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APPENDIX A 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE





NPS NCR – Wetland Restoration Action Plan/Environmental Assessment 
DC Location. 
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Figure 33
CHOH-12
C&O Canal
NPS/NCR Wetland Restoration Action Plan
Frederick, Maryland

VICINITY MAP

Aerial: ESRI, 2015
Map Date: 7/11/2016
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Site ID CHOH-12
Potential Restoration (linear feet) 600

Date 4/28/2016

Existing Land Use
Forested parkland-Upland 

previously disturbed

Adjacent Land Use

Forested parkland; huge wetland 

complex at downstream end of 

reach

Distance to Nearest Road along tow path

Stream Hydrology Perennial

RTE Species Present? No

Known Cultural Concern? No

Wetland Restoration Opportunity? Yes

Existing Wetlands Present No

Evidence of Disturbance Yes

Can Restoration be Completed in NPS 

Area?
Yes

Estimated Bank Erosion Score 6

Degree of Channel Incision Score 9

Existing Floodplain Access Score 10

Opportunity for Floodplain Development 

Score
10

Threat of Impact to Resources Score 5

Surrounding Vegetation Score 6

Land Use Score 3

Opportunity for Ecological Lift Score 8

Ease of Access 6

Surrounding Land Use Score 6

Total Score 69

Invasives Species Control? Yes

Riparian Buffer Enhancement? Yes

Restore Natural Hydrology? Yes

Livestock Agricultural Exclusion No

Fish Passage? No

Channel Restoration? Yes

Increase Aesthetic or Educational Value? Yes

Other No

Notes

 Banks are steep and high but not severely eroding, vegetated with 

Ficaria which is likely reducing erosion. At upstream portion of 

reach, erosion is extreme at over 20 feet; at downstream portion 

of reach, channel has recovered and is completely connected to 

the floodplain. Out of bank flooding does not occur at upstream 

portion of reach due to bank height. Channel disconnected to 

floodplain. Forest is young in age and dominated by Chinese 

wisteris, pawpaw, silver maple, elm, and box elder (new mature 

trees). No immediate threat but potential future threat of erosion 

continues.   Could reconnect floodplain to improve habitat. May 

require equipment under pedestrian bridge; would have to cross 

canal. Stream appears straightened. Surrounding area is upland 

and dominated by invasive species at upstream end. Downstream 

most portion of the reach is stable, connected to floodplain but 

with Japanese knotweed. Stream and floodplain restoration 

proposed at upstream portion of reach to reconnect stream to 

floodplain and treat for invasives. Tie in to downstream point and 

do not disturb wetland at downstream end.  Add meander bends 

and in stream habitat.
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Figure 47
CHOH-33
C&O Canal
NPS/NCR Wetland Restoration Action Plan
Frederick, Maryland

VICINITY MAP

Aerial: ESRI, 2015
Map Date: 7/11/2016
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Site ID CHOH-33
Potential Restoration Area 

(Acres)
0.50

Date of Field Assessment 4/28/16

Existing Land Use Abandoned paved

Adjacent Land Use Forested park land

Distance to Nearest Road 100 feet towpath

RTE Species Present? No

Known Cultural Concern? No

Stream Restoration 

Opportunity?
No

Site Currently Wetland? No

Site Formerly Wetland? Yes

Evidence of Disturbance Yes

Soils Score 0

Hydrology Score 2

Existing Vegetation Score 10

Geomorphic Score 8

Surrounding Land Use Score 10

Function and Value Score 10

Presence of Invasive Species 

Score
4

Site Disturbance Score 10

Ease of Access Score 7

Stormwater Influence Score 10

Total Score 71

Invasive Species Control? No

Native Plantings? Yes

Restore Hydrology? Yes

Increase Diversity? Yes

Convert Open Water to 

Vegetated?
No

Convert Emergent to 

Shrub/Forested
No

Increase Asthetic or 

Educational Value
Yes

Other No

Notes

Potential for restored RTE species.  Completely 

paved. Historic hydrology may have been Potomac 

River floodplain and groundwater inflow. No 

vegetation on paved area but surrounding area is 

sycamore dominated. Upland forested park land to 

northeast.  No stormwater influence observed. 

Existing pavement appears abandoned and could be 

removed. Flood plane and native plantings could be 

restored. Visitor access could be improved 

aesthetically. Could create fishing pier and bird 

viewing area.

1



GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

 
 

1100 4th Street, SW, Suite E650, Washington, D.C. 20024  Phone: 202-442-7600, Fax: 202-442-7638 

February 3, 2017  

 

Mr. Joel Gorder 

National Park Service 

National Capital Region 

1100 Ohio Drive, SW 

Washington, DC  20242 

 

RE:  Initiation of Section 106 Consultation for the Wetland Restoration Action Plan (WRAP) C&O 

Canal National Historical Park   

 

Dear Mr. Gorder: 

 

Thank you for initiating consultation with the District of Columbia State Historic Preservation Officer 

(SHPO) regarding the above referenced undertaking.  We have reviewed the project submittal and are 

writing to provide our initial comments regarding effects on historic properties in accordance with 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR Part 

800.   

 

Based upon our initial review, we understand that the WRAP will identify a range of wetland restoration 

actions.  The NPS proposes to evaluate the effects of those actions on historic properties by developing a 

Programmatic Agreement (PA) pursuant to 36 CFR 800.14(b).  However, since we also understand that 

only two WRAP sites have been identified within the District of Columbia, we do not wish to participate 

in the development of the PA.  Instead, we believe it would be more appropriate and efficient to follow 

the standard four-step process outlined in 36 CFR 800.3 through 800.6 for the two sites – both of which 

are located within the C&O Canal National Historic Park.   

 

Given the limited information that is available regarding the wetland restoration actions, it is not yet 

possible to provide specific comments about the likelihood of effects on historic built environment 

resources, but the general descriptions included in the project submittal suggest that effects on such 

resources, adverse or otherwise, are unlikely.   We will provide more detailed comments as consultation 

continues.   

 

With regard to archaeology, the two proposed WRAP sites have high potential for prehistoric, colonial 

and industrial resources and there are known archaeological sites near the project areas.  Therefore, any 

ground disturbing activities in these areas will need to be planned to identify and avoid archaeological 

resources.  Archaeological testing may also be needed if ground disturbance is proposed in untested 

areas and it may be necessary to hire professional archaeological consultants to conduct an 

archaeological survey.   

 

Finally, we noted the “study areas” identified in the project submittal but are unable to provide 

comments about Area(s) of Potential Effect (APE) until we learn more about the types of actions will be 

proposed as part of the overall WRAP initiative, including those that may occur off-site and those that 

may have the potential to result in indirect effects.  To expedite the process, the NPS may propose a 

draft APE for review and comment by our office.  

 



Mr. Joel Gorder 

Initiation of Section 106 Consultation for the Wetland Restoration Action Plan (WRAP) C&O Canal National Historical Park  
February 3, 2017 

Page 2 

If you should have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please contact me at 

andrew.lewis@dc.gov or 202-442-8841.  Questions relating to archaeology should be directed to Ruth 

Trocolli at ruth.trocolli@dc.gov or 202-442-8836.  Otherwise, we look forward to consulting further 

with you to continue the Section 106 review process.  

Sincerely, 

C. Andrew Lewis 

Senior Historic Preservation Officer 

DC State Historic Preservation Office 

17-0231 

mailto:andrew.lewis@dc.gov
mailto:ruth.trocolli@dc.gov


68  Four National Capital Region Parks 

 

 

This page intentionally left blank 



Wetland Restoration Action Plan/   69 

Environmental Assessment   

APPENDIX B  

WETLANDS RESTORATION ACTION PLAN  

FOR CATOCTIN MOUNTAIN PARK, CHESAPEAKE & OHIO CANAL NATIONAL 

HISTORICAL PARK, HARPERS FERRY NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK, AND 

MONOCACY NATIONAL BATTLEFIELD
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