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Summary – Principal Findings 
 
Eligibility 
 
The NaƟonal Park Service (NPS) concludes that two 
segments of the upper Missisquoi River, all of the 
Trout River, and those tributaries evaluated are 
eligible for designaƟon into the NaƟonal Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System based on their free‐flowing 
condiƟon 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 faciliƟes.  The Outstandingly Remarkable 
Values (ORVs) described in this Study Report (Report) 
are Scenic and Recrea onal, Natural Resource, and 
Historic and Cultural, all of which are supported by 
healthy water quality in the watershed. 
 
Classifica on 
 
The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides for three 
possible classificaƟons of eligible river segments:  wild, 
scenic and recrea onal.  The criteria disƟnguishing 
these classificaƟons are based on the degree of human 
influence and access to these rivers.  Based on 
applicable criteria, the NaƟonal Park Service (NPS) has 
assigned a preliminary classificaƟon of recrea onal to 
the segments of the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers 
that are eligible for designaƟon.  Some segments likely 
could have been classified as scenic; however, 
recrea onal was the best classificaƟon for the enƟre 
proposed designaƟon. 
 
Suitability 
 
The NaƟonal 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 designaƟon.  Two short segments of the 
upper Missisquoi River are found to meet the 
standards of eligibility but are currently found 
unsuitable.  DesignaƟon would end in Enosburg Falls 
upstream of the hydroelectric dam project area which 
is presently unsuitable for designaƟon based on FERC 
licensing for hydropower generaƟon 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 designaƟon.  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 Ɵme.  The Missisquoi and 
Trout River tributaries were found eligible for 
designaƟon due to their free‐flowing character and 
ORVs; however, they were not evaluated for suitability 
based on a desire to move forward with designaƟon of 
the mainstem of the Rivers, and Ɵming constraints on 
the Study.  They were not proposed for consideraƟon 
at Town MeeƟng votes. 
 

AddiƟonal findings of suitability include: 
 ExisƟng local, state, and federal regulatory and 

non‐regulatory protecƟons 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 protecƟon of 
the waterways. 

 

 ExisƟng regulaƟons at the federal level in Canada 
and the Province of Québec were also reviewed to 
assess applicable protecƟons for the upper 
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers.  According to 
Vermont Department of Environmental 
ConservaƟon (DEC) staff, the agricultural 
regulaƟons are more stringent in Québec than 
Vermont, and localiƟes have strong regulaƟons on 
riverine and lakeshore buffer acƟviƟes. 
AddiƟonally, Canada’s partnership with the Lake 
Champlain Basin Program and the seeming lack of 
addiƟonal hydroelectric potenƟal in the North 
Missisquoi River (the porƟon 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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 Based upon the official record of endorsement 
from local ciƟzens, local governing bodies, and 
local and regional organizaƟons in the eight 
municipaliƟes, it is concluded that there is 
substanƟal support for designaƟon under the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act based on the Partnership 
Wild and Scenic Rivers model. 

 

Alterna ves Considered 
 

This Study Report evaluates one Wild and Scenic River 
designaƟon alternaƟve in addiƟon to the ‘no acƟon’ 
Alterna ve A. 
 

Alterna ve B:  Full Designa on.  This alternaƟve 
would designate all segments of the upper Missisquoi 
and Trout Rivers found to meet the criteria for 
eligibility and suitability.  This total designaƟon length 
would be 35.1 miles of the upper Missisquoi River and 
11.0 miles of the Trout River.  This alternaƟve would 
designate the upper Missisquoi River from the 
Wesƞield/Lowell Town Line to Canada (excluding the 
property and project areas of the Troy and North Troy 
hydroelectric faciliƟes) and from Canada to the project 
boundary of the Enosburg Falls dam; and the enƟre 
Trout River.  This alternaƟve is idenƟfied as the 
preferable alternaƟve based on eligibility, suitability, 
provisions for the maximum protecƟon to free‐flowing 
rivers values consistent with the purposes of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act, and based on the documented 
support of local ciƟzens, organizaƟons and state river 
management stakeholders. 
 

Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Management Plan 
 

Development of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers 
Management Plan (Management Plan) has been one 
of the primary tasks of the Upper Missisquoi and Trout 
Rivers Wild and Scenic Study CommiƩee (Study 
CommiƩee).  The Management Plan is the product of 
an extensive collaboraƟon effort between the Study 
CommiƩee, local ciƟzens, resource and regional 
experts, state agencies, volunteer partnership 
organizaƟons and more.  The Management Plan 
contains the vision and strategies for protecƟng and 
enhancing the Wild and Scenic River values idenƟfied 
as important at the local, regional, state or naƟonal 

level. 
 

If the upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers are 
designated, the NaƟonal Park Service concludes that 
the Management Plan would serve as the 
comprehensive rivers management plan required 
under SecƟon 3(d)(1) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
(WSRA).  It funcƟons as a companion document to this 
Study Report.  If the rivers are not added to the 
NaƟonal Wild and Scenic Rivers System, the 
Management Plan will sƟll serve to provide insight for 
state and local partners working to manage and 
protect the special values of the Missisquoi and Trout 
Rivers. 
 
Support for Designa on 
 

At their Vermont Town MeeƟng Day (either March 4 
or March 5, 2013), eight of the nine municipaliƟes 
(Berkshire, Enosburgh/Enosburg Falls, Montgomery, 
Richford, Troy/North Troy, and Wesƞield) voted to 
seek Wild and Scenic designaƟon based on the 
Management Plan.  Only the Town of Lowell voted not 
to support designaƟon at this Ɵme.  In addiƟon, many 
local and state partnership organizaƟons expressed 
their support for designaƟon as well.  MunicipaliƟes 
voted on the following arƟcle: 
 

To see if the voters of the Town of _______ will peƟƟon 
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 
designaƟon would be based on the locally‐developed 
rivers Management Plan and would not involve federal 
acquisiƟon or management of lands. 
 

Partnership Wild and Scenic River Designa on 
 

The Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic 
Study was conducted based on the established model 
of the Partnership Wild and Scenic Rivers.  All 
members of the Study CommiƩee thought that this 
model would work best in their communiƟes.  During 
the course of the Study, the Study CommiƩee 
confirmed its preference for the Partnership model, 
and rejected any alternaƟve model which increased 
federal management or acquisiƟon of lands (including 
the formaƟon of a NaƟonal Park).   
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