Dams and Hydroelectric Power Facilities, Missisquoi River, Vermont

Camanln

Fichford

H'.Idm&hél.ric Dranf
408 foot ¢xclusion

4.7 mile exclusion
Enasburg Falls Dam
Enosburgh ||

Montgomery

Wild &
Vermont Wild and Scenic Rivers Map Scenlc
Proposed Designation Boundaries Rivers

'_._,..--'_‘--._____.___,..-r'
= Llpper Missisquoi and Troul Rivers Eligible and Suitable Upper Missisgual &
Trout Rbeers Study

Belvidere
| ; - :

Bakersfield
VT3

L ) |
Many

— Hydroelectric Project Exclusion Areas
Lowell - Additional Segment s Elgible, Suitable Pending Local Support 3.8 mi
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Troy hydroelectric facilities.

Canails

?‘-—-—__

Westfield

Vermont Wild and Scenic Rivers Map
Proposed Designation Boundaries

Rivers

—_——
= LUpper Missisgquod and Troul Rivers Eligible and Suitable Wppar binzigquol &)
Trout Rivers Study
E Dams i
e
— Hytroelectiic Project Exchusion Areas M

Lowell - Additional Segmant is Eligible, Sullable Pending Local Suppon 3.8 mi

The Troy Hydroelectric project in Troy on the
Missisquoi River makes 0.27 miles (1408 feet) of the
Missisquoi River ineligible due to lack of free-flowing
character. This facility has not operated since 1998.
The project received from the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) an exemption (FERC
Project Number P-13381). As of October 2012, work
is underway on the civil works to restart the project.
The NPS and Study Committee have already indicated
to FERC in writing that this project (including the
project lands owned by the Chase family) would be
excluded from the designated area, and that its
proposed operation as a run-of-river facility will not
have an adverse impact to potential Wild and Scenic
River areas upstream or down.

Qpendix 5. Hydroelectric Projects - Page 2

Troy Hydroelectric, Troy, VT - Missisquoi River

Proposed legislation proposes designation of the: 20.5-mile segment of the
Missisquoi River from the Lowell/Westfield town line to the Canadian border in
North Troy, excluding the property and project boundary of the Troy and North

The upstream influence of this dam, according to the
State of Vermont Section 401s Water Quality
Certificate, is 2,100 feet. It was determined that this
entire upstream influence need not be excluded from
proposed designation because it does not impact the
free-flowing character of this section of the river, nor
does it inundate the land or create a reservoir. The
riverine appearance and only slight rising of the stage
of the river are acceptable under the Recreational
classification. Note: As of October 14, 2013 the
exemption on this project was transferred from
Johnathan and Jayne Chase (Exemptees) of Troy
Hydroelectric Project to Johathan Chase (President) of
Troy Mills Hydroelectric Inc.

Figure 1. The numbers in the figure above indicate parcel
numbers from the digital landowner parcel data from Troy,
Vermont. The green line indicates the 1408 feet used to
measure the longest reach of river ineligible due to lack of
free-flowing character, and thus excluded from proposed
designation. All branches of the Missisquoi River from the
upstream property line near the bridge to the downstream

property line (parcel 21) are excluded.
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Figure 2. Exhibit G Map, Troy Hydroelectric Project, Troy, Vermont. FERC Project Number P-13381.

|CITIZENS “U—l-iIJIJES co.

 GEORGE
W.

RUMERY

NO. 889

BN T s et

RUMERY LAND SURVEYS
CITY OF NEWPORT, VT B02-334-2266

Figure 3. Rumery Land Surveys Map, Troy Hydroelectric Project, Troy, Vermont.
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North Troy Hydroelectric Project, North Troy, VT - Missisquoi River

Proposed legislation proposes designation of the: 20.5-mile segment of the

Missisquoi River from the Lowell/Westfield town line to the Canadian border in

North Troy, excluding the property and project boundary of the Troy and North

Troy hydroelectric facilities.

Camada

Ti dyoelectric Dam
:’Ir?l 8 foat exclus

m Dams

s
— Hydroabaciic Project Exchsion Areas e i

Lowell - Additicnal Segmend is Eligible, Swilable Pending Local Support 3,8 mi

Westfield s | /
& f .
J_{‘.‘-‘ II ."'lr
2 | f
: |/
T Wild &
Vermont Wild and Scenic Rivers Map Scenl)
Proposed Designation Boundaries Rivers
i Ty
= Upper Missisquai and Traut Rivers Eligible and Suitable Upper Minnivguol &)
Troat Rivers Stusdy

The North Troy Project (formerly Missisquoi River
Technologies) on the Missisquoi River in the Village of
North Troy makes 0.11miles (585 feet) of the
Missisquoi River ineligible due to lack of free-flowing
character. This facility is not-operating and has a FERC
exemption (FERC P-10172) issued in 1989. The project
was acquired by Missisquoi River Hydro, LLC, and the
new owners are actively seeking to renew operations
at the time of this Report. Designation would have no
effect on the existing FERC exemption for this facility.

Hilton Dier Ill is the Managing Partner for Missisquoi
River Hydro at the time of this Report. This project is
between Route 105 and the railroad bridge in North

Qpendix 5. Hydroelectric Projects - Page 4

Troy. The dam and intake are just downstream from
the highway bridge, and their discharge is just
upstream of the railroad bridge. They own plots 060,
017.1, and 016 in the figure below.

The upstream influence of this dam, according to the
State of Vermont Section 401s Water Quality
Certificate, is 8,000 feet. It was determined that this
entire upstream influence need not be excluded from
proposed designation because it does not impact the
free-flowing character of this section of the river, nor
does it inundate the land or create a reservoir.

el

wr [

WL
- ()
. E— T
- Morih Troy Exchusion from Proposed Designation

i 1 [
- % B
= i — e Uy g o ey agi g S
| aur TN ey e —

Figure 4. The numbers in the figure above indicate parcel
numbers from the digital landowner parcel data from
North Troy, Vermont. The yellow line indicates the 585
foot river reach ineligible for designation due to lack of
free-flowing character, and thus excluded from proposed
designation. The Missisquoi River adjacent to parcel

numbers 060, 017.1 and 016, owned by the North Troy

Project, is excluded from proposed designation.
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Exhibit B, North Troy Hydroelectric Project, North Troy, Vermont. FERC Project

Number P-10172 .

SCNTHOTROY HVDROPOER PROIFECT

gencral location of the Project is shown by Figure B-i pre-

The
pared on a U.5.G.5. topographic map.

a drawing siwwing Frojece features in relation to
Statd Ruwis 165, and in the Town of Nert®: Trey.

‘The Appiicant has an option to purchase all lands occupfed by the
prupused Froject. Uhe lands included are on both sides of the Missis—
quoi River from State Route 105 bridge downstream approximately 330 FIGURE §-2
feet to a railroad trestle creossing tha river. The Applicant will / HORIH TROY HYDRO PROJECT
ecxercise this purchase option Immediately upon issvance of the Exenp- /f PROJECT BOUNDARY
sing by the Federa! Energy Regulatory Cessission. The s AXD f
FOJECT FEATURES
{Note: All Project Fen-

tion Fron Li
de fnclud
within the Project boundary.
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4. PROJEC
A proposed Project boundary is shown on Figure B-2. The proposed
Project boundary coincides with zhe bLoundary of the lands of the pro-
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Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility - Missisquoi River, Vermont

Proposed legislation proposes designation of the: 14.6-mile segment of the

Missisquoi River from the Canadian border in Richford to the upstream project

boundary of the Enosburg Falls hydroelectric facility in Sampsonwville.

Lamnda

Richford

Enasbung Falls Dam 4.7 mile rxr!|||su'm1.

| Enosburgh | s
r | o
i B | Montgomery
| - | l
|
— ——-—r_l Wild &
Vermont Wild and Scenic Rivers Map VTM
Proposed Designation Boundaries Rivers

e
— Uprper Missisquol and Trout Rivers. Elgable and Suitabls Upper Minslaguol &

Moo Tt v ey

— Hydroeleciie Projec Exchision Arees L
Lowell - Additional Segment is Elgible, Suitablke Panding Local Support 3.8 mi

The Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility (also known
as the Kendall Plant) on the Missisquoi River is
operating and licensed by FERC (FERC P-2905, license
expires 2023). The river segment in the immediate
vicinity of this project are found ineligible for
designation due to the lack of free-flowing character.
An additional 4.7 mile segment contained within the
project boundary of this hydroelectric facility is found
eligible for designation based on the free-flowing
character.

Proposed designation stops at the Route 108 crossing
in Enosburg Falls just upstream of the property

Qpendix 5. Hydroelectric Projects - Page 6

boundary of the hydroelectric facility. All the
property boundaries are below the right of way for
Route 108; however, the project boundary is upstream
of this bridge in Sampsonville. Proposed designation
would end on the upstream side of the project
boundary, 14.6 miles from the Canadian border. The
upstream influence of this dam, according to the State
of Vermont Section 401s Water Quality Certificate, is
4.3 miles.

Proposed designation stops at the project boundary of
the Enosburg Falls hydroelectric facility to remain
consistent with excluding the project boundaries of
hydroelectric facilities in the area potentially
designated. The free-flowing character of an
additional lowermost 4.7 miles of this segment of
Missisquoi River remains despite the inclusion this
section in the FERC project boundary of the Enosburg
Falls Hydroelectric Project. Should the project
boundary ever be reduced, the section of the
Missisquoi up to the Route 108 bridge (19.3 miles total
from the Canadian border) would be both eligible and
suitable for designation.
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Berkshire

Enosburgh

Enosburgh/Enocsburg Falls Exclusion from Proposed Designation

a Enasburgh Falls Hydroekaciric
— | fppat Wissisguol and Teeut Rivers Elgible and Sufabis

EnasburghEnatbiung Falls Mol Elgibls and Sutable

Enasbirgh

— |t Mgl and T Favers Elgible and Euftable

EncateargivErosturg Falls Mot Ebgibie and Sutabie

-

Figure 5 & 6. The numbers in the figure above indicate parcel numbers from the digital landowner parcel data from
Enosburgh and Enosburg Falls, Vermont. The yellow line indicates the 4.7 mile river reach ineligible for designation due to
Appendix 5. Hydroelectric Projects - Page 7

its inclusion in the FERC Project boundary. Suitability
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Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility - Missisquoi River, Vermont

FERC Project Boundary (digitized in red).
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Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility - Missisquoi River, Vermont

FERC Project Number P-2905.

B P
SITE PLAN -
¢ SEET
EXHIBIT & N2
VILLAGE of ENOSBURG FALLS HYDROELECTRIC
PROJECT

VILLAGE of ENOSBURG FALLS, VERMONT
|FERC No. 2905-VT ;

SCALE: AS SHOWN Infuagy 16a3

THIS DRAWING IS A PART OF THE ASPLICATION FOR LICENSE MADE
8Y THE UNDERSIGHED THIS ZOHH DAy OF JAMUARY, 1882

VILLAGE OF ENOSBURG, VERMONT
X ; PROJECT MAPS

5 8 D RUBIO
£ MANAGER
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Troy Hydroelectric, Troy, VT - Missisquoi River

Official Study Committee Letter to FERC, July 16, 2010.

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic River Study Advisory Committee

July 16, 2010
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

Kimberley Bose. Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street N.E.

Washington, DC 20426

Troy Hydroelectric Project FERC P-13381

Position of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic River Study
Advisory Committee in support of the Troy Hydroelectric Project and Expedited
Treatment as requested by Applicant

Dear Secretary Bose,

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic River Study Advisory Committee
(Commitiee) is an informal advisory body convened by the National Park Service to advise and
assist in the conduct of the Wild and Scenic River Study of the upper Missisquoi and Trout
Rivers. Our Committee represents the ten communities included in the study area, as well as the
Missisquoi River Basin Association and key state and regional agencies.

At our regular monthly meetings, we have twice had presentations and discussions concerning
the proposed re-activation of the Troy Hydroelectric facility. Prior to our meeting July 15 the
applicant (Jayne and Jonathan Chase) hosted a site visit which many of our members attended.
And. as an agenda item the Committee unanimously passed a motion in support of the National
Park Service’s letter to FERC dated May 7. 2010 and in support of the proposed. expedited re-
activation of the Troy Hyvdroelectric facility. As such. it is specifically our intent to recommend
exclusion of the land and waters associated with the Troy Hydroelectric Project (project
boundary) from any eventual river segments recommended for inclusion in the Wild and Scenic
Rivers System.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Jacques Couture

Chairman, Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers
Wild and Scenic River Study Advisory Committee
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Troy Hydroelectric, Troy, VT - Missisquoi River

NPS Letter to FERC, May 7, 2010.

United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Boston, Massachusetis 02109-3572
IN REPLY REFER TO:

May 7, 2010

Kimberly Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE.

Washington, DC 20426

Troy Hydroelectric Project, FERC Project Number 13381-000

Dear Secretary Bose:

The National Park Service recently A work on a 1ly avthorized Wild and
Secenic River Study of the Missisquoi and Trout Rivers in Vermont. Public Law 111-11 (March 30,

2009) identified two segments of the Missisquoi River and the entire length of its tributary the Trout
River for study. The two Missisquoi segments are;

The approxi ly 25-mile of the upper Missisquoi from
its headwaters in Lowell to the Canadian border in North Troy

The app Iy 25-mile from the Canadian
border in East Richford to Enosburg Falls

The National Park Service commenced work on the Study in the Fall of 2009, with the formation of a
locally-based advisory committee, the hiring of project staff and related activities. The NPS expects
to complete its study and provide a Study Report to Congress by October of 2012,

Troy Hydroeleetrie Project

Upon commencement of Study activities, the NPS was made aware that Jonathan and Jane Chase had
applied for (February 2009) and been granted (N ber 4, 2009) a Preliminary Permit to study re-
activation of the Baker's Falls Hydroelectric Project in Troy, VT, This site is within the headwaters
segment of the Missisquoi River included for Wild and Scenic River Study in PL 111-11. At this

As a part of the Chase’s participation in the Study they have made presentations to the Study
Advisory Committee related to their project proposal, and have requested that the NPS expedite
review of their proposal in relation to the Wild and Scenic River potential of the Missisquoi River.

To this end we have reviewed the project in the context of the Chase’s Initial Consultation Document

(January 2010) and have coordinated with the US Fish and Wildlife Service, which has separately
filed comments with the applicant on the ICD.

The appllca.nl proposes to re-activate the Baker's Falls H}droelecmc Project in Troy, VT, which was

or the
and that the studies and investigations related thereto would be a useful complement to the Wild and
Scenic River Study. The Chase's have since participated on a regular basis the in the Wild and
Scenic River Study and the monthly meetings of the Study Advisory Committee.

time the NPS informed the Chases that we had no ok to the i Preli

y Permit,

ly owned and operated by Citizens Utilities Comy A ding to the appli these
faﬂhllcs generated power at the site until a flood in 1998 jered the fac:hty P All major
project works necessary for hydroelectric generation have existed at the site for many decades and
continue to exist at the site at this time, including dam, water conduit, powerhouse, transmission
lines, and associated infrastructure. The applicant proposes to a rehabilitate and upgrade the site and
project works and return the site to active hydroelectric generation as a FERC authorized facility
(Exemption is being sought).

NPS Determinations Under the Wild and Scenic River Study

Standard of Review The NPS believes the proposed Troy Hydroelectric Facility is most appropriately
reviewed as an existing hydroelectric facility under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. All major
project works exist at the site, including dam, water conduit, powerhouse, transmission lines, and
associated facilities. Some rehabilitation of existing facilities is envisioned by the applicant,
including the potential to replace the existing turbine with a new, more efficient one. For Wild and
Scenic River review purposes, this situation is akin to the relicensing of an existing hydroelectric
facility, with the principal question before FERC not whether the project should be constructed but
how the project should be operated. Therefore, while the first clause of Section 7b of the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act temporarily prevents FERC from licensing the construction of new project works
on a congressionally authorized study segment, the NPS is reviewing the Troy Hydroelectric
Proposal under the review standard of the second clause of Section 7b of the Act which states, *...no
department or agency of the United States shall assist by loan, grant, license, or otherwise in the
construction of any water resources project that would have a dircct and adverse effect on the values
for which such river might be designated, as determined by the Secretary responsible for its study or
approval —". Such review is required for any federally assisted water resource development project
with the potential to alter free-flowing conditions within a congressionally authorized study segment.

Values under Consideration for Potential Wild and Scenie River Designation

Free-Flow The NPS has concluded, in consultation with our Study Advisory Committee, that the
project infrastructure currently existing at the Baker's Falls site (including dam, reservoir,
powerhouse, transmission lines and other project works) create a pre-existing impact to the free-
flowing within the i diate project area that will likely result in a recommendation 1o
exclude the project area from potential Wild and Scenic designation. This absence of free-flowing
character as defined in the Wild and Seenie Rivers Act includes the entire area proposed by the
Chase’s for inclusion in the Troy Hydroelectric Facility project boundary.
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There are, however, substantial free-flowing river areas both upstream and downstream of the Baker's
Falls site that have potential for Wild and Scenic River designation. Given this situation, the NPS
could not support project conditions that would allow for the raising of the existing dam’s height
(addition of flashboards), since such action would inundate presently free-flowing river areas.
Similarly, the NPS can only support instantaneous run-of-river operations since any other operational
scheme would almost certainly constitute an adverse impact to downstream free-flowing conditions.

The Chase’s ICD is supportive of the project constraints noted above, as they are not proposing to
raise the height of the dam through flashboards or otherwise, and are specifically proposing to operate
the Troy Hydroelectric Facility in an instantaneous run-of-river manner.

Impacts to Potential Outstandingly Remarkable Values

The NPS is in the beginning stages of identifying and assessing potential outstandingly remarkable
values that may warrant recognition and protection on the two segments of the Missiquoi. While
such values have not been firmly identified, without doubt, the most important factor related to the
proposed development is the preservation of free-flowing character as noted above.

Additional resource values under investigations include: fish and wildlife values; scenic and geologic
resources including falls and gorges; recreational fishing (notably Brown Trout): recreational boating
(canoeing); and historic and archaeological values. Features of particular note on headwaters segment
of the Missisquoi (where the proposed project is located) include numerous gorges and waterfalls
with significance as geologic resources and as recreational attractions. The applicant has documented
some of these in their Appendix C Resource Reports. Trout fishing is also a popular activity and
could contribute to Wild and Scenic River eligibility. We do not believe that operation of the project
as presently proposed would have any negative impact upon such resources.

The applicant notes that, due to multiple impassible Falls in the vicinity, that little recreational
boating occurs in the project vicinity, and any such users would necessarily portage the Bakers Falls
site in any case, Similarly, fish passage through the project area would have been blocked by the
presence of the Falls whether in a natural condition or given the pre-existing dam presently at the site.
To this end we conclude that human and fish movement through the project area is essentially
unaffected by the proposed operation of the Troy Hydroelectric Facility.

Areas downstream of the Baker’s Falls project area are potentially impacted by stream flow and water
quality issues. However, we are satisfied that instantaneous run-of-river operation will avoid
potential flow related downstream impacts. Additionally, we are satisfied that water quality issues
are being successfully addressed through the appropriate state and federal resource agencies.

Conclusions

In consideration of the above analysis, the NPS specifically supports instantaneous run-of-river
operation for the proposed facility, as proposed by the applicant. We additionally support the broader
set of Preliminary Terms and Conditions contained in the US Fish and Wildlife Service’s letter dated
April 15, 2010,

Based upon these findings, the National Park Service has no objection under the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act to the FERC’s continued processing of Jonathan and Jayne Chase’s proposed re-activation
of the Baker’s Falls (now Troy Hydroelectric) facility, nor to the expedited treatment requested by the
Chase’s. We will continue to coordinate with the Chases, the US Fish and Wildlife Service and local
and state partners as this project moves forward.

If you have any questions related to this letter or need additional information, please contact me at
your convenience.

Sincerely,
[T
ie Fosburgh
rtheast Region Rivers Program
New England Team Leader
(617) 223-5191

Jamie_fosburgh@nps.gov
Copy:

Jonathan and Jayne Chase
Jacques Couture, Chair, Wild and Scenic River Study Advisory Committee
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Troy Hydroelectric, Troy, VT - Missisquoi River
NPS Letter to FERC, June 22, 2011.

+
United States Department of the Interior —
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY The Service's Seplember 2, 2010, letter contained preliminary terms and conditions for the Troy
Office of Envin il Podicy and R'S‘ru::"éi Hydropower Project. To date, the Applicants {Jonathan and Joyne Chass) have provided ne
= ‘40! A\Il;vn; ;.‘.m.:, _l'gm, objections 1o the drafl conditons.
Boston, Massachusctis 02110.333

RESPOM

O COMMENTS

FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES

June 22, 2011 The proposed project would be locaied o the Missisquoi River. Tn the vicinity of the proposed
project, the Missisquoi River suppons an extensive coldwater fishery, including brook, brown
9043.1 and rinbow trout, white sucker, tessellated darter, nnd mimnow specics. In addition, the Vermont
ER 11465 Fish and Wildlife Dep stocks the M: quoi Raver downst of the dam with brown
trout and stocks tributnries upstream of the Rakers Falls Dam with brook trout

Kunberly 1. Bose, Secretury

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Currently, there are no migratory fish species present in the vicinity of the project and o active
888 First Street, N.E. migratory fish restoration program on the Missisquol River. Below we discuss fish passage in
Washingion, DC 20426 maore detail

RE: COMMENTS PUBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION

¥ Hy drocl:;ﬁcr;rnﬁ:l“iff.llc No. 'T;nb ‘:UI The Departmen, through the WPS, is curmently stodying natural, cultural and recreational

Pl ke e e resaisrces of the upper Missisjuoi River as o part of the ongaing Wikd and Scenic River Sty
PR ot e L rsaus Loy RN Alitiough the area included in the Project Boundary will not be included in the propased Wild
and Scenic River segment, the falls (upper or lower) are recognized an importam scenic and
recreational feature of the upper Missisquoi. As such, the ability of the public 1o aceess the sie
for seenic viewing, as well &5 1o poss through the site vin canoe and fishing portage, iz important

Dear Secretary Bose:

‘”“‘ USS. Dey of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Federal Energy Regulatory o the overall context of the upper Missisquod. Therefore, the Department sipponis the findings
(s Natice of Appl Ready for E | Analysis, dated and recommendations regarding public sceess snd recreation comained in he Seate of Vermon's

\'1-1}' 26, 2011, for the Troy H\dmpcmu ijocr- located on the Missisquod River in Orleans draft 401 certificate, Specifically, we support the importanee of providing o fishing and

Counry, Vermont, These d in d with provisions of the Fish and canoekayak portage trail {either in the location of the existing informal tril or at another

Wildlife Coordination Act, as unx,ndcd. the National Environmental Policy Act, a3 amended; stitable location), and developing public access 1o view the Falls, The NPS is willing to pssist

and the Federal Power Act, as amended the applicant in the design and location of both a porage trail and falls viewing area. For more

information, plense contaot Jamie Frshurgh, National Park Service, o0 617-223-5191.

CONSULTATION

IMPACTS AND ¥ ATION
The Deporiment, through its Bureaus, has actively participated in pre- and posi-filing
consultation for the subject project. The Department, directly, and through the LS. Fish and Eroject Operation
Wildlife Service (Service) and National Park Service (NPS), has submitted written comments by
letters dated September £, 2009, April 15, 2010, May 7, 2010, July 6, 2010, September 2, 2010, The Applicsnts pmpose 1o.oparts the pmjact In 4 tne paf-river inede, with infiow cqual to

These letters, which are part of the Commission®s record of these
| our concems and | reganding various
cnvirormental jswues ssoclaed with the propased project

S .‘\pril 26, 201 outflow on an instantanecus hasis. Maistaining nataral fow through the project will profect the
i existing hahitat which benefits riparian wildlife amd instresm aquatic species. Accordingly, we
suppart the Applicants’ proposal to operate in run-of-river mode, and provide herein a condition

o requine this mode of operation ot the Troy Hydropawer Project

On Septemnber 2, 2010, the Service provided preliminary terms and conditions to prevent loss of,
or damage 1o, fish and wildlife resources at this project, pursuant to 16 U.S.C, §8230 and 16
US.C. §2705(d). This letter modifies and finalizes our preliminary conditions. Pursuant 1o the
terms of the stntutes cited above, these conditions shall be included 28 terms of any exemption,

Below-Project Flows

The Applicants proposs to operate the peoject run-of-river, with inflow equal 1o outflow on =
instanteneous basis. We support the Applicants’ propoal, as it will result in stable habisat,
Benefiting the riverine assemblage in the rives below the dans

Impoundment Flassuntions

‘The Applicanss propose 1o operale the project ran-of-river, &s decribed above, eliminating
concems reganding the impact daily water level luctuations sisay have oa squalic resources
within the headpond.

[Bapans Flows

Under the proposed project configuration, there will be a bypass reach approximately 250 feet
lang. The Applicants propase to release 44 cfs, or inflow (whichever is less). at the dam 1
maintain kabitat and water quality wishin the bypass reach. The proposed dischare is based on
the miedian manthly flow for August from the nearby North Troy LS, Geological Survey Gage
04293000, prorased 1o the druinsge area at the project. We support the Applicants’ proposal, and
provide bereln 3 condition 10 require this bypass release at the Troy Hydropower Project
Trashrack Design

The Applicants propose o wtilize Osberger crossflow nsbines. This type of unit, while very
efficient o generate power, hias proven ko be quite bethal to fish, ' Research indicates that
mortalsty icreascs with size of fish I its Apeil 15, 2000, bester to the Applicanis, the Service
raised the isue of impacts tn fish entrined by this type of unit, and discussed the nood 10
mindmizse impingement and entroinment by designing the racks o be sngled, have namow
spacing, and maintsin a kw intake velocity,

In response, the Applicams propose o constroct o full-depth, angled trashrack with one-inch
clear spacing. The demensioes of the rack will resslt in n wetied area of 3t least 120 square feet,
1o ensure that approach velocities do not exceed o feet per second. These rack specifications
mucet Service design criteria for anadromous fish, and should protest most resident species from
impingement and/or entrainment. In this case, there are no snadromous specics present in the
project ares, therefore the peimary concem is protecting resident riverine species from
impirgement snd eniraisment,

The design of the propased trasheacks should physically exclude larger fish that are more ikely
0 be injured ar die from harbine entrainment. Angled racks help gudde fish away from the istake,
if velocities do not excoed their swinming capabilities. While trashracks tha fect our
anadromes design criteria should prosect many riverine fish, thene are some specics and sizcs of
fish ehat sill will be susceptible to entraimment. If future fish surveys by the Vemmont Fish and
Wiliflife Departmsers indicate a change y strictise within the project area that can
remsoaubly be attribused to entrainmeet inpingement mortality st the Troy Hydrapower Project,
these specifications may be modificd.

Liserature castiont sepportig i sesterent wers provided fo the Applcanis i & Service ener, disd
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Water Ouality

The Service's letter of Apeil 15, 2010, details the Depastment’s concerns regarding how the Troy
Hydropowes Project may impoct water quality; specifically, becsuse the majority of inflow
would pass through the project”s turbine msher than aver the spillway, dissolved cxygen (IO}
fevels could be reduced below the dam. Dus to the Inck of site-specific water qualiny
informiation, the Service requested that the Applicants conduct a pre-operational survey to
dociment existing water quakity.

Thse Applicants undertook the water quality stady in the summer of 2010, The results of the
study were provided 1o the Service on Movember 18, 2000, Based on the sty resubts, the
Service agreed with the report’s conclusion that Class B cold-water quality standards carrently
are being met ot the project site.

These pre-operational dara represent bateline conditions at the site, and will be used 10 establish
mon-degradstion standards for the project. In the event that project operations lower DO,
mitignticn measures wonbd need to he implemented s maintnin pre-project water guality
conditions.

The Applicanss bave acknowledged and agreed to perform water quality monitoring of project
operations, and 1o provide measures 1o improve river DO, il necessary, Accordingly, we provide
herein a condition that directs the Exemptee to conduct a post-operation] water quality

the dam are not drawm down for the purpose of generating power. Run-of-river operation
miny be temporanly modified if required by operating emergencics beyond the control of the
Excmptee, or for short periods upon mutual agreement between the Exemplee, the LS. Fish
el Wikdlife Service, and the Viermunt Agency of Natural Ressarces

The Exemptee shall discharge a comtinuous flow of 44 cfs, or inflow, if less, over the dam at
all times for the protection of instream habitat, water quality and aesthetics.

The Exemptee shall install trashracks that meet the following criteria: (1) have an approach
vielocity < 2.0 fps (as measured six inches in front of the racksy: (2) have clear gpacing of one
ineh or less; snd (3) extend full depth. The trashracks shall be installed and operationnl
cuncurrent with pragect stast-up, The mcks shall be required 10 be kept free of debris and
maintained o design specifications.

4. The Exempioe shall condict a post-operation water quality manitoring survey. The survey
protocol shall be sentical to the pre-operation swrvey that was conducted in the summes of
2010, and shall be developed in consultation with, and require approval by, the ULS. Fish and
Wildlife Service. Diata shall be collecied over 8 minimum of three (3) yeors, and shall be
mdtiased the first low-flow scason affer project start-up, Results of the post-operation survey.
will be compared to the pre-operation data. 1f results indicate that the project is causing
depletion of dissolved oxygen, mitigation measures muy be required (e.g., releasing
additional flow over the dom for reseration)

monitoring sarvey, in consaltation with the Service. 5, The Excmptec shall, within thres (3) months of the date of issuance of an exemption from
liensing. propere and file for approval by the U.S. Fish wnd Wildlife Service, n plan for
Monitgring Flay operation and bypass flows at the project. The plan
shall inchade a description of the mechanksms and stractures that will be used, the level of
The Applicants’ proposs] contains impoundment fluctuation limits, spillway discharges, and manual und automatic operation, the methods 10 be used for recording data on run-of-river
Ihelw-praject fhows that will need to be to ensure . The Applicants will be operation and bypass flows, an implementation schedule, and a plan for g the data
required to develop a formal plan that details the equipment, systems, eic., that will mouitoe and for imspection by the LS, Fish and Wildlife Service, the Federal Energy Regulatory
record the information needed to verify 7 with the various at Commission, and the Vermont Agency of Natural Resources.
ihe project.
6. The Exempice shall IW.DH\\"M & refill procedure whereby, during impoundment refilling
Bafill Procedurs after drawd for or emergency purposes, #% of inflow is passad
downstreain, and the headpond &s refilled on the remaining 10% of inflow o the project. This
‘The exemption application does nol conain u \I|:<cr:p|w¢| of the procedure thar will be used to refill procedure may be modified on a case-by-case hasis with the prior approval of bath the
refill the after dum dmwdown. Because the project will LS. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Viermont Agency of Natural Resources.
operate run-of-tiver and maintain & stable lmd,-mnd a refill procedire needs 1o be developed 10
ensure that flows below the project are mainiained while refilling the impoundment after 7. The Exempiee shall be responsible for , eperuting,
suthorized drawdowns. upstrearn and dawnstream fish passage facilities at this project when md’m} b, the LS, Fish
and Wildlife Service andlor the Vermont Ageney of Natuml Resources that such fishways
We require herein that the Exemptee adopt a refill procedure under which, during refilling of the are nocded. All plans and schedules associated with the design, construction, and evahuation
reservoir after dom maintenance or emergency drawdowns, the Exempice shall operate the of arry prescribed Gshwoys shall be developed by the Exemptee in consultation with, asd
project such that $0% of the inflow is released 10 the Missisquoi River downstream of the dam requine approval by, the LS. Fish and Wildlife Service. The fishways shall be operated and
il reservodr refilling is complete and rup-ol-river operation ks restored. maintained in accordance with the schedule identified by the apencies
5 T
Pussage 8 Fish and Wildlife Service in writing when the project

While there are no anadromous fiah species present in the Lake Champlain watershed, there are s
mimber of native and introduced :ll”u\hd‘ species. such s lake sturgeon, walle

{locked salmon. With th i [ the satmonids, these species historically did not ascend
tributarics beyond the fall-line {ypically marked by the ﬁrsl sel of rapids or waterfalls). The
eatadromous American eel also inhabits Lake Champlain and its tributaries, and there was a
comunereinl fishery for ecls in the lake until 1598, when it was closed due 1o 2 dramatic decline
i harvest. Becaise of the dramatic decline in young eels (elvers) retuming to the St. Lawrence
River,a m\.lum,rnmr:m was ind :ml s 2008, wherchy elvers are transplanted into the Upper
Richeliou River' and Lake Champlain.*

Presently, there are no migrtory fish in the vicinity of the project, and no active migratory fish
restortion program on the Missisquoi River.” Further, there are five dams dovnstream of the
Bakers Falls Dam that would need fish passage before it would be required at the Troy
Hydmopower Project. However, sino ihe Commission exemptions are issued in perpetil
is possible that paseage for migratory fish will be required ar some fisture date, e Service
includes n future fish passage provision in the terms and conditions it preseribes for the project

tig

As-baiils drawings should be provided 1o the Service so that we may verify the project was
constructed us proposed. We provide herein & conditbon that requires the Exemptes 1o furmish the
Service with a copy of as-built designs. We also provide berein a condition that requines the
Exempies to notify the Service in writing when the project commences operation.

MODIFIED TERMS AND CONDITIONS

Unafer Section 30(c) of the Federnl Power Act (16 U.S.C. § 823a), state and Federal fish and
wildlife agencies have the opportunity to prescribe terms and conditions for exemptions s
prevent loss of, o domage 1o fish and wiklife resowrces, and to otherwise carry out the prposes
of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

Consiztent with our responsibilities, we have determined that the following temms and conditions,
10 be included in their eniirety, shall apply 1o any exeomption which the Federal Energy
Regulsiory Commission ksswes for the Troy Hydropower Project.

1. The Exempiee shall opernte the project in an instantaneous man-of-river mode, whershy
inflow 10 the project will equal cutflow from the prject a1 sl times and water levels ahove

e i Hvers o atrains 10 spawn,
isherien, July 2009, Fisheries Trchnical Commitiee of the Lake

ic Plan for Lake Champlais
onsistent with global effores for their
|ﬂ|nh|l|u|m|" and the State”s Wildlife Action Plan denotes the Ame of Greatest Comservation
el in Lake Chspdain tributsries, noting that recomsecting these flsh with this habifst would likely be &
o their mn:-.«m survival

commences operation. Such notice shall be semt within 30 days of start-up to Supervisor,
MNew England Field Office, 70 Comepe: Street, Suite 300, Concord, New Hampshare
03301, The Exemptes shall furnish the 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Service with a set of ss-built
drawings concurrent with filing said plans with the Federnl Energy Regulatory Commission.

9. The Exemptes shall allow the U ish and Wildlife Service to inspect the project arca at
any time while the project operates under s exemption from Heensing o monitor
complinnce with their terms and conditions.

=1

, The U.5. Fish and \-\ll.!lufc ‘h-rv!cn.- reserves the right 1o ul I 1o and alter terns and conditions
for this 0 camy ot its with respect 10 fish and
wildlific resources. l‘iu: Exemptee shall, within thirty (30) days of receipt, file with the

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission any additional terms and conditions imposed by the
3. Fish and Wildlife Service,
11, The Excmpice shall the afi d terme and ! in any

conveyance—by lease, sale or otherwise—of its intercsts so as to legally assure compliance with
said conditions for as loag as the project eperates imder an exemption from licensing.

These conditions are required with the understanding that the Commission likely will want to
retain concarrent approval suthority over some or sl of the plans and sctions described above,
and the shove conditions should not be read as preventing this.

RECOM

DATIONS

The Depantment recommends that the Exemptee permit aceess to the project area wherever
pessible 1o allow for public utilization of fish and wildlife resources, taking inlo consideration
any pecessary restnctions to maintain puhlic safety and protect project civil works.

Thank you for the apportunity to review and comment on this spplicstion. For more information,
please contsct Melissa Grader at (413) $48-8002, cxtenston 124, Pleasc contact me at (617) 223-
8363 il ] can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

Andrew L Raddant
Regional Environmental Offices

e:  FERC Serviee List
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Appendix 5. Hydroelectric Projects

Enosburg Falls Hydroelectric Facility - Missisquoi River, Vermont

NPS Letter to the Village of Enosburg Falls, February 4, 2013.

United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Northeast Region Office
15 State Street
Boston, Massachusetis 02109-3572

IN REPLY REFER TO:

2-04-13

Mr. Jon Blwell

Village Manager, Enosburg Falls
42 Village Drive

Enosburg Falts, VT (05450

Dear Mr. Elwell;

It was good speaking with you the other day regarding the potential Wild and Scenic River designation of the
Missisquoi River and that designation’s relationship to the Village’s municipally owned/operated Enosburg
Falls hydroelectric facility.

The conversation confirmed several important understandings, including:

s The National Park Service concurs with the Study Committee’s proposal to end the proposed Wild and
Scenic River designation upstream of the project boundary of the Enosburg Falls hydroclectric project.
As we discussed, if the upstream extent of the project boundary is not well defined in the FERC
documents, then we will work with you to choose an endpoint that achieves the goal of avoiding
overlap with the project and its impoundment.,

e The NPS believes that existing FERC and State regulatory review processes are adequate, and is aware
of no reason NPS involvement is warranted or necessary regarding existing operation, maintenance, or
potential fufure renovations or upgrades. The intent of avoiding any overlap between the Wild and
Scenic designation and the hydroelectric project is to avoid unnecessary consultations or approvals that
might otherwise be required by FERC (if there were overlap).

« In addition to the language that is in the Draft Management Plan, the National Park Service will
describe this intent in its report to Congress, and we will review that language with you in draft form
prior to Report submittal.

In sum, we do not foresee having any impact or involvement with your project and its ability to continue to provide
low cost, renewable energy for the citizens of Enosburg Falls.

Let me know if there is anything else that I can do to assist you. Please continue to stay in touch with Shana, and 1
know that she will do likewise.

Thanks again for vour interest and assistance.

je Fosburgh

England Team Leader
Northeast Region Rivers Program
617 223-5191

Jamie_fosburgh(@nps.gov
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National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior

HATIONAL
PARK
SERVICE

-

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic River Study
2839 Vermont Route 105

East Berkshire, VT 05447

info@vtwsr.org

WWWw.vtwsr.org

National Park Service
Northeast Region

15 State Street

Boston, MA 02109-3572
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