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NOTE TO THE READER: The Environmental Impact Statement (ElS) for this project has been 
integrated into the following Master Plan in accordance with Engineering Regulation (ER) 1130-
2-550, dated November 1996, and ER 200-2-2, dated June 1996. Sections of the report that are 
required for compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) are noted by an 
asterisk (*) in the Table of Contents. 

LOCATION OF PROPOSED ACTION: Jennings Randolph Lake is located on the North Branch 
of the Potomac River in Garrett County, Maryland, and Mineral County, West Virginia, 
approximately 8 miles upstream of Bloomington, Maryland, and approximately 5 miles north of 
Elk Garden, West Virginia. 

DISTRICT CONTACT: Ms. Lacy Evans 
Attn: CENAB-OP-TR 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Baltimore District 
P.O. Box 1715 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-1715 

ABSTRACT: The Jennings Randolph Lake 1997 Master Plan Update and Integrated 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement updates the existing Master Plan, written in 1973, 
and the original environmental documentation for the project. These actions are necessary 
because of the age of these documents and because the scope of possible activities at the project 
have broadened considerably since its construction. The improved water quality at the lake has 
presented an opportunity to include water contact activities in the project's recreational activities. 
The updated plan reflects changes that have occurred to the site, in the region, in recreation 
trends, and in Corps policy in the years since the original master plan was completed. The purpose 
of the update is to guide the use and development of natural and constructed resources on Corps 
fee-owned lands at Jennings Randolph Lake. The Master Plan is the basic document guiding 
Corps responsibilities pursuant to Federal laws to preserve, conserve, restore, maintain, manage, 
and develop the project lands, waters, and associated resources. The integrated Environmental 
Impact Statement is a programmatic document which is designed to address the current operation 
of the lake and its facilities and evaluate the proposed level of future development. Additional 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation may be required for any construction 
activities undertaken as a result of the updated Master Plan. 

COMMENT PERIOD DATES: The comment period will begin on July 31, 1997, and end on 
September 16, 1997. 



JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE, MARYLAND AND WEST VIRGINIA 

1997 Master Plan Update And Integrated Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

General: Jennings Randolph Lake is located on the North Branch of the Potomac River in Garrett 
County, Maryland, and Mineral County, West Virginia, approximately 8 miles upstream of 
Bloomington, Maryland, and approximately 5 miles north of Elk Garden, West Virginia. The dam 
is a mUlti-purpose project authorized for flood protection, water quality, recreation, and water 
supply. 

The 1995 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act (Public Law 103-316, 108 Stat. 
1701, dated 26 August 1994) authorized the Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 1997 Update. 
The original Master Plan for Jennings Randolph Lake was completed in 1973. The current update 
reevaluates the assets, needs, and potential of the project. The 1997 Master Plan Update reflects 
changes that have occurred to the site, in the region, in recreation trends, and in Corps policy in 
the years since the original master plan was completed. The purpose of the update is to provide a 
guide for the use and development of natural and constructed resources on Corps fee-owned 
lands at Jennings Randolph Lake. The Master Plan is the basic document guiding Corps 
responsibilities pursuant to Federal laws to preserve, conserve, restore, maintain, manage, and 
develop the project lands, waters, and associated resources. 

The integrated Environmental Impact Statement is a programmatic document which is designed to 
address the current operation of the lake and its facilities and evaluate the proposed level of future 
development. Additional National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation will be 
required for any construction activities undertaken as a result of the updated Master Plan. 

The updated Master Plan has been prepared in accordance with Engineering Regulation (ER) 
1130-2-550, dated November 1996. This regulation prescribes "an overall land and water 
management plan, resource objectives, and associated design and management concepts" that 
provides the "best possible combination of response to regional needs, resource capabilities and 
suitabilities, and expressed public interests and desires consistent with authorized project 
purpose." Additionally, as specified in the regulation, the master plan contributes to "providing a 
high degree of recreation diversity within the region;" emphasizes the "particular qualities, 
characteristics, and potentials of the project;" and exhibits "consistency and compatibility with 
national objectives and other state and regional goals and programs." The decision to implement 
the proposed future development at Jennings Randolph Lake is based on an evaluation of the 
probable impact of the proposed activities on the environment, as well as public interest. Factors 
being considered include regional economics, general environmental concerns, wetlands, cultural 
resources, flood hazards, fish and wildlife resources, flood plain management, land use, 
recreation, water supply, water quality, aesthetics, energy needs, regional and local infrastructure, 
hazardous and toxic materials, public health and safety, food and fiber production, and the general 
needs and welfare of the people. 



Comments on the Draft Master Plan and Integrated EIS from the public and from Federal, state, 
and local agencies and officials, will be considered in the decision to implement the updated 
Master Plan at the project, and will be incorporated into the Final Master Plan and Integrated 
Environmental Impact Statement. Public comments will also be used to determine the overall 
public interest. 

Major Conclusions: Based on an analysis of regional economic and recreational needs, a 
recommended plan for development was formulated for Jennings Randolph Lake. The 
recommended plan is comprised of 9 recreation sites and 20 features. These features include new 
recreation areas, new facilities, improved existing facilities, increased area-wide programs and 
projects, and improved infrastructure. The proposed facilities could be funded through a variety 
of sources such as O&M funds, cost-sharing partnerships, congressional appropriations, private 
funding (concessions), or other Federal and State agency funding. 

Area of Controversy: As with any multi-purpose project, there are competing interests for a 
limited number of resources at Jennings Randolph Lake. No major disagreements among agency 
and public interests were identified during the course of the study. There are no unresolved 
controversies. 

Unresolved Issues: At this time there are no unresolved issues. 



SECTION 

* 
* 

1.0 

* 1.1 

* 1.2 

* 1.3 

* 1.4 
1.5 
1.6 

2.0 
2.1 
2.2 
2.2.1 
2.2.2 
2.2.3 
2.2.4 
2.3 
2.4 
2.4.1 
2.4.2 
2.4.3 
2.4.4 
2.4.5 
2.4.6 
2.5 
2.5.1 
2.5.2 
2.5.3 

3.0 
3.1 
3.1.1 
3.1.2 
3.1.3 
3.2 
3.2.1 
3.2.2 
3.2.3 
3.3 
3.3.1 
3.3.2 

Table of Contents 
Jennings Randolph Master Plan, 1997 UpdateiProgrammatic EIS 

TITLE 

COVER SHEET 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

PAGE 

INTRODUCTION ....................................................................................................... 1-1 
Study Purpose .............................................................................................................. 1-1 
Study Authority ........................................................................................................... 1-1 
Scope of Study ............................................................................................................. 1-1 
Study Area ................................................................................................................... 1-2 
Integration of NEPA Document into Master Plan .......................................................... 1-2 
Pertinent Prior Reports and Related Studies .................................................................. 1-3 

EXISTING FEDERAL PROJECT .............................................................................. 2-1 
Authorized Project Purposes ......................................................................................... 2-1 
Project Data ................................................................................................................. 2-2 

Dam ................................................................................................................ 2-2 
Spillway .......................................................................................................... 2-3 
Outlet Works ................................................................................................... 2-3 
Reservoir ........................................................................................................ 2-3 

Reservoir Operation ..................................................................................................... 2-3 
Land Classification ...................................................................................................... 2-5 

Project Operations ........................................................................................... 2-5 
Recreation ....................................................................................................... 2-5 
Mitigation ....................................................................................................... 2-5 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas ...................................................................... 2-5 
Multiple Resource Management ....................................................................... 2-5 
Easement Lands ............................................................................................... 2-6 

Infrastructure ............................................................................................................... 2-6 
Project Access Roads ....................................................................................... 2-6 
Sanitary Facilities ............................................................................................ 2-6 
Water Supply .................................................................................................. 2-7 

FEDERAL PROJECT OPERATIONS ........................................................................ 3-1 
Forest Management ...................................................................................................... 3-1 

Existing Resources .......................................................................................... 3-1 
Management Objectives ................................................................................... 3-2 
Management Practices ..................................................................................... 3-2 

Wildlife Management ................................................................................................... 3-3 
Existing Resources .......................................................................................... 3-3 
Management Objectives ................................................................................... 3-3 
Management Practices ..................................................................................... 3-4 

Aquatic Habitat and Fisheries Management .................................................................. 3-4 
Existing Resources .......................................................................................... 3-4 
Management Objectives ................................................................................... 3-4 

NOTE: * - Indicates information required for National Environmental Policy Act Compliance 



3.3.3 Management Practices ..................................................................................... 3-5 
3.4 Water Quality Management. ......................................................................................... 3-5 
3.4.1 Existing Resources .......................................................................................... 3-5 
3.4.2 Management Objectives ................................................................................... 3-6 
3.4.3 Management Practices ..................................................................................... 3-6 
3.5 Facility Maintenance and Management ......................................................................... 3-6 
3.5.1 Existing Resources .......................................................................................... 3-6 
3.5.2 Management Objectives ................................................................................... 3-7 
3.5.3 Management Practices ..................................................................................... 3-7 

* 4.0 EXISTING RESOURCES ........................................................................................... 4-1 
4.1 Watershed Characteristics ........................................................................................... 4-1 
4.2 Topography ................................................................................................................. 4-2 
4.2.1 Gentle Slopes .................................................................................................. 4-2 
4.2.2 Moderate Slopes .............................................................................................. 4-2 
4.2.3 Steep Slopes .................................................................................................... 4-3 
4.3 Geology and Soils ........................................................................................................ 4-3 
4.3.1 Geology ........................................................................................................... 4-3 
4.3.2 Soils and Erosion ............................................................................................. 4-4 
4.4 Climate 4-7 
4.5 Water Quality .............................................................................................................. 4-7 
4.6 Terrestrial Resources ................................................................................................... 4-8 
4.7 Aquatic Resources ....................................................................................................... 4-9 
4.8 Wetlands ...................................................................................................................... 4-9 
4.9 Threatened And Endangered Species ........................................................................... .4-9 
4.10 Prime And Unique Farmlands .................................................................................... .4-10 
4.11 Air Quality ................................................................................................................ 4-1 0 
4.12 Hazardous, Toxic, And Radioactive Substances ........................................................ .4-10 
4.13 Environmental Justice ................................................................................................ 4-1 0 
4.14 Recreation .................................................................................................................. 4-1 0 
4.14.1 Howell Run Picnic Area ........................................................................... , .... 4-11 
4.14.2 Howell Run Boat Launch ............................................................................... 4-11 
4.14.3 Robert W. Craig Ca;npground ...................................................................... .4-12 
4.14.4 Overlooks ...................................................................................................... 4-12 
4.14.5 Trails ............................................................................................................ 4-12 
4.14.6 Downstream Recreation Resources ............................................................... .4-13 
4.15 Aesthetics .................................................................................................................. 4-13 
4.16 Effects Of Existing Reservoir Operations .................................................................. .4-14 
4.16.1 Drawdowns ................................................................................................... 4-14 
4.16.2 Flooding Events ............................................................................................. 4-15 
4.17 Cultural Resources ..................................................................................................... 4-16 
4.18 Social and Economic Setting ..................................................................................... .4-17 
4.18.1 Land Use ....................................................................................................... 4-17 
4.18.2 Population ..................................................................................................... 4-18 
4.18.3 Employment .................................................................................................. 4-18 
4.18.4 Households and Income ................................................................................ .4-18 

* 4.19 Most Probable Future Without Project Conditions ..................................................... .4-19 

* 5.0 PROBLEM IDENTIFICATION .................................................................................. 5-\ 

NOTE: * - Indicates information required for National Environmental Policy Act Compliance 



5.1 Introduction ................................................................................................................. 5-1 
5.2 Operations ................................................................................................................... 5-1 
5.2.1 Wildlife Management ....................................................................................... 5-2 
5.2.2 Aquatic Habitat and Fisheries Management. ..................................................... 5-2 
5.2.4 Water Quality Management ............................................................................. 5-2 
5.2.5 Facility Maintenance Management .................................................................. 5-2 
5.3 Human Environment .................................................................................................... 5-3 
5.3.1 Market Area Population ................................................................................... 5-3 
5.3.2 Recreation Demand in the Market Area ............................................................ 5-3 
5.3.3 Recreation Facility Supply in the Project Area ................................................. 5-3 
5.3.4 Un met Recreation Needs in the Project Area .................................................... 5-4 
5.4 Natural Environment .................................................................................................... 5-4 
5.4.1 Acid Mine Drainage ........................................................................................ 5-4 
5.4.2 Wetlands ......................................................................................................... 5-4 
5.5 Physical Environment. .................................................................................................. 5-7 

* 6.0 OBJECTIVES AND CONSTRAINTS ......................................................................... 6-1 
6.1 Resource Use Objectives .............................................................................................. 6-1 
6.1.1 Authorized Operations Objectives .................................................................... 6-1 
6.1.2 Natural Resources Objectives .......................................................................... 6-1 
6.1.3 Human Environment Objectives - Recreation ................................................... 6-1 
6.2 Future Project Objectives ............................................................................................. 6-1 
6.3 Constraints .................................................................................................................. 6-1 
6.4.1 Operational Constraints ................................................................................... 6-2 
6.4.2 Physical Constraints ........................................................................................ 6-2 

* 7.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED .............................................................................. 7-1 
7.1 Potential Development Features .................................................................................... 7-1 
7.2 Alternatives Formulation .............................................................................................. 7-3 
7.3 Description of Site-Specific Alternative Features .......................................................... 7-3 
7.3.1 The No Action Alternative ............................................................................... 7 -3 
7.3.2 Alternative No.1: Low Intensity ..................................................................... 7-3 
7.3.3 Alternative No.2: High Development.. ............................................................ 7-6 
7.3.4 Alternative No.3: Moderate Intensity Option A ............................................... 7-8 
7.3.5 Alternative No.4: Moderate Development Option B ...................................... 7-10 

* 8.0 ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES .............................................................................. 8-1 
8.1 Purpose8-1 
8.2 Brief Analysis of Alternatives Impacts ............................................................ , ............. 8-1 
8.2.1 The No Action Alternative ............................................................................... 8-1 
8.2.2 Alternati ve 1 .................................................................................................... 8-1 
8.2.3 Alternative 2 .................................................................................................... 8-2 
8.2.4 Alternative 3 .................................................................................................... 8-3 
8.2.5 Alternative 4 .................................................................................................... 8-4 
8.2.6 Summary ......................................................................................................... 8-5 
8.3 Plan Selection .............................................................................................................. 8-5 

9.0 RECOMMENDED PLAN ........................................................................................... 9-1 
9.1 Plan Features ............................................................................................................... 9-1 

NOTE: * - Indicates information required for National Environmental Policy Act Compliance 



* 9.2 
9.2.1 
9.2.2 
9.2.3 
9.2.4 
9.2.5 
9.2.6 
9.2.7 
9.2.8 
9.2.9 
9.2.10 
9.2.11 
9.2.12 

* 9.2.13 
* 9.2.14 

9.2.15 
* 9.2.16 
* 9.2.17 
* 9.2.18 
* 9.3 

* 10.0 
10.1 
10.2 
10.3 

* 11.0 

* 

ANNEXES 

* A 

* B 

APPENDIX 

Analysis of Recommended Plan Impacts ...................................................................... 9-1 
Topography ..................................................................................................... 9-1 
Geology and Soils ............................................................................................ 9-2 
Climate ........................................................................................................... 9-2 
Terrestrial Resources ....................................................................................... 9-2 
Water Quality .................................................................................................. 9-4 
Aquatic Resources ........................................................................................... 9-5 
Wetlands ......................................................................................................... 9-5 
Threatened And Endangered Species ................................................................ 9-5 
Prime And Unique Farmlands .......................................................................... 9-6 
Air Quality ...................................................................................................... 9-6 
Hazardous, Toxic, And Radioactive Substances ............................................... 9-6 
Environmental Justice ...................................................................................... 9-6 
Recreation ....................................................................................................... 9-7 
Aesthetics ........................................................................................................ 9-7 
Effects Of Existing Reservoir Operation .......................................................... 9-7 
Cultural Resources .......................................................................................... 9-8 
Social and Economic Setting ............................................................................ 9-8 
Cumulative Impacts ......................................................................................... 9-9 

Compliance with Environmental Protection Statutes .................................................... 9-10 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM .................................................................... 10-1 
Purpose of Program ................................................................................................... 10-1 
Structure of Program .................................................................................................. 10-1 
Statement of Recipients .............................................................................................. 10-2 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS ......................................................................... 11-1 

INDEX 

List of Preparers 
Public Involvement and Pertinent Correspondence 

A Recreation and Economic Analyses 

NOTE: * - Indicates information required for National Environmental Policy Act Compliance 



SECTION 1 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Study Purpose 

The Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 1997 Update and Integrated Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement serves four main purposes. First, the document provides an 
analysis of and guidance for future recreational development activities at the project. The scope 
of possible recreational activities at the project have broadened considerably since the lake's 
construction, primarily due to improved water quality. The demand for recreational facilities has 
also increased in the region, and recent analysis indicates that the lake cannot currently meet those 
demands. Second, the document provides an analysis of the local and regional economic benefit 
to be gained by improving recreational resources at the lake. Third, this document updates the 
existing Master Plan, written in 1973. Fourth, the document serves as a National Environmental 
Policy Act compliance document for project operations; updating the original environmental 
documentation for the project. The document update actions are necessary because of the age of 
these documents, and because of the increased scope of possible activities at the lake. 

The current Master Plan Update presents a re-evaluation of the assets, needs, and potentials of the 
project. The updated plan reflects changes that have occurred to the site, in the region, in 
recreation trends, and in Corps policy in the years since the original master plan was completed. 
The Master Plan is the basic document guiding Corps responsibilities pursuant to Federal laws to 
preserve, conserve, restore, maintain, manage, and develop the project lands, waters, and 
associated resources. 

The integrated Environmental Impact Statement is a programmatic document which is designed to 
address the current operation of the lake and its facilities and evaluate the proposed level of future 
development. Additional National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation will be 
required for any construction activities undertaken as a result of the updated Master Plan. 

1.2 Study Authority 

The 1995 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act (Public Law 103-316, 108 Stat. 
1701, dated 26 August 1994) authorized the Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan Update. The 
language states that "[the] Corps is directed to use available funds to initiate work on a revised 
master plan for Jennings Randolph Lake to reflect changing demands. To the extent practical, the 
Corps should consult and work with all affected interest groups in developing the revised plan." 
This document updates the 1973 Master Plan for the Jennings Randolph Lake project. 

1.3 Scope of Study 

The updated Master Plan has been prepared in accordance with Engineering Regulation (ER) and 
Engineering Pamphlet (EP) 1130-2-550, Chapter 3, Project Master Plans and Operational 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
1997 Master Plan Update 
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Management Plans, dated November 1996. This regulation prescribes "an overall land and water 
management plan, resource objectives, and associated design and management concepts" that 
provides the "best possible combination of response to regional needs, resource capabilities and 
suitabilities, and expressed public interests and desires consistent with authorized project 
purpose." Additionally, as specified in the regulation, the master plan contributes to "providing a 
high degree of recreation diversity within the region;" emphasizes the "particular qualities, 
characteristics, and potentials of the project;" and exhibits "consistency and compatibility with 
national objectives and other state and regional goals and programs." 

The update process included review and evaluation of the 1973 Master Plan, data gathering, 
analysis of economic and environmental impacts of the alternatives and proposed plan, formal and 
informal in-house and agency coordination, preparation of preliminary conceptual and alternative 
plans, a public involvement program, discussion of the issues and special consideration inherent to 
the project, and selection of a proposed plan. 

1.4 Study Area 

Jennings Randolph Lake, formerly named Bloomington Lake, is located on the North Branch of 
the Potomac River in Garret County, Maryland, and Mineral County, West Virginia, 
approximately 8 miles upstream of Bloomington, Maryland, and approximately 5 miles north of 
Elk Garden, West Virginia (Figure 1-1). Project lands occupy approximately 4,500 acres of land. 
The dam at Jennings Randolph controls a drainage area of 263 square miles, and is a key part of 
the North Branch Potomac River floodbasin control system. 

1.5 Integration of NEP A Documentation into the Master Plan 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, requires documentation of 
existing conditions and potential impacts of any Federal undertaking. The NEP A documentation 
for the Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan Update has been incorporated into the Master Plan 
Update itself. Because future development and expected use levels at the project are higher than 
was described in the original Master Plan and Environmental Analysis, an EIS is the appropriate 
NEPA documentation for the Master Plan Update. The integrated EIS is a programmatic 
document which is designed to address the current operation of the lake and its facilities and 
evaluate the proposed level of future development. Additional NEP A documentation will be 

. required for any construction activities undertaken as a result of the updated Master Plan. 

This document was prepared in accordance with the provisions of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, as amended; the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations (40 
CFR, 1500-1508), 29 November 1978; and the U.s. Army Corps of Engineers Regulation 
(ER)200-2-2, Procedures for Implementing NEPA, 4 March 1988. The CEQ regulations require 
that the environmental significance of a proposed Federal action be documented and assessed 
prior to taking any action which would limit the choice of reasonable alternatives. 
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Future NEP A documents may be required for individual construction activities which occur as a 
result of this Master Plan Update. These documents will address the site-specific impacts of those 
projects. 

1.6 Pertinent Prior Reports and Related Studies 

Documents and studies related to the Master Plan update are listed in this section with the dates 
of publication. The Bibliography section contains the full annotation for each report or study. 

• Potomac River Basin Report-North Branch Potomac River above Cumberland, 1963 
• Design Memorandum No.1, Site Selection, 1964 
• Design Memorandum No.2, Hydrology and Hydraulics, 1965 
• Design Memorandum No.3, General Design Memorandum, 1966; revised 1968 
• Operational Management Plan, last revision, 1995 
• Jennings Randolph Lake Reallocation Feasibility Study, DRAFT, 1996 
• Jennings Randolph Lake Section 1135( b) Study, ongoing 
• North Branch Potomac River Environmental Restoration Reconnaissance Study, 1995 
• North Branch Potomac River Environmental Restoration Feasibility Study, ongoing 
• Bloomington Lake Pre-Impoundment Study, 1984 
• Bloomington Lake Reformulation Study, 1983 
• Master Manualfor Reservoir Regulation North Branch Potomac River Basin, DRAFT, 1996 
• Operations and Maintenance Manual, 1984; revised 1984 
• Design Memorandum No. 18, Environmental Analysis, 1972 
• Environmental Statement, 1971 
• Maryland Land Preservation and Recreation Plan, 1993 
• West Virginia Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan, 1993-1997 
• Pennsylvania's Recreation Plan, 1991-1997 
• Design Memorandum No. 4A, Preliminary Master Plan, 1966; revised 1969 
• Design Memorandum No. 14, Master Plan, 1973; revised 1975 and 1978 
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SECTION 2 

EXISTING FEDERAL PROJECT 

2.1 Authorized Project Purposes 

Jennings Randolph Lake was authorized by the Flood Control Act of 1962 (Public Law 874, 87th 
Congress, 2nd session) which reads in part as follows: "The project for the North Branch of the 
Potomac River, Maryland and West Virginia, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers, in House Document Numbered 469, Eighty
seventh Congress." 

House Document Number 469, 87th Congress, 2nd session contains the report of the Chief of 
Engineers, dated April 1961 and titled "Potomac River Review Report - North Branch Potomac 
River above Cumberland." This report recommended construction of a dam on the North Branch 
Potomac River at a site 2 miles above its confluence with the Savage River to provide flood 
control, domestic and industrial water supply, water quality control, and recreation. The project, 
as constructed, is actually 7.9 miles upstream of the confluence. Originally named Bloomington 
Lake, the project was rededicated in May 1987 with a new name, in honor of former West 
Virginia Senator Jennings Randolph, who made this and other Federal water resources projects 
possible. 

Jennings Randolph Lake is located on the border between Maryland and West Virginia, in the 
North Branch Potomac valley, approximately 8 miles upstream of Bloomington, Maryland, and 
about 5 miles north of Elk Garden, West Virginia. The dam controls a drainage area of 263 
square miles, about 20 percent of the total North Branch basin, and prevents nearly half the yearly 
flood damages that used to occur along the North Branch Potomac River. The project was 
designed to reduce flood damage, to improve downstream water quality, to provide a source of 
water supply for municipalities and industry downstream, and to afford public recreation 
opportunities. 

Construction of the project began in 1971 and took 10 years to complete at a total cost of 
approximately $175 million. Impoundment of water to form the lake was completed in June 
1982. The Maryland Potomac Water Authority, an agency of the State of Maryland, contributed 
funds to cover the initial water supply costs of the project, and continues to purchase long-term 
water supply storage space in the reservoir. 

The seasonal pool level provides a surface area of 952 acres and a shoreline of 13.6 miles, and 
extends upstream from the dam for a distance of 5.5 miles along the streambed. The project is 
located in a narrow, winding valley typical of the many streams and rivers in the central 
Appalachian area. The slopes forming the shoreline are wooded and steep, severely limiting the 
development of recreation areas adjacent to the seasonal pool. The rugged topography in and 
around the lake discourages the construction of access roads, particularly on the Maryland shore. 
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At full conservation pool, the lake stores approximately 94,700 acre-feet of water. This translates 
into a volume of about 31 billion gallons of water that can be used for water supply, water quality 
improvement, and recreation. The project provides about 2,700 acre-feet of sediment storage, 
92,000 acre-feet for low-flow augmentation and recreation, and a maximum of 36,200 acre-feet 
above the conservation pool level for flood control. The low-flow augmentation is subdivided 
into two portions: (1) 40,995 acre-feet of municipal water supply storage for the Washington, 
D.C., region, and (2) 51,005 acre-feet for water quality control. 

In accordance with the provisions of the project authorization, 33.2 percent of the project 
construction costs, an estimated $57,876,000, are a non-Federal responsibility and are to be 
repaid in accordance with the Water Supply Act of 1958. Currently, the metropolitan 
Washington, D.C., area water suppliers that withdraw water from the Potomac River are under 
contract to purchase the water supply storage. An initial 7,158 acre-feet of water supply storage 
was purchased in November, 1970. The remaining water supply storage (33,837 acre-feet) is 
under contract as future water supply storage, with payments from the non-Federal sponsor 
beginning upon initial usage. 

Releases from Jennings Randolph Lake are coordinated with releases from the nearby Savage 
River dam to maintain the water quality in the North Branch Potomac River. For many years, the 
highly acidic water draining from abandoned coal mines severely degraded the water-related 
habitats of the North Branch Potomac River. Jennings Randolph Lake is authorized to correct 
this acid balance, thereby providing a measure of water quality control in the river downstream of 
the dam. When acid mine drainage enters the Jennings Randolph Lake, the acid stratifies at a 
particular depth. Corps of Engineers personnel periodically test the water in the lake at various 
levels to determine the location of the "acid layer." Water is then selectively drawn from a low
acid layer of the reservoir. To accomplish this, the intake control tower has five pairs of intakes, 
each pair at a different elevation. Each intake can be individually opened to provide the best 
available mixtures of water and acid for release downstream. 

Occasionally, the water quality releases will affect other aspects of the project, primarily lake
related recreation. Higher outflows from the lake to reduce downstream pollution may result in a 
lower lake level. This, in turn, may require closing of the boat launch facilities in late summer or 
early fall, even though the weather is still suitable for boating and water skiing. The benefits from 
water quality are best demonstrated by the highly successful trout fishery in the river below the 
dam, an area that was totally devoid of aquatic life before the dam was constructed. 

2.2 Project Data 

2.2.1 Dam 

The dam, one of the largest rolled earth and rockfill dams east of the Mississippi River, is 296 feet 
high and 2,130 feet long. The crest width is 25 feet, and the top elevation of the dam is 1,514 feet 
national geodetic vertical datum (NGVD), which provides a freeboard of 5.1 feet above the 
spillway. 
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A rolled earth and rockfill dike, 900 feet long and 90 feet high, is located across a low area on the 
left abutment of the spillway. The crest width is 25 feet, accommodating a gravel maintenance 
road. 

2.2.2 Spillway 

The spillway, located on the left abutment, has a crest length of 210. The weir is an ogee section, 
gated and founded on bedrock. The elevation of the spillway crest is 1,468 feet NGVD, which is 2 
feet above the conservation pool level. The spillway contains five tainter gates that are 42 feet 
wide and 32 feet high. Operating machinery for the tainter gates is located downstream from the 
roadway deck on machinery frames anchored to the piers and abutments. Access over the spillway 
is provided by a service bridge. 

2.2.3. Outlet Works 

The outlet works are located within the right abutment and consist of an inlet channel and tower, 
a tunnel under the dam, a stilling basin, and an outlet channel. The length of the inlet channel is 
approximately 100 feet. The intake tower is located 1,080 feet upstream of the dam, along with a 
30-foot-high operating house consisting of a dry well structure approximately 332-feet-high. 
Access from the right abutment is provided by a service bridge. The tunnel extends 2,092 feet 
between portals. The upstream invert is located at an elevation of 1,255 feet NGVD and the 
outlet portal invert elevation is 1,238.3 feet NGVD. Except for the transition, the diameter of the 
inverts are 16.3 feet. A stilling basin with baffle blocks and end sills is provided downstream from 
the outlet portal to dissipate the energy of the high velocity tunnel flow. A flared transition 
includes a parabolic drop from the portal to the stilling basin floor. The basin is 64 feet wide and 
116 feet long. 

2.2.4. Reservoir 

The reservoir impounds 94,700 acre-feet of water along 5.5 river miles at the seasonal pool level. 
The seasonal pool, elevation 1,466 feet NGVD, is approximately 2,600 feet wide, and provides a 
lake of 952 acres with 13.6 miles of shoreline. If the reservoir reaches the designed flood control 
lake, elevation 1,500 feet NGVD, it will cover 1,184 acres and extend 6.6 river miles upstream of 
the dam. 

2.3 Reservoir Operation 

Jennings Randolph Lake reservoir is operated, according to the Reservoir Regulation Plan, to (1) 
reduce flood flows at downstream damage centers on the North Branch and the main stem of the 
Potomac River, (2) improve downstream water quality via low flow augmentation, (3) supply 
water to Washington, D.C., and the local region, and (4) provide public recreation. 

Because Jennings Randolph Lake is a multi-purpose project, priorities for reservoir regulation are 
occasionally adjusted. Flood control is always the highest priority; priorities for project purposes 
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other than flood control are constantly reevaluated. For instance, some water quality storage may 
be temporarily used for flood control storage during the winter. 

When flooding is not likely, releases from the lake are usually adjusted to approximately the 
inflow rate, if the conservation pool is full (1,466 feet NGVD). When water quality or water 
supply needs occur, releases are made for these purposes. Additional detailed information may be 
found in the Master Manual for Reservoir Regulation, Appendix A (October 1996). 

Flood Damage Reduction. Key damage centers located on the North Branch sub-basin are Luke, 
Westernport, and Cumberland, Maryland; and Piedmont, Keyser, and Ridgely, West Virginia. 
During August and September, the lake is allowed to draw down in anticipation of winter storage. 
Winter storage occurs between elevations 1,410 and 1,420 feet. Lowering of the lake to these 
elevations will provide adequate water storage during the winter and spring for flood control 
purposes. 

Water Quality. Regulation of Jennings Randolph Lake is coordinated with the Savage River 
Reservoir that was placed in operation in 1952 and is used primarily for low-flow augmentation. 
Low-flow releases from Jennings Randolph Lake supplement flows in the North Branch and 
Potomac River for water supply and quality control. Jennings Randolph Lake exhibits both 
thermal and chemical stratification. In order to maintain suitable quality of releases, 5 pairs of 
outlets are provided. These outlets are controlled by 72-inch butterfly valves at elevations 1,449; 
1,426; 1,400; 1,375; and 1,342. A systematic sampling program determines pH, acidity, 
temperature and other pertinent parameters at each of the intake port positions. 

Jennings Randolph Lake experiences wide pool fluctuation (pool elevation 1,395 feet to 1,466 
feet) because the water quality storage is used for flow augmentation during low flow periods and 
is refilled when inflow exceeds its requirement. The pool normally reaches the conservation pool 
in the spring. From mid-May through mid-June, the pool will be lowered 3 to 4 feet below the 
conservation pool. In late June, the pool can regain the conservation pool if sufficient inflow 
makes it possible to do so. The p001 is generally below the conservation level in late summer and 
fall due to water quality and water supply releases. 

Water Supply. Releases from the water supply storage are made only at the request of the water 
supply purchasers. The authorized minimum flow at Luke is 93 cubic feet per second (cfs), and 
for water quality purposes is 120 cfs. The minimum flow is composed of releases from Savage 
River Reservoir and Jennings Randolph Lake. The minimum outflow from Jennings Randolph 
Lake is 50 cfs. When water supply releases are made, the flow at Luke is 120 cfs plus water 
supply release. Jennings Randolph Lake fluctuates between elevation 1,320 and elevation 1,466 
when making water supply releases. The pool will not be lowered to elevation 1,320 feet NGVD 
(10,000 acre-feet storage) due to the absolute minimum water quality storage needed for dilution 
in the lake. 

Recreation. To accommodate in-lake recreation for boating, the pool is generally maintained 
above 1,455 until Labor Day. After Labor Day, boat access below elevation 1,455 feet, from the 
Howell Run Boat Launch is available without the use of the launch ramp. The Maryland Boat 
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Launch, which opened in March 1997, provides access from elevation 1,420 feet NGVD to 1,500 
feetNGVD. 

2.4 Land Classification 

Land classification was done when the project was originally constructed. The classification 
process refines the land allocations to fully utilize project lands and must consider public desires, 
legislative authority, regional and project specific resource requirements, and suitability. Land at 
Jennings Randolph is classified into one of the categories listed in the following paragraphs. 

2.4.1 Project Operations 

This classification category includes all project land required for the structure, operation, 
administration, or maintenance of the project. Approximately 1,200 acres at Jennings Randolph 
Lake are allocated to project operations, including the maintenance shop and office buildings 
located on the right abutment of the dam. The maintenance shop consists of a radio room, heater 
room, workshop, storage, and garage facilities. The two office buildings house the ranger office 
and the park manager's office, and are located next to the overlook on the right bank. 

2.4.2 Recreation 

The recreation category includes land developed for intensive recreational use by the visiting 
public. This category includes approximately 450 acres of land. 

2.4.3 Mitigation 

This classification includes land acquired or designated specifically for mitigation. The project 
does not have any mitigation lands. 

2.4.4 Environmentally Sensitive Areas 

These areas include land where scientific, ecological, cultural, or aesthetic features have been 
identified. The project does not have land classified as environmentally sensitive areas. 

2.4.5 Multiple Resource Management 

Approximately 2,850 acres of project lands are classified as Multiple Resource Management 
areas, and are managed for one or more of the activities in the following paragraphs. 

Recreation - Low Density. This sub-classification includes low-density recreation activities such 
as hiking, primitive camping, wildlife observation, hunting, or similar low density recreation 
activities. Low density recreation areas would include the Maryland and West Virginia 
Overlooks, the three hiking trails, and the Borrow Area (group camping). Hunting is permitted at 
Jennings Randolph Lake except within the recreation areas. 
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Wildlife Management - General. This sub-classification includes areas that have been evaluated 
for consideration for lease or license to State wildlife management agencies. The Maryland 
Department of Natural Resource holds a I-acre lease to operate a trout-rearing pen in the stilling 
basin. 

Vegetation Management. This sub-classification includes project lands that are managed for the 
protection and development of forest and vegetative cover. The project does not have land sub
classified as vegetation management. 

Inactive and/or Future Recreation Areas. Project lands in this sub-classification include recreation 
areas that are planned for future development or that have been temporarily closed. There are no 
inactive areas at Jennings Randolph Lake project. 

2.4.6 Easement Lands 

Easement lands include all lands for which the Corps holds an easement interest but not fee title. 
Jennings Randolph does not have any project land in this classification. 

2.5 Infrastructure 

2.5.1 Project Access Roads 

A series of crushed stone access roads connect the dam, outlet works, spillway embankment, 
connecting channel, and maintenance complex. A road from the right abutment overlook, down 
the downstream face of the dam, provides access to the outlet works and to an area on the left 
bank below the spillway; this road is not open to the public. 

The recreation sites located in West Virginia may be accessed by the public from Keyser, West 
Virginia via WV SR 42 to WV SR 46; these are paved, two-lane state highways. The road from 
Maryland is WV SR 46, a two-lane dirt and gravel road originating in Luke, Maryland, that 
changes to a paved road about 1 mile northwest of the project. Another access from Maryland is 
MD SR 38 to WV SR 42, to Elk Garden, to WV SR 46, to the project. 

Access to the Maryland Overlook is provided by MD SR 135 via Walnut Bottom and/or Chestnut 
Grove Roads. The Maryland Boat Launch is accessible by MD SR 135 via Mt. Zion road. 

2.5.2 Sanitary Facilities 

All facilities, except boat launching ramps, are sited above the full pool at elevation 1,500 feet 
NGVD. The sewage system serving the administrative and maintenance buildings, and the West 
Virginia Overlook is a standard gravity septic system composed of service and trunk lines, a 
1,OOO-gallon septic tank, a dosing tank, a distribution box, a sand filter, a chlorinator house, and 
outfall lines. The sewage system serving the campground and dumping station consists of a 
holding tank which is periodically pumped out by a local vendor, through a service contract with 
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the Corps. Vault latrines have been provided at the Howell Run Picnic Area and the Howell Run 
Boat Launch because of the areas' remote location. 

Solid waste is generated at several recreation areas along with the maintenance and office 
buildings. The recreation areas require servicing on a seasonal basis, and the maintenance and 
office buildings require year-round servicing. Disposal of waste generated at these areas is done 
by a local vendor through a service contract with the Corps. 

2.5.3 Water Supply 

Water is supplied to the campground by an above ground water storage tank. The handpumps, 
located throughout the campground, are gravity fed from the tank. The 
administration/maintenance complex and the West Virginia Visitor's Center is served by a 500 
foot well. Water is not supplied at either the Howell Run Picnic Area or the Howell Run Boat 
Launch. 
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SECTION 3 

FEDERAL PROJECT OPERATIONS 

This section addresses operations at the Federal project, including management of the project 
lands and natural resources. It includes a description of the current practices, objectives, and 
policies for project operations. 

3.1 Forest Management 

3.1.1 Existing Resources 

The major forest types on the project lands are oak, spruce, fir, and mixed northern hardwoods. 
Large-scale logging and fires in the 19th century significantly reduced the numbers of spruce trees 
in the project area. Existing second-growth forests are dominated by broad-leaved deciduous 
trees. Common tree species in the lower slopes include American basswood, tulip poplar, and red 
maple. Upper slope trees include red and white oak, chestnut oak, hickories, and sugar maple. 
Approximately 80 percent of the trees on the property are mature canopy-layer trees, 30 to 50 
years old. 

Forest species unique to the area include overs tory species such as black maple and black ash; 
understory species such as smooth azalea, winterberry, alternate-leafed dogwood, flowering 
dogwood, redbud, serviceberry, and burning bush; and herbaceous layer species such as 
bladderwort, grealt Solomon's seal, Dutchman's pipevine, Dutchman's breeches,...3Rs ~ 

--tBlljum 

Black Ash is on the Maryland State Watch List (S3). This means that this species is "[r]are to 
uncommon with the number of occurrences typically in the range of 21 to 100 in Maryland. It 
may have fewer occurrences but with a large number of individuals in some populations, and it 
may be susceptible to large-scale disturbances. Species with this rank are not actively tracked by 
the Natural Heritage Program." 
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3.1.2 Management Objectives 

The main objective of the Jennings Randolph Lake forest management plan is to increase the 
value of project lands for wildlife, recreation, and timber, by promoting natural ecological 
conditions through conservation practices. 

3.1.3 Management Practices 

The forest management strategy is a flexible framework for managing timber and forest resources 
to support wildlife and recreation as changing needs warrant. Preservation of aesthetics and 
species diversity is a large part of this framework. 

The forest resources at the project are not particularly well suited to timber production. This is 
due primarily to steep slopes and potential aesthetic impacts. Slopes on the project lands range up 
to 65 percent. The erosion potential at slope sites is moderate to severe, making timbering an 
unfavorable option. Many forest sites are also clearly visible from the lake and recreation areas, 
making these sites unfavorable for timbering due to aesthetic impacts. For these reasons, the 
forest management program is aimed at protecting and enhancing forest lands for wildlife and 
recreation. Vegetation, either living or dead, is removed only for disease control, pest control, 
fire hazard reduction, flood clean-up, construction, or dam maintenance. 

Timber Sales. In accordance with ER 1130-2-550, all forest products generated through clearing, 
salvage operations, sanitation cuts, or operation and maintenance, and not required for Corps use, 
will be sold after approval of a disposal plan. Currently, there are no plans for the sale of timber 
from the Jennings Randolph Lake project. 

Fire Protection and Erosion Control. The objectives of the project's fire protection and erosion 
control procedures are to maintain and preserve the diverse vegetative cover and to protect it 
from wildfire, insects, and disease. These practices are meant to enhance the health and vigor of 
the forest cover by protecting the watershed from erosion, and to maintain high water quality by 
reducing runoff and siltation. 

Through normal operations and patrols of the Jennings Randolph Lake project, the ranger staff 
will note any areas that may be susceptible to fire damage, such as those areas with heavy 
concentrations of grapevines, which cause damage by uprooting or breaking trees. If it is 
necessary to remove the hazardous or damaged vegetation, the work will be scheduled for 
completion as soon as practical. If the Project Manager feels that the job is too large for project 
staff, the manager will have the work performed by a contractor. 

As authorized in Title 42, U.S.c., Sec. 1856a., the Corps may enter into reciprocal agreements 
with responsible fire organizations for fire protection of Corps properties. Such agreements 
would include a waiver of all claims for compensation for any loss, damage, personal injury, or 
death resulting from the performance of the terms of the agreement. The agreement may also 
provide for the reimbursement for all costs incurred in furnishing fire protection on Corps lands. 
At the present time, the Jennings Randolph Lake project has no such formal agreement with any 
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agency for fire protection. However, the Elk District Fire Company on the West Virginia side of 
the reservoir will respond to calls from the Corps and will provide protection for those portions of 
the project. They are well equipped to handle all types of fires, including forest, grass, and 
structural fires. In the case of a fire in the operations area, such as at the spillway, the Elk District 
Fire Company is notified, because they are able to respond more quickly in this sort of crisis, even 
if the fire technically occurs on the Maryland side of the project. 

In the event of a fire on the Maryland side of the project, Garrett County Civil Defense can be 
reached by dialing 911 or by radio. Emergency radios are located in the vehicles of the Reservoir 
Manager, Head Dam Operator, and Chief Ranger, and at the base station in the Manager's offtce. 
The Garret County dispatcher will alert the closest available unit to respond to all fires. Fire 
personnel respond to the call, and are directed to the specific location of the fire by project 
personnel. 

The Corps maintains some minor fIrefIghting equipment on-site, such as fire rakes, Indian 
backpack pumps, a 525-gallon water bladder, and a backhoe. The project staff are trained to 
contain a fire until trained firefighters arrive on the scene. 

The forest resources of the project lands are maintained, in part, to prevent soil erosion and its 
accompanying water quality degradation. Erosion noted on the project site is corrected as 
funding and manpower become available to address the problem. 

3.2 Wildlife Management 

3.2.1. Existing Resources 

Common mammals on the project lands include white-tailed deer; black bear; gray, red, flying, 
and fox squirrels; gray and red foxes; skunks; raccoons; opossum; groundhogs; bobcats; and 
cottontail rabbits. Beaver, minks, and muskrats occasionally occupy the reservoir and its 
tributaries, but the fluctuating water level in the pool is a limiting factor for them. 

Jennings Randolph Lake and its project lands support a variety of birds, including locally abundant 
birds such as sparrows and finches. The lake also hosts numerous migratory ducks and geese 
each year, due, in part, to the improved water quality at the lake. The improved trout fishery 
attracts osprey and bald eagles to the area, some of which are nesting on the project lands. The 
bald eagle is the only threatened species known to exist on project lands. 

3.2.2 Management Objectives 

The primary objective of the wildlife management policy at Jennings Randolph Lake IS to 
maintain and, if possible, enhance the current wildlife population at the project in the most 
efficient manner possible. Wildlife is managed in a manner that is complementary to other 
management activities. 
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3.2.3 Management Practices 

Bird Habitat Enhancement. The ranger staff has constructed and maintained approximately 20 
bluebird boxes at the project. The average success rate for these boxes is over 50 percent. Four 
wood duck boxes have also been constructed, but have not been successful. In 1988, the 
Songbird Trail was established adjacent to Maryland Overlook #2. This area is designed to 
attract a variety of bird species to the area via bird feeders and natural food sources. 

Mammal Habitat Enhancement. The ranger staff has rejuvenated the old apple orchard on the 
property to be more productive. Cuttings from this project were piled or wind-rowed to provide 
cover for smaller mammals. This project also benefits insect species such as bees and butterflies, 
which feed on the decaying fruit. 

Endangeredffhreatened Species Habitat Enhancement. The bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) 
is the only threatened species noted on the project lands. No attempt is currently being made to 
improve this species' habitat on the project lands. 

Natural Resource Law Enforcement. West Virginia DNR and Maryland DNR enforce game laws 
at portions of the project within their respective states. An interstate compact for joint 
enforcement of natural resource laws and boating regulations was signed into law in 1996. 

3.3 Aquatic Habitat and Fisheries Management 

3.3.1 Existing Resources 

Water quality in the Jennings Randolph Lake and North Branch Potomac River have improved 
significantly over the past 15 years, due, in part, to the efforts by Maryland and West Virginia 
resource agencies, the Virginia Electric Power Company, and operations at the lake itself. The 
improved water quality lends itself to fisheries development, and the lake has been stocked with a 
variety of fish species since 1983. Both Maryland and West Virginia continue to stock the lake 
with largemouth bass, smallmouth Lass, walleye, channel catfish, and rainbow, golden, brown, and 
lake trout. 

3.3.2 Management Objectives 

The objective of the fish management plan for the North Branch of the Potomac River and 
Jennings Randolph Lake is to maintain and, if possible, improve the current fisheries on project 
lands. The long-term goal is to establish a self-sustaining sport fishery. Both West Virginia DNR 
and Maryland DNR have taken an active interest in the lake and river, and the fish management 
plan for the project reflects those interests. 
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3.3.3 Management Practices 

Fisheries. Trout are reared in six pens in the lake's stilling basin. This operation is owned and 
maintained by the Freshwater Fisheries Division of Maryland DNR, through an agreement with 
the Corps. In 1995-1996, approximately 35,000 fish were raised in the DNR pens. 

The cooperative stocking by West Virginia DNR and Maryland DNR has created an important 
regional trout fishery below the dam. In May 1995 approximately 3/4 mile of restricted area 
between the dam and Barnum, WV was open to the public for catch and release fishing. The 
stilling basin and the area immediately downstream of the basin remains closed to the public as a 
fish propagation area. 

West Virginia does not have a structured stocking policy for Jennings Randolph Lake. They do 
stock different types of fish in the reservoir when the fish become available, but they do not 
actively attempt to get fish for the lake on a predetermined basis. In past years, West Virginia has 
attempted to stock channel catfish every other year to help maintain the population; also, they 
have stocked threadfin shad whenever possible. Unfortunately, they caution that they cannot 
assure us with any certainty that this practice will continue. 

In 1989, approximately 60 fish habitat improvement structures were placed in the lake by the 
ranger staff, in cooperation with local sportsman's groups and Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources. Maintenance of these devices is the responsibility of the ranger staff. 

West Virginia DNR and Maryland DNR conduct gill net fish surveys each year for monitoring 
purposes. RotenoIlle is no longer used as a sampling aid. 

Aquatic Resources. Aquatic health of the North Branch Potomac River is monitored through 
yearly contracted biological sampling. In addition, Corps employees do limited sampling in the 
river below the dam. 

The lake is zoned into three areas: (1) a no-wake zone around the boat launch ramp, (2) a 
restricted access area around the dam and intake tower, and (3) the remainder of the lake. There 
are no restrictions on boat size or horsepower. West Virginia DNR and Maryland DNR are the 
state agencies responsible for water safety. 

3.4 Water Quality Management 

3.4.1 Existing Resources 

The North Branch of the Potomac River was a polluted, acidic river prior to the construction of 
Bloomington Dam (Jennings Randolph Lake) in 1981. The poor water quality was a result of 
drainage from strip mines and deep mines in the watershed. 

Several factors have contributed to the improvement of water quality in the lake and downstream 
since 1981. Active mines upstream have been forced by regulations in both states to improve 
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treatment of discharges. Reclamation has occurred on some old inactive mines. VEPCO limes 
the water discharged from Mount Storm Lake to help reduce acidity. The great depth of Jennings 
Randolph Lake (250 feet in places) allows the acid to stratify in the lake. All of these factors 
combine to produce a lake and a portion of the downstream river capable of supporting a sport 
fishery at this time. 

3.4.2 Management Objectives 

The objective of water quality management at the project site is to regulate the reservoir in such a 
way as to conform to the specific provisions of the project's authorizing legislation and water 
management criteria defined in the reports prepared in the planning and design stages of the 
project. In addition, the goals for water quality management include provisions as set forth in the 
applicable authorities established after project construction, plus all applicable Congressional Acts 
relating to operations of Federal facilities. 

3.4.3 Management Practices 

Downstream discharge is made via the multi-port intake structure, which allows water from 
different levels of the lake to be mixed and ensures the consistent quality of water downstream. 
High volume discharges are made during times of high downstream AMD production to help 
dilute acids and other associated pollutants in the river below the dam. Releases are also made to 
maintain downstream stream and riparian habitat. 

An annual report, the North Atlantic Division Water Quality Management Report, provides 
information on water quality for all Corps reservoirs in the Division, including the status of 
biological, chemical, and hydrodynamic parameters. The report also makes recommendations for 
management improvements. 

3.5 Facility Maintenance And Management 

3.5.1 Existing Resources 

The Jennings Randolph Lake dam is a rolled earth and rockfill dam, 2,130 feet long and 296 feet 
high. The controlled spillway, located on the left abutment, has a crest length of 210 feet and has 
five tainter gates, 32 to 42 feet high. The outlet works consist of a 330-foot tower connected to a 
16-foot diameter tunnel, 1,619 feet long. Two hydraulic slide gates in the tower control the flow 
of water through the tunnel. The project has several support buildings on-site, which include an 
administrative office, a ranger office, facility, and a maintenance shop and garage. Jennings 
Randolph Lake has developed recreational areas that include two overlooks, a picnic area, two 
boat launches, and a campground. A third boat launch is located downstream of the dam, on the 
North Branch Potomac River. 
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3.5.2 Management Objectives 

Typical facility management includes the operation and maintenance of the flood control related 
structures, other structures, mechanical equipment, lands, and roads. Management objectives for 
the project's physical structures and equipment is to maintain them in good working order. 

3.5.3 Management Practices 

Mowing. Mowing at the facility is done as needed along the roads and parking areas, around the 
administration buildings, and in the primary recreation areas. The overgrowth of plant life on the 
dam has been reduced by spraying. 

Pest Management. The site does not use pesticides or herbicides. 

General Structural Maintenance. Minor maintenance and repairs are done by project staff on an 
as-needed basis. Any major structural maintenance would most likely be contracted out. 

Outgrants. An outgrant is a method of contracting, leasing, or licensing fee title lands to others 
for a variety of purposes (such as scientific or educational study) consistent with the overall 
management objectives of the Corps. The Maryland Department of Natural Resources has two 
outgrants with the Corps, in the stilling basin trout pens and the a boat launch. 

Monitoring. Every 5 years, an assessment is made of the facilities and activities at all Baltimore 
District Corps flood control projects. The latest assessment in 1992, performed by Arthur D. 
Little, Inc., was conducted as part of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers environmental review 
program, using the Environmental Review Guide for Operations (ERGO) manual. This manual, 
developed by the Army, requires the use of environmental assessments to ensure compliance with 
all applicable Federal, state, local, Department of Defense, and Army environmental standards. 

The 1992 assessment found no significant deficiencies in any of the protocols for the Jennings 
Randolph reservoir. The assessment found no major deficiencies, and only one minor deficiency; 
the lack of an "Unleaded Gasoline" label on the facility's pump stand. Two good management 
practices were also identified; the positive management and documentation of furnace inspections 
and analyses, and the positive management of waste oil at the site. 
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SECTION 4 

EXISTING RESOURCES 

Section 2 defined the existing Federal project operations as well as the physical and hydrologic 
characteristics of Jennings Randolph Lake. This section defines the existing recreational and 
environmental conditions or affected environment at the project. To reduce duplication of efforts 
and resources, most of the information in this section has been taken from the North Branch 
Potomac River Water Resources Study Reconnaissance Report (1995), the unpublished Draft 
Feasibility Reallocation Report (1996), and the Draft Master Manual for Reservoir Regulation, 
North Branch Potomac River Basin, Appendix A (1996) and updated as appropriate. Some of 
the information is included in this report by reference. Additional topographic and soils 
information was taken from the pre-construction Design Memorandum No. 18: Environmental 
Analysis (1972). 

4.1 Watershed Characteristics 

Jennings Randolph Lake is located in the winding gorge of the North Branch Potomac River 
through the Appalachian Highlands. The North Branch Potomac River descends 1,930 feet in the 
36 river miles from its source to the dam site; from 3,150 feet NGVD to 1,220 feet NGVD. 

The watershed above the dam has a drainage area of 263 square miles, is about 23 miles long and 
12 miles wide, and is roughly rectangular in shape. The dam at Jennings Randolph Lake controls 
about 20 percent of the North Branch's entire drainage area. The principle tributaries of the 
North Branch above the dam site are Stony River and Abrams Creek. The watershed contains no 
natural lakes and only a few small marshy areas. 

Two man-made reservoirs upstream of Jennings Randolph Lake are located on the Stony River. 
Mount Storm Reservoir, owned by the Virginia Electric Power Company (VEPCO), provides 
cooling water for an electricity generating station. This reservoir has a drainage are of 31.2 
square miles, a normal pool area of 1,110 acres, and a storage capacity of 47,600 acre-feet. 
Stony River Dam is located upstream of Mount Storm Reservoir, but has been drained and 
abandoned. 

The fourth reservoir located in the North Branch watershed is located downstream of Jennings 
Randolph. Savage River Dam is located on the Savage River in Garrett County, Maryland, 
approximately 4.5 miles above the confluence of the Savage River with the North Branch. The 
total drainage area is 104 square miles. The reservoir is operated in conjunction with the Jennings 
Randolph reservoir to augment stream flows in order to supply water for industries and to control 
water quality. 
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4.2 Topography 

The terrain of the watershed is rugged, with steep, heavily wooded mountainsides and deep, 
narrow valleys through which the river meanders. The western two-thirds of the basin lies within 
the Allegheny Plateau physiographic province, while the eastern third is located on the margins of 
the Ridge and Valley province. 

The Allegheny Plateau is a high, deeply dissected plateau bounded by an eastward-facing 
escarpment known as the Allegheny Front. Prominent ridges are the Allegheny Front (elevation 
3,500 feet NGVD) and Knobly Mountain (elevation 2,850 feet NGVD) in the eastern portion, and 
Meadow Mountain (elevation 3,031 feet NGVD) and Backbone Mountain (elevation 3,278 feet 
NGVD) in the western portion. The basin topography and branching pattern of its minor stream 
channels are a result of the plateau and ridge geomorphology, and the sedimentary origin of the 
bedrock. Valleys slope toward the center of the basin, at which point the rivers and streams cut 
through the ridge lines at right angles into the valleys to the east. The most westerly of these 
basins is drained by the Savage River, which is joined in successive valleys by the North Branch 
Potomac River, George's Creek, and New Creek. 

The Jennings Randolph project lands, therefore, have generally steep slopes, usually over 10 
percent. Very few areas are suitable for construction of recreation facilities. For environmental 
planning purposes, slopes were grouped into three categories: gentle slopes, moderate slopes, and 
steep slopes. 

4.2.1 Gentle Slopes 

This category includes land with slopes of less than 5 percent. Gently sloping land requires little 
site modification, and is suitable for campsites, parking lots, play areas, and building sites. 
Drainage is often a problem on land with a slope of less than one percent. Gently sloping land 
provides the most logical and economically feasible sites for recreation and building sites, and has 
the least potential impact on the environment from these activities. 

4.2.2 Moderate Slopes 

This category includes lands with slopes of 5 to 10 percent, which encircle the flood plains of the 
streams in the project area. Moderate slopes require moderate site modification, have easy 
grades, and are suitable for building sites, roads, and most movement-based recreational activity 
(walking, bird watching, horseback riding). Many of the moderate slope areas have vegetation 
and cover that is well-suited for wildlife habitat. Soil conservation practices should be followed 
on moderately sloped land. 
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4.2.3 Steep Slopes 

This category includes lands with slopes greater than 10 percent. Steep slopes usually require 
major site modification. Slopes greater than 10 percent are too unstable or steep for recreational 
development other than trail usage. Steeply sloping land is expensive to develop, and 
development can lead to erosion, poor accessibility, and other negative environmental and 
economic impacts. 

Figure 4-1 illustrates these slope categories within the pre-construction project area. Many of 
the gentle and moderate slope areas are now under water, as can be seen by comparing this figure 
with the current project map. 

4.3 Geology And Soils 

4.3.1 Geology 

The North Branch of the Potomac River flows generally northeastward in a deep, narrow valley 
entrenched in the mildly folded, broadly warped rocks of the Allegheny Plateau section of the 
Appalachian Physiographic Province (Figure 4-2). The Potomac River valley is a broad synclinal 
basin following the gentle down-plunging axis of the George's Creek syncline (sometimes known 
as the Potomac syncline). Near the Jennings Randolph site, the syncline divides, with the George's 
Creek axis veering westward, and the Stony River syncline continuing southwesterly. 

Bedrock exposed in the basin is of the Pennsylvania age, and includes the entire Conemaugh and 
Allegheny series and part of the Pottsville series. There are no peculiar outcrops or geologic 
formations that would be of unusual interest to the general public except the rare "waffle rock" 
geology, which was created over a period of 300 million years due to the folding, fracturing, and 
weathering of the rock. 

There is a rare geologic formation that occurs on the project lands. This formation was found by 
the former residents of Shaw, WV who brought it to the Corps' attention. The formation, 
referred to as the "Waffle Rock," is a sandstone from the Conemaugh formation of the 
Pennsylvanian System. The sandstone dates back to the time before the Appalachian Mountains 
were formed. During the formation of the mountains the sandstone was fractured and folded. 
The surrounding rock had a very high iron oxide content that by percolating ground water was 
extracted from the surrounding rock and deposited into the cracks of the sandstone. The iron 
oxide solidified around the individual quartz grains of the sandstone making a much harder rock. 
When the formation was eventually exposed to the weather, the sandstone without the iron oxide 
eroded away faster, due to its softer composition. A portion of the "Waffle Rock" is located at 
the West Virginia Overlook, and a smaller portion is on display at the Robert W. Craig 
Campground. 
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4.3.2 Soils and Erosion 

Soils in Garrett and Mineral County were rated by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service (SCS) for 
suitability for recreational development. Soil properties considered for the rating include depth to 
bedrock, depth to seasonal high water table, slope, surface texture, and stoniness. Each soil type 
was rated by the degree of limitation--slight, moderate, or severe--that affects the construction, 
development, and maintenance of recreation facilities. The degree of limitation indicates the 
severity of problems expected to be encountered for the specific use: areas of slight limitation are 
well-suited for extensively used active recreation; areas of moderate limitation have one or more 
properties that make them less suitable for use, and would be more expensive to develop; and 
severely limited areas that are poorly suited for extensive recreational use. 

The soils at Jennings Randolph Lake vary in depth to bedrock from 1.5 to 3.5 feet, and are 
typically very stony. Most areas considered to be well-suited for recreational development are 
either below the conservation lake or in areas of limited or difficult access; other areas are 
moderately to severely limited. The primary exception is the Robert W. Craig Campground, 
whose soils are slightly to moderately limited, and therefore suitable for recreational development. 
Figure 4-3 shows the categories of development suitability for the soils around Jennings 
Randolph. 

The Howell Run facilities, including the Boat Launch and the Picnic Area, are both located in 
areas that are theoretically poorly suited for recreational development. The boat launch site 
required a minimum amount of earth moving, and was built up with fill material. Regrading, 
filling, and reshaping were required in the picnic area, along with construction of access roads and 
parking lots and subsequent reseeding and planting. As shown by this example, site verification of 
the soil characteristics must be completed to determine requirements for future development in 
selected undeveloped areas. 

Many areas at the project have moderate to severe erosion problems due to the nature of the soils 
and the steep topography of the project land. The areas of erosion that affect operation and 
recreational use of the project are de"cribed in the following paragraphs. 

West Virginia Access Road. When driving into the project from Rt. 46 the access road is 
bordered by a steep drop on the lake side of the road, and a steep rising slope on the right side. 
The right side is prone to slides especially during the spring and winter months, when the ground 
becomes saturated with water. In the Spring of 1996, this area experienced severe slides which 
blocked and undercut the road. This area has been fixed, but the potential remains for this type of 
slide to reoccur at any place along the access road due to the slope of the hill and the erodibility of 
the soils. 

Approximately 2,000 feet from the administration building the hillside is slowly sliding toward the 
lake. Signs of the slide can be seen in the buckling of the road surface. Presently, the Corps is 
monitoring the movement of the hillside. 
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Howell Run Boat Launch. A drainage structure located between Rt. 46 and the boat launch, 
which empties into Howell Run is eroding around the structure and at the outlet headwall. The 
aprons of the structure are missing, and the outlet is closed due to the build up of sediment. The 
Corps is investigating ways to repair this structure. This erosion does not prohibit the use of the 
recreation area. 

At the upper end of the parking area, Howell Run has undermined the gab ion protection below 
the parking lot and has begun to undercut the parking lot. A small section of the road has been 
roped off from traffic; future erosion could severely impact the use of the recreation area. 

Howell Run Picnic Area. The slope facing the lake is slowly eroding. The area is vegetated with 
crown vetch, but not in the eroded areas. 

Maryland Overlook Access Road. A slide has caused severe deterioration of the road leading to 
the Maryland Overlook. The road surface has dropped approximately three feet vertically and 
moved two feet laterally. The recreation area will remain closed until the road is repaired. 

4.4 Climate 

The North Branch Potomac River basin is characterized by a temperate climate, with the average 
annual temperature ranging between 47 and 57 degrees Fahrenheit. The mean annual 
precipitation for the watershed is about 45 inches. Maximum and minimum amounts of annual 
precipitation of record at individual stations are approximately 89 inches (Bayard in 1926) and 20 
inches (Piedmont in 1930), respectively. The greatest monthly precipitation in the basin occurs 
from May through August; the least occurs in the late fall and winter. The winters are not 
considered severe, but are vigorous, since there is usually heavy snowfall. The annual average 
snowfall is approximately 77 inches. Information on the major storms, floods, and droughts in the 
watershed can be found in the Draft Master Manual for Reservoir Regulation, Appendix A 
( 1996). 

4.5 Water Quality 

One purpose of the Jennings Randolph Lake is to provide water quality control in the river 
downstream of the dam. The regulation of Jennings Randolph Lake for water quality 
improvement provides numerous benefits to both the in-lake and downstream environment and 
water users. This regulation produces uniform water quality downstream by eliminating extreme 
variations in pH and acidity. The impoundment traps and stores sediments and precipitates, 
allowing better quality water to be released, although the quality is no better than the long-term 
average quality of the existing river. 

Since the early 1900's, the area has been strip-mined for bituminous coal, resulting in wide
ranging environmental impacts. This activity has created continuous problems of erosion, 
sedimentation, and acid mine drainage, thereby degrading river water quality. For many years, the 
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North Branch suffered from high acid content, the result of drainage from old, abandoned coal 
mines and poorly treated wastes from cities, towns, and industries. The major characteristics of 
mine drainage are the presence of sulfuric acid, heavy metals, and high dissolved solids. 
However, during the past 15 years, several Federal, state, and local agencies have been working 
to improve the water quality in the area. At present, approximately 40 miles of the North Branch 
and 100 miles of tributary streams are still somewhat affected by acid mine discharges. Measures 
being employed include waste treatment, reclamation of abandoned strip mines, lime treatment at 
Mount Storm Reservoir, and lime dosers. These measures have improved the water quality in 
this reach of the North Branch Potomac River to a pH of 6.0 or more. 

4.6 Terrestrial Resources 

Over 60 percent of the North Branch Potomac River basin is covered by forest. The Savage 
River State Forest and the Potomac State Forest are the major state-owned forest lands in the 
basin, and large private stands of timber remain as a part of the basin's hardwood timber industry. 
Agriculture accounts for approximately 25 percent of the land use in the basin. Farms are mostly 
small, and production is limited by poor soils. Former and active strip mines cover much of the 
basin. The remainder of the basin is utilized by industrial sites, rural and urban communities, and 
transportation corridors. 

Approximately 80 percent of the land cover on the project property is deciduous forest. The most 
common species are American basswood, tulip poplar, sugar and red maple, and red, white, and 
chestnut oaks. Black maple,. smooth azalea, winterberry, redbud, great Solomon seal and 
flowering dogwood are also found on the project lands. Among the most common species are 
American basswood, tulip poplar, sugar and red maple, and red, white, and chestnut oaks. Black 
maple, smooth azalea, winterberry, redbud, great Solomon seal and flowering dogwood are also 
found on the project lands. Extensive logging during the 19th century and fires on the over-cut 
areas reduced the number of spruce trees, and continuous harvesting has reduced the average age 
and size of the trees in the present forest. 

Herbaceous rangeland comprises the remaining 20 percent of the terrestrial habitat of the project 
lands. Grasses and forbs predominate, but shrub/brush vegetation also occurs. Species found 
within this habitat are yellow poplar, black locust, fire cherry, blackberry, sweet clover, thistle, 
and crown vetch. Many wildflowers are also found in the area, including snow trillium, jack-in
the-pUlpit, violets, painted trillium, and fIreweed. 

Most of the project lands are managed to retain the existing wilderness environment. Reported 
wildlife include bald eagle, osprey, white tailed deer, black bear, wild turkey, ruffed grouse, gray 
squirrel, and cottontail rabbit. However, the "second growth" forest, with its interspersed 
exposed land, probably limits the area's carrying capacity to support wildlife populations. 
Therefore, the ecological productivity of the area may not have as much value as other, more 
pristine, forested river valley ecosystems. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
1997 Master Plan Update 

4-8 DRAFf 



4.7 Aquatic Resources 

In an aquatic ecosystem, species composition, relative abundance, and biological condition of the 
aquatic community are influenced by stream depth, width, velocity, substrate, habitat cover, 
turbidity, temperature, and chemical composition of the water. Since 1987, the water quality at 
Jennings Randolph Lake has improved to an average pH of 6.0, and has stayed relatively uniform. 
The recent water quality improvements are believed to be the result of mine reclamation efforts 
and state-sponsored water treatment stations upstream of the lake. These improvements have 
significantly reduced the quantity and toxicity of the mine runoff reaching the lake. 

Numerous fish species inhabit the lake, including small mouth bass, lake trout, brown trout, 
rainbow trout, channel catfish, white sucker, largemouth bass, and Walleye. The lake has 
minimum of shallow water habitat, due to the steeply sloping sides of the river gorge, which 
effectively diminishes the littoral zone. This factor works to prohibit the growth of aquatic 
vegetation, thus reducing the food base for resident fish. In addition, the fluctuating pool level 
and the absence of any other forms of cover such as stumps or downed trees makes the lake less 
suitable as fish habitat. 

When Jennings Randolph Lake was constructed, the North Branch Potomac River was so highly 
acidic that no thought was given to sustaining a viable fisheries program at the new lake. The 
improved water quality has provided the previously unfeasible opportunity to create a good 
quality fishery in the lake and downstream. The present short-term goal of the fish management 
plan for the North Branch of the Potomac River and Jennings Randolph Lake is to maintain and 
improve the current fisheries, and the long-term goal is to establish a self-sustaining sport fishery. 
Both Maryland's and West Virginia's Departments of Natural Resources, in partnership with the 
Corps of Engineers, have taken an active interest in the lake and the river. The fish management 
plan, developed for Jennings Randolph Lake by the Corps of Engineers in cooperation with both 
states, reflects that interest. 

4.8 Wetlands 

Emergent wetlands have become established downstream of the dam as a result the dam 
construction, and are fed by incidental seepage and runoff. These wetlands are found in the 
seepage basins, along the river, and on the face of the emergency spillway. 

4.9 Threatened And Endangered Species 

The threatened bald eagle is found within the Jennings Randolph Lake project area. A pair of 
bald eagles established a nest on the southern end of the lake in 1993. Two eaglets fledged each 
year in 1993 and 1994, and three eaglets fledged in 1995. Currently an area of the lake is 
restricted from public use by buoys and a buoy line. No other Federal threatened or endangered 
species are found at the project, as confirmed by coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, dated 17 September 1996. 
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4.10 Prime And Unique Farmlands 

Prime farmland is available land that provides the best combination of physical and chemical 
characteristics for producing crops. There are no prime and unique farmland soils within the 
project area. The most common soil types found on the project lands are stony and alluvial soils 
generally associated with floodplains, woodlands, and wildlife habitat areas. These soils are ill 
suited to farming. 

4.11 Air Quality 

The project is located in a rural area that exhibits good air quality. This area is an attainment zone 
for ozone, sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, and lead, as 
defined by guidance published pursuant to the Clean Air Act Amendments (40 CFR 81.321). 

4.12 Hazardous, Toxic, And Radioactive Substances 

A hazardous, toxic, and radioactive substance (HTRS) preliminary assessment was conducted for 
the Jennings Randolph project lands to identify the existence of any HTRS in accordance with the 
Water Resource Policies and Authorities Hazardous, Toxic and Radioactive Waste Guidance for 
Civil Works Projects (26 June 1992). Coordination with state and Federal agencies indicated that 
HTRS was not present at the project or in the vicinity of the project area. No evidence of 
hazardous, toxic, or radioactive material that has the potential to contaminate the groundwater, 
surface water, or soils in the project vicinity has been found; nor is there any reason to suspect 
any. HTRS maps developed for the North Branch Potomac River Water Resources 
Reconnaissance Study are located in Appendix A. 

4.13 Environmental Justice 

This project is expected to comply with Executive Order 12989 - Environmental Justice in 
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations (February 11, 1994). Neither low-income nor 
minority communities are located near the project lands. 

4.14 Recreation 

The region around the Jennings Randolph Lake project offers a variety of recreational 
opportunities in the states of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Each of these states has 
numerous public recreation facilities provided by State, Federal, and local governments, which 
offer a wide range of recreational activities. A listing of these areas is located in Appendix A. 
These recreational resources have provided an important stimulus to the economic development 
of the region. 

Although the primary functions of the reservoir are to improve water quality, water supply, and 
flood control, the project is also authorized to provide recreation above and below the dam. 
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Recreation resources are available throughout the project lands, and consist of opportunities for 
active and passive recreation. Appendix A includes the number of facilities at each recreation area 
and the associated carrying capacities. Camping, boating, sightseeing, and fishing are the main 
recreational attractions at the lake. Except for sightseeing, these forms of recreation can currently 
only be accessed from the West Virginia side of the reservoir. Developed recreation facilities 
include the Howell Run Boat Launch, Howell Run Picnic Area, Robert W. Craig Campground, 
and the Maryland and the West Virginia overlooks. Maryland DNR is currently constructing a 
boat launch with an associated access road, parking area, and a floating pier on the Maryland side 
of the lake, which is expected to open for the 1997 recreation season. Downstream recreation 
consists primarily of whitewater rafting and fishing. 

The lake, which offers unlimited horsepower boating, has deep and shallow areas and small coves 
created by tributaries, providing diverse opportunities for boaters. The only boating constraints 
are the no-wake zone around the boat launch and the restricted area around the dam and intake 
tower. 

The acidity of the water during the first few years of reservoir operation made it appear that 
fishing and swimming would never be possible at the lake. Therefore, only one water-based 
recreational facility was developed. However, reclamation of old mine sites and cleaner, more 
efficient production at current mine sites have reduced the quantity and toxicity of the mine runoff 
reaching the North Branch and the reservoir. Maryland DNR, Bureau of Mines, has lime dosers 
located upstream of the project, which assist in treating acid streams. Because of these efforts, 
the water quality in the reservoir is now sufficient to support water contact activities. Current 
lake activities include power boating, non-power boating, water skiing, fishing, and swimming. 
No formal swimming area exists at the lake; visitors swim at their own risk from boats or various 
areas on the shoreline. 

4.14.1 Howell Run Picnic Area 

The Howell Run Picnic Area is a well-maintained open space area, with a mowed lawn and young 
landscape plantings. The area is bt'nched into a steep slope on the West Virginia side, which gives 
it an excellent position and a panoramic view of the lake and project lands. The picnic area is only 
open from dawn to dusk during the recreation season, and is closed during the winter months. It 
is primarily used for family picnicking and sightseeing, but is also frequently visited by various 
organizations for field trips and group outings. 

4.14.2 Howell Run Boat Launch 

The Howell Run Boat Launch is located in West Virginia, in a small cove at the upstream end of 
Howell Run. The boat ramp is open from April to October, except when the lake level falls below 
elevation 1,445 feet NGVD, or rises above 1,470 feet NGVD, when the ramp is unusable. In five 
of the past six years, the lake level has fallen below 1,445 NGVD as early as late July or early 
August, and has remained below 1,442 feet NGVD through the remainder of the boating season. 
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4.14.3 Robert W. Craig Campground 

The Robert W. Craig Campground is located in West Virginia on a high ridge adjacent to the dam 
borrow area, approximately 3 miles from the lake. There are no physical connections between the 
campground area and the lake, but Sunset Trail, located at the entrance to the campground, offers 
a view of the dam and a portion of the lake. The campground operates May through September, 
with the highest visitation during holidays and weekends. Activities available in the area include 
camping, bike riding, hiking, picnicking, and sightseeing. 

4.14.4 Overlooks 

There are three overlooks at the Jennings Randolph Lake: two in Maryland and one in West 
Virginia. Normally, these are open year-round from dawn to dusk, and provide opportunities for 
picnicking, hiking, and sightseeing. 

Maryland Overlook #1 is located just downstream of the project, and provides a panoramic view 
of the dike and emergency spillway structure. Maryland Overlook #2 is located on natural 
benches in the hillside upstream of the dam, and offers views of the lake and the intake control 
tower. Public access to this overlook and trail is currently prohibited due to a slide on the access 
road. 

The two-story West Virginia overlook, which also serves as the project's Visitor Center, is 
located adjacent to the dam and the administrative complex. The view from the overlook 
encompasses the lake, dam, intake tower, dike, and spillway gates. 

4.14.5 Trails 

There are three trails at the project that are open from dawn to dusk. Two of the trails are 
located at the Robert W. Craig Campground. The High Timber Trail, a self-guided tree 
identification trail approximately 0.7 mile in length, is located directly west of the campground, 
following the natural contour of the land. The Sunset Trail, a 1.2-mile down-and-back trail, 
offers a panoramic view of the dam and lake. The trail winds through a wooded area, across a 
small stream, and through the old quarry area of the project, where roughly 85 percent of the 
earthen fill for the dam was obtained. 

The third trail, Songbird Trail, is located on the Maryland side, and begins at Maryland Overlook 
#2. Songbird Trail was constructed in 1988. The trail is 114 mile long and ends at a waterfall and 
pond area that has benches, bird feeders, and squirrel feeders. As of this writing, public access to 
this trail is prohibited, due to a slide on the access road. 
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4.14.6 Downstream Recreation Resources 

All fishing and recreational activities are restricted for approximately 1 mile downstream of the 
Jennings Randolph Dam. From that point on, anglers may choose any accessible public spot along 
the river for public boating and fishing. In 1990, Mineral County Parks and Recreation 
Commission (MCPRC) became a non-Federal sponsor to develop a downstream whitewater 
raftinglcanoeinglkayaking and fishing access area near Barnum, West Virginia. 

Since 1982, the Corps has received requests from various outfitting companies and canoe clubs to 
make scheduled whitewater releases from the project. In 1988, through the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1988, Congress added downstream recreation enhancement as an authorized 
project purpose at Jennings Randolph Lake. There are four tentative annual releases for 
whitewater events, subject to water availability. These events usually occur on the last two 
weekends of April and the first two weekends of May. These releases are normally pre
announced to inform any interested parties. In 1995, it is estimated that 600 to 700 whitewater 
enthusiasts participated in the events. 

4.15 Aesthetics 

Aesthetic resources at Jennings Randolph Lake include the lake, upstream and downstream river 
reaches, steep wooded hillsides, and all developed areas associated with the project. These 
aesthetic resources can be broken down into two categories, created and natural. The created 
elements include the recreation facilities, dam, and infrastructure. Natural elements include the 
wooded hillsides, upstream and downstream reaches, lake, and lake shoreline. 

The project lands offer more natural aesthetic opportunities than does the rest of the regional 
landscape. The habitat evaluation conducted as part of the unpublished Draft Jennings Randolph 
Lake Reallocation Report, Feasibility Study (1996) identified two major terrestrial habitat types 
on the project lands: deciduous hardwoods (78 percent) and herbaceous range lands (21 percent). 
The two areas provide habitat to support a diverse variety of wildlife, and have been classified as 
being in good condition. 

Most recreation facilities have been strategically sited to take advantage of natural features, and 
other areas have been created to blend with the natural context of the lake. For example, the 
Howell Run Picnic Area and the three overlooks are located on benches above the lake, on steep 
hillsides. Although the benches are artificial, they appear as natural features in the landscape, and 
are accented by the development of well-maintained passive recreation areas. The Robert W. 
Craig Campground is located on top of a mature wooded ridge above the lake, and the campsites 
and other support facilities are laid out to fit with the existing contours and wooded areas. 

Among the created elements in the landscape at Jennings Randolph, the dam is probably the most 
unnatural in appearance. Its shape, size, absence of vegetation, and rock placement (rip rap) 
strongly contrast with the surrounding environment. Drawdowns of 50 feet or more also magnify 
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the visual contrast. The pattern of Jennings Randolph Lake, which is relatively narrow and 
sinuous, produces a series of bends and limiting views that adds to the visual variety of the 
surrounding steep, forested terrain. When the lake is below full conservation pool, the shoreline is 
devoid of any vegetation and detracts from the overall visual experience. 

The area directly below the dam has also been considerably modified by construction. The stilling 
basin and dam strongly contrast to the surrounding area, which was once a wooded river bluff 
setting. The adjacent land is a successional meadow, which aids in softening the appearance. 

The upstream area of the project has also been modified, but not as drastically as the downstream 
area. The mountain on the Maryland side of the lake was terraced to relocate a railroad line, and 
the land directly adjacent to the lake and Three Forks Run was used as a spoil area. Presently, the 
spoil area is in primary succession, which lessens the visual impacts. The old railroad bed and 
poured concrete bank stabilization slabs are located on the West Virginia side. The old bed is 
overgrown and therefore unobtrusive, but the concrete slabs are quite visible and visually conflict 
with the natural surroundings. 

4.16 Periodic Effects Of Existing Reservoir Operations 

As mentioned previously, the Jennings Randolph Lake project was originally authorized for flood 
control, water quality, water supply, and recreation. Reservoir operations for these purposes 
create periodic changes in lake level that affect recreation facilities and activities, and aesthetic 
experience. These temporary effects result from both the reservoir drawdowns and from flooding 
events, and are more visually apparent during the winter and spring, due to the degree of physical 
change and the duration of the drawdowns. This section defines those operations which have an 
effect on the existing resources at the project. 

4.16.1 Drawdowns 

Jennings Randolph Lake at full conservation pool is 1,466 feet NGVD. Lake elevations usually 
begin to drop during the later part cf the recreation season. The only recreation facility affected 
by drawdowns is the Howell Run boat launch, which is inoperable at and below elevation 1,445 
feet NGVD. The boat launch is typically inoperable from late August to middle February, which 
affects the last 3 to 4 months of the boating season, when the weather is still warm and suitable 
for such activities. Additionally, water-based recreation supported by the boat launch is also 
affected, including leisure boating, power boating, water skiing, and boatside fishing and 
swimming. In contrast, the Maryland boat launch was designed and constructed with current 
operation levels in mind. The boat launch is usable from elevation 1,425 to 1,480 feet NGVD. 
Therefore, this boat launch is likely to be operable for more of the year than is the Howell Run 
boat launch. 

The existing fluctuation pattern also affects nature-based recreation resources, particularly the 
lake fishery. The shoreline between elevations 1,466 and 1,408 feet NGVD is nearly devoid of 
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submerged and emergent aquatic vegetation, due primarily to the long period of exposure during 
drawdowns. Such drawdowns also result in reduced cover, lower nutrient productivity, and 
poorer habitat for fish. 

The greatest visual impact from the drawdowns is the unvegetated band that is exposed between 
the summer pool elevation and the successive drawdown pool elevations. This band is void of 
any vegetation, and can have a horizontal transition as great as 100 feet. The lack of vegetation 
and the gravel texture and color of the band significantly conflicts with the aesthetics of the 
natural surroundings. While these visual contrasts are significant, it should be noted that such 
effects occur at a time of year when annual recreation visitation is lowest. 

The positive recreational effect of the drawdowns is the educational experience they can provide. 
The visual impact of the drawdowns illustrates the effect that droughts and human consumption 
can have on the environment. Placards, literature, and other education tools help visitors to better 
understand these impacts. 

Other positive effects of drawdowns occur during water release itself. First, the water released is 
of a higher quality than that which would have flowed down the Potomac River had the dam not 
been constructed. This higher-quality water has significantly contributed to the revitalization of 
the downstream cold water fishery. Secondly, white water rafting, canoeing, and kayaking have 
recently become popular sports in the area as a result of the water quality releases. 

4.16.2 Flooding Events 

Flood events cause periodic short-term inundation of nature-based recreation resources. At 
Jennings Randolph Lake, as in most of the North Branch Potomac River, most flooding occurs 
during late winter and early spring, although flooding events can and do occur throughout the 
year. Most of the winter and spring flood control operations at the lake have little direct effect 
upon project visitation, because recreational facilities are not used during this time of the year. 

The effects of flooding at the lake can be considered positive or negative, depending upon the 
viewer's criteria. Flood events normally cause the lake level to rise with water discolored by 
increased sediment load and debris. After the lake level returns to its normal pool, some sediment 
and debris remains along the edge of the lake and in the water itself. This sediment affects the 
visual quality of the lake until it is removed, is covered with vegetation, or settles to the bottom. 
Except for the deposition of mud and debris, the temporary rise in the lake elevation does not 
necessarily detract from project aesthetics. Viewers may enjoy the larger size of the lake during 
the flood stage, or may appreciate the flood control action itself. In addition, by reducing the 
exposed height of the dam, flood events also bring it more into scale with the reservoir. 

Nature-based recreation resources at Jennings Randolph Lake do not appear to be affected by 
flood events to the same degree as do the developed recreation facilities. There are no significant 
adverse effects on fish or wildlife resources resulting from flood events, due to the brief duration 
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of these events. However, sustained high discharge following a flood event can cause nitrogen 
supersaturation of the outflow, which can result in high fish mortality in the stilling basin trout 
pens. 

4.17 Cultural Resources 

Historically, the project area has been affected by extensive ground disturbance from past surface 
and pit mining operations; timber harvesting; reservoir and dam construction; relocation of road, 
railroad, and utilities lines; and borrow and spoil areas associated with construction and 
relocation. The original spruce-fir and northern hardwood forest was reduced by 19th century 
large-scale logging, followed by fires in the cut-over areas. Coal mining has been extensive in the 
region for many years. Abandoned strip mines and timber harvesting on steep hillsides has 
exposed the land, contributing to erosion, sedimentation of streams, and acid mine drainage. 

During the construction of Jennings Randolph Lake and dam, the land was cleared to ground level 
between elevations 1,395 and 1,469 feet NGVD. Except for removal of downed timber, no land 
was cleared below 1,395 NGVD. Numerous stockpile areas were created, both upstream and 
downstream from the dam; a practice that affected the ground surface and vegetation in these 
areas. Construction associated with the relocation of the Western Maryland Railroad tracks to 
the Maryland shore also caused extensive disturbance to shoreline areas above the conservation 
pool elevation. In addition, the communities of Shaw and Barnum, which represented economic 
development of the coal and timber industries, and all structures and dwellings within the lake, 
were razed in preparation of the dam construction. 

In 1979, the Baltimore District performed a Phase I cultural resources investigation of the 
Jennings Randolph Lake project lands as part of the original reservoir and dam construction. This 
investigation was conducted in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, and its implementing regulation 36 CFR 800, "Protection of Historic Properties." 
Two previous investigations, in 1967 and 1970, interviewed residents that had collected a variety 
of Middle Archaic to Woodland Period projectile points on the floodplain within the reservoir 
boundaries; however, no sites were located during a surface inspection. 

The District's 1979 investigation, conducted by Quinn and Gardner, assessed and documented 
prehistoric and historic resources by conducting a review of the existing literature and archival 
sources, cartographic review, interviews with persons knowledgeable of the area, and field 
examination (including auguring and shovel testing) of the project impact area between elevations 
of 1,330 feet and 1,500 feet NGVD. No sites were located during the surface inspection of the 
North Branch Potomac River floodplain area (Quinn and Gardner, 1979). The field investigation 
concluded that the project lands were largely disturbed by strip mining and lumbering operations. 

The Draft Jennings Randolph Reallocation Reconnaissance report (1989) identifies three types of 
sensitive areas, but concludes that the potential for significant historic and pre-historic cultural 
resources in the Jennings Randolph project area is low. Consequently, the report proposes that a 
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limited Phase I investigation of the sensitive areas be accomplished during the next (feasibility) 
phase of the study. 

The Phase I investigation was accomplished in 1991 for the unpublished Jennings Randolph 
Feasibility Report. Based on the reconnaissance study, sensitive areas were identified as stable 
alluvial flood plain surfaces, higher terraces, and rock overhangs located between elevations 1,466 
feet and 1,484 feet NGVD. Map review indicated that potentially sensitive areas exist in the West 
Virginia study area at Howell Run, Deep Run, Chaffee Railroad Siding, Stone Cliff downstream 
of Chaffee, and the upstream end of the North Branch Potomac River, as well as in the Maryland 
study area at Three Forks Run, Stony Hollow, and Elklick Run. These areas were subject to a 
pedestrian survey and shovel test survey. Shovel tests were excavated in IS-meter intervals along 
single transects. All excavated soils were screened through one-quarter-inch mesh. 

The results of the Phase I investigation determined that there are no significant historical artifacts 
or sites below elevation 1,484 feet NGVD within the project boundaries. Elevations below 1,466 
feet NGVD were surveyed prior to project construction, and the project area between 1,466 and 
1,484 feet NGVD was surveyed during the study for reallocation of the project. Also, no historic 
architectural resources were identified within the project boundary. These findings were reported 
to the Maryland and West Virginia State Historic Preservation Officers; letters of concurrence are 
included in Annex A. 

4.18 Social And Economic Setting 

4.18.1 Land Use 

Table 4-1, in Appendix A presents the total land area and acreage of each land use type for the 
states and selected counties of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. These data are 
derived from 1990 information for the area within the Potomac River basin. For all counties in 
this area, forest was the dominant land use. This condition reflects the undeveloped nature of the 
region. Cropland or pasture land accounted for up to 14 percent of the total area of all counties 
within the market area in Maryland, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Urban land use accounted 
for less than 12 percent of the total area in all counties and West Virginia, while Maryland's urban 
land use was higher, due to the more highly developed areas surrounding Washington, D.C. 
These data are presented in Table 4-2, in Appendix A. 

The State of Maryland Office of Planning updates land use information every 4 years. 
Unfortunately, the 1994 data was not available for this analysis. As shown in Table 4-3, in 
Appendix A, a significant change between the 1985 and 1990 data occurs in Garrett County. This 
county experienced a greater than 50 percent increase in urban land use over the 5-year period, 
primarily due to the urbanization of the Frostburg/Cumberland area. The States of West Virginia 
and Pennsylvania, unfortunately, do not have similar data for comparison. 
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4.18.2 Population 

Historic and projected population data from 1990 to 2040 were reviewed for the three states in 
the Jennings Randolph market area. The information found in this section is listed by the ten 
counties which define the market area: two Maryland counties(Allegany and Garrett), six West 
Virginia counties (Grant, Hampshire, Hardy, Mineral, Morgan and Tucker), and two Pennsylvania 
counties (Bedford and Somerset). These areas are within the Bureau of Economic Analysis 
(BEA) regions BEA-016, BEA-020, BEA-009 and Metropolitan Statistical Area-(MSA) 1900. 
To facilitate regional economic analysis for the Jennings Randolph area it was necessary to look at 
how the region was divided into BEA geographical areas. The BEA looks at inter-area population 
movement by region. 

Table 4-4, in Appendix A, presents population projections for the years 1990 through 2040, 
derived directly from the Regional Office of Planning for Maryland, Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia. These projections indicate level or steady growth for all BEA regions. However, there 
is substantial variation among regions. While both the United States and Maryland are predicted 
to increase in population by more than 9 percent, West Virginia's predicted growth is -0.2 percent 
by the year 2000, and +6.8 percent by 2040. Pennsylvania's growth over the same period is 
predicted to be more than + 14 percent. It should be noted that growth predictions for the years 
2000 through 2040 was not available for the State of West Virginia, so therefore the numbers 
were extrapolated for those years. 

4.18.3 Employment 

Total employment is predicted to increase substantially for the United States and Maryland from 
2000 to 2040 (Table 4-5, Appendix A). However, the percent employment in West Virginia is 
predicted to have only 5 percent growth by the year 2000, with an overall decrease by 2040. All 
BEA regions in the study area show total employment growth over the next 40 years, with most 
of this growth predicted to occur in the next 12 years. Peak employment is predicted to occur by 
the year 2010, after which there is a either a decrease or a leveling in total employment predicted. 
There were no similar predictions aVailable for Pennsylvania. 

4.18.4 Households and Income 

Information on household formation, percent change in total households, and the average number 
of persons per household between 1980 and 1990 is presented in Table 4-6, in Appendix A. For 
the United States, Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania, approximately 72 percent of total 
households are family, as defined by the U.S. Census Bureau. Garrett County, along with the six 
West Virginia counties, had the highest percentage of family households (75 percent), while 
Allegany County, Maryland, had the lowest (69 percent). 

The percent change in total households between 1980 and 1990 varied between the states and 
counties (Table 4-7, Appendix A). The United States and Maryland had an increase in total 
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households between 1980 and 1990; 14 percent and 20 percent, respectively. West Virginia 
exhibited a slight increase, with less than 1 percent total household growth. Except for Allegany 
County, which had a slight decrease in total household growth, the other counties in Maryland 
and West Virginia exhibited growth of between 5 and 23 percent in total households for the 10-
year period. Information for Pennsylvania was not available. 

The average number of persons per household is given in Table 4-6. For the United States, the 
states of Maryland and West Virginia, and the five counties for which data was available, the 
average number of persons per household decreased by an average of 7.5 percent between 1980 
and 1990. These data indicate a trend towards smaller households. Information for Pennsylvania 
was not available. 

For all regions, per capita income is predicted to grow substantially in the next 50 years. By the 
year 2040, income is predicted to increase between 50 and 60 percent in the study area. Both the 
United States and Maryland are predicted to grow at similar rates, while income in West Virginia 
is predicted to grow at a lower rate. The growth rate of per capita income is greatest in BEA-020 
and least in MSA-1900. This reflects the increases in both population and total employment in 
more developed regions such as BEA-020 and BEA-016. Information for Pennsylvania was not 
available. 

4.19 Most Probable Future Without Project Conditions 

Without implementation of a recreational development at Jennings Randolph Lake, it is expected 
that there would be little change from current environmental trends discussed above. The lake 
would continue its normal reservoir operations, and topography, water quality, wildlife, and other 
natural features of the project would remain the same without recreational development. The 
condition of wetland and terrestrial resources near the lake would change in the future due to 
natural ecological succession. Trees and shrubs on the Jennings Randolph Lake project lands 
would become more numerous and larger in some areas that are now dominated by shrubs or 
herbaceous vegetation. If recreational development at Jennings Randolph Lake remains 
unchanged, the aquatic habitat in t~e reservoir and downstream is expected to continue as it now 
is. Water quality within the reservoir is also expected to remain the same, or improve slightly 
over time. 

There is a significant projected population and income growth in the region. The impact of this 
growth is likely to include increased demands for recreational resources. Without recreational 
development, the Jennings Randolph Lake project would be unable to meet this increased 
recreational demand. Additionally, the existing facilities will have a higher rate of use due to the 
increased recreational demand. This increased use will deteriorate the facilities more rapidly, 
resulting in higher required maintenance costs. 
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SECTION 5 

PROBLEM IDENTIFICATION 

5.1 Introduction 

This section discusses the problems and needs existing at the Jennings Randolph Lake project. These 
problems have been divided into four sub-sections for ease of discussion. 

5.2 Operations 

While operations at the project are minor in scope and generally very good, some possible management 
improvements have been identified by operations staff at the lake, state Department of Natural 
Resources personnel, and previous Corps of Engineers studies. These improvements are summarized 
in the following sub-sections. 

Many areas at the project have moderate to severe erosion problems due to the nature of the soils 
and the steep topography of the project land. The areas of erosion that affect operation and 
recreational use of the project are described in the following paragraphs. 

West Virginia Access Road. When driving into the project from Rt. 46 the access road is 
bordered by a steep drop on the lake side of the road, and a steep rising slope on the right side. 
The right side is prone to slides especially during the spring and winter months, when the ground 
becomes saturated with water. In the Spring of 1996, this area experienced severe slides which 
blocked and undercut the road. This area has been fixed, but the potential remains for this type of 
slide to reoccur at any place along the access road due to the slope of the hill and the erodibility of 
the soils. 

Approximately 2,000 feet from the administration building the hillside is slowly sliding toward the 
lake. Signs of the slide can be seen in the buckling of the road surface. Presently, the Corps is 
monitoring the movement of the hillside. 

Howell Run Boat Launch. A drainage structure located between Rt. 46 and the boat launch, 
which empties into Howell Run is eroding around the structure and at the outlet headwall. The 
aprons of the structure are missing, and the outlet is closed due to the build up of sediment. The 
Corps is investigating ways to repair this structure. This erosion does not prohibit the use of the 
recreation area. 

At the upper end of the parking area, Howell Run has undermined the gab ion protection below 
the parking lot and has begun to undercut the parking lot. A small section of the road has been 
roped off from traffic; future erosion could severely impact the use of the recreation area. 

Howell Run Picnic Area. The slope facing the lake is slowly eroding. The area is vegetated with 
crown vetch, but not in the eroded areas. 
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Maryland Overlook Access Road. A slide has caused severe deterioration of the road leading to 
the Maryland Overlook. The road surface has dropped approximately three feet vertically and 
moved two feet laterally. The recreation area will remain closed until the road is repaired. 

5.2.1 Wildlife Management 

Because there is an abundance of wildlife and wildlife habitat in the area of Jennings Randolph 
Lake, no formal management plan has been developed. Currently, the management practices used 
by Maryland and West Virginia DNRs, while not specifically designed for Jennings Randolph 
Lake, adequately serve the project's needs. 

5.2.2 Aquatic Habitat and Fisheries Management 

Gas Supersaturation. Gas supersaturation of outflow water from the dam occurs when releases 
exceed 1,000 cubic feet per second. Gas supersaturation can cause gas bubble disease in fish. 
Adverse impacts to the trout located in the net pens has been observed during high outflow 
events. 

Departments of Natural Resources. Jennings Randolph Lake spans the border between West 
Virginia and Maryland. Because of this, both states have an active interest in the fishery of the 
lake and the North Branch Potomac River between Kitzmiller, Maryland and Luke, Maryland. 

West Virginia is mainly interested in the lake itself, although for the last few years they have also 
been stocking a short reach of the river downstream of the dam in a cooperative effort with 
Maryland. The recommendations proposed by West Virginia are, 1) Threadfin Shad should be 
stocked annually until the forage base increases dramatically; 2) the feasibility of establishing an 
invertebrate forage should be pursued; and 3) the Corps should open the lake to boaters during 
the winter and early spring to improve catch rates for walleye. 

Maryland concentrates its efforts downstream of the dam; primarily with the trout pens and the 
North Branch Potomac River. One of their concerns is the problem with gas supersaturation and 
its effect on the trout in the pens and the natural fish in the river immediately downstream of the 
dam. 

5.2.3 Water Quality Management 

No management improvements have been identified for this activity. 

5.2.4 Facility Maintenance Management 

No management improvements have been identified for this activity. 
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5.3 Human Environment 

The primary problem identified for the human environment in the Jennings Randolph Lake region is an 
unmet need for qUality recreational resources. The demand for recreational resources in the area has 
been thoroughly analyzed as part of this study. The purpose of this analysis was to estimate the demand 
and related benefits associated with improved recreation facilities at Jennings Randolph Lake. The lake 
has a current estimated annual visitation rate of 75,000 per year. Local and project officials believe that 
visitation could significantly increase with the addition of new recreation facilities and improved access 
to the lake, and have positive impact on the local economy. Many visitors using the park say that 
they go there because it is remote, uncrowded, and unspoiled. Others have expressed a desire to 
see additional activities and convenience facilities located at the site to improve the overall 
recreation experience. 

5.3.1 Market Area Population 

According to information collected at Jennings Randolph Lake from 1989 to 1994, 75 percent of 
visitation comes from counties within a 6O-mile radius of the project. Of the remaining 25 percent, 24 
percent comes from counties between 61 and 100 miles of the project and 1 percent comes from 
counties between 101 and 200+ miles of the project. The total calculated market area population for 
the project is 1,614,000. 

5.3.2 Recreation Demand in the Market Area 

According to the West Virginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania State Comprehensive Outdoor 
Recreation Plans (SCaRPs), camping, hiking, nature walking, fishing, boating, swimming, bicycling, 
skiing, and sightseeing were identified as activities that ranked highest among state residents who 
participated in at least one of these activities in 1992. The SCaRPs also list outdoor activities that 
were of most interest to nonresidents (sightseeing, rafting, hunting, fishing, festivals, cultural sites and 
golf). Camping, fishing, hiking, walking and some boating and canoeing are activities that are currently 
accommodated at Jennings Randolph. 

The Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania SCORPs state that there continues to be a need for 
facilities to accommodate activities such as boating, hiking, walking, picnicking, and swimming. The 
following analysis explains how the demand for recreation facilities in the market area surrounding 
Jennings Randolph Lake was estimated, using former Corps of Engineers studies, market area 
SCaRPs, and visitation data collected at Jennings Randolph Lake. A summary of recreation demand 
is presented in Table 5-1. 

5.3.3 Recreation Facility Supply in the Project Area 

Current recreation facilities at Jennings Randolph support eight outdoor activities. These activities 
include boating (power boats and canoes), camping, fishing, hiking, hunting, picnicking, sightseeing, 
and walking. The existing recreation facilities that accommodate these eight activities are presented in 
Table 5-1. 
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Jennings Randolph Lake contains 952 boating surface acres. Of these acres, 60 percent can be used for 
limited power boats, including unpowered boats and canoes, at a density of 4 acres per boat. The 
other 40 percent are used for unlimited power boats at a density of 9 acres per boat. 

5.3.4 Unmet Recreation Needs in the Project Area 

Table 5-1 presents an analysis of unmet recreational needs in the project area. It is clear that marina 
boating, canoeing, camping, golfing, hunting, picnicking, and walking are activities which are 
underdeveloped in the region of Jennings Randolph Lake. In addition, although no specific data could 
be developed, the Maryland and West Virginia SCaRPs both identify pool swimming and limited 
power boating as needing more facilities. Any of these unmet needs could be partially fulfilled at 
Jennings Randolph as part of the recreational development projects proposed for the lake. 

5.4 Natural Environment 

5.4.1 Acid Mine Drainage 

Acid mine drainage (AMD) has been an issue for many years in the North Branch Potomac River 
watershed. AMD is created by a chemical reaction which occurs when water seeps through abandoned 
mine areas before coming to the surface. AMD is responsible for lowering the pH of receiving streams 
to levels which are dangerous to the inhabitant flora and fauna, and releasing other toxic chemicals into 
the environment. 

Several factors have contributed to the improvement of water quality in the lake and downstream 
since 1981. Active mines upstream have been forced by regulations in both states to improve 
treatment of discharges. Reclamation has occurred on some old inactive mines. The Virginia 
Electric Power Company limes the water discharged from Mount Storm Lake to help reduce 
acidity. The great depth of Jennings Randolph Lake (250 feet in places) allows the acid to stratify 
in the lake. All of these factors combine to produce a lake and a portion of the downstream river 
capable of supporting a sport fishery at this time. 

5.4.2 Wetlands 

Due to the steep topography at Jennings Randolph Lake, no wetlands are present along the lake itself. 
Wetlands have established downstream of the dam, surrounding seepage ponds and in the spillway 
swale. Although they have established as a result of dam operations, the wetlands perform functions 
such as sediment retention and nutrient filtering, and provide wildlife habitat. 

5.5 Physical Environment 

The problems with the physical environment at Jennings Randolph Lake are associated primarily with 
slumping and erosion. The physical qualities of the soils, rock, and topography of the project lands 
make the areas prone to these problems. Roads through the project lands are particularly prone to the 
effects of these problems. Periodic maintenance is required at many roads and parking areas to remove 
soil and stabilize adjacent banks to protect the project roadways. 
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Table 5-1: Recreation Demand, Supply, and Unmet Need in 
the Jennings Randolph Lake Market Area 

Activity Total Facility Demand Existing Facility 
Supply 

Boating (Marina) 205 lanes 12 lanes 
Limited Power Boating 4,500 acres N/A 
Unlimited Power Boating 300 miles N/A 
Canoeing 66 lanes 12 lanes 
Camping 16,300 sites 827 sites 
Fishing (streamside) 1,300 miles N/A 
Fishing (docks) 360,300 ft. N/A 
Golfing 2,400 acres 580 acres 
Hiking 506 miles 687 miles 
Hunting 111 ,800 acre 47,624 acres 
Picnicking 22,800 tables 1,729,tables 
Nature/Pleasure Walking 879 miles 687 miles 
Sightseeing N/A N/A 
Swimming (lake) 594 acres 1107 acres 
Swimming (pool) N/A N/A 

Unmet Need 

193 lanes 
N/A 
N/A 
54 lanes 
15,500 sites 
N/A 
N/A 
1,800 acres 
none 
64,200 acres 
21,100 tables 
192 miles 
N/A 
none 
N/A 

Note: A designation of "none" in the Unmet Need column indicates an oversupply of this type of 
activity in the market area. A designation of "N/ A" indicates that information was insufficient to make 
the determination of need. It should be noted, however, that both pool swimming and Limited Power 
Boating are considered by Maryland and West Virginia to be insufficient to the current demand. 
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SECTION 6 

OBJECTIVES AND CONSTRAINTS 

6.1 Resource Use Objectives 

The Corps' objectives for Jennings Randolph Lake project can be broken down into three 
categories: authorized operations objectives, natural resources objectives, and recreation 
objectives. Each of these categories is summarized below: 

6.1.1 Authorized Operations Objectives 

The lake's authorized operations objectives are (1) to reduce downstream flood damages, (2) to 
improve downstream water quality, (3) to provide a source of water supply for area municipalities 
and industry, and (4) to provide public recreation opportunities. 

6.1.2 Natural Resources Objectives 

The primary objective for the natural resources at Jennings Randolph Lake is to maintain as 
natural a condition as possible. This objective is currently met by project staff and their non
invasive wildlife, fishery, and forest management approach. This approach helps maintain 
ecological integrity and biological diversity on the lake property, and provides an excellent 
preserve for species that may have difficulty surviving in more developed areas. 

6.1.3 Human Environment Objectives - Recreation 

The primary objective for recreation resources at Jennings Randolph Lake is to maximize the 
visitor's enjoyment of the natural and created resources at the site. The project staff wants 
visitors to have a safe, enjoyable, and fulfilling experience at the lake and to go home with a sense 
that the lake is someplace beautiful and special. 

6.2 Future Project Objectives 

Projects to be undertaken in the future at Jennings Randolph Lake will need to meet at least one 
of the objectives stated in Section 6.1. The optimal project will achieve objectives in all three 
objective areas, without negatively impacting anyone area. 

6.3 Constraints 

Constraints are existing conditions that limit the variety of potential projects at a study site. 
Constraints at Jennings Randolph Lake can be organized into two categories: operational 
constraints and physical constraints. 
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6.3.1 Operational Constraints 

Project Operations. Safe and effective operation of the dam is the primary operational objective. 
This objective must take precedence over any recreational development or use of the lake and 
project lands. No construction or other development may reduce or impede the operation of the 
dam or lake, even for a short time. This constraint means that there are strict limits on any 
development that would require changing the usual lake level or the drawdowns for water qUality. 
It also means that recreational development cannot occur to such an extent as to overtax the 
abilities of the operational staff to perform their dam-related functions. 

Water Quality Releases. Lake drawdowns for water quality downstream occasionally affect the 
current recreational use of the lake. The West Virginia boat ramp, for example, is unusable if the 
water is at 1,420 feet NGVD (46 feet below the normal recreational pool at 1,466 feet NGVD). 
These releases are necessary to meet the authorized purpose of the lake, but they create a 
recreational limitation. Any future projects will have to account for the possibility of these 
occasional low water level (down to 1,320 feet NGVD) periods. 

Flood Retention. On the other side of the coin, the flood damage reduction purpose of the lake 
means that during particularly high flows, water will be held in the lake, and the lake level will rise 
-- sometimes significantly. The West Virginia boat ramp, for example, is unusable when the water 
is above 1,500 feet NGVD. Any future projects at the lake will have to account for the possibility 
of these occasional flood conditions. 

Minimum Water Flow. The dam is operated to create a minimum flow velocity of 93 cfs at Luke, 
Maryland, by maintaining a minimum outflow of 50 cfs. The pool cannot be lowered to below 
1,320 feet NGVD, however, due to the minimum water storage needed to ensure water quality in 
the lake. Long releases for events such as whitewater rafting, then, are a possibility only in years 
when the water supply to the reservoir is high enough to retain the minimum pool level while 
releasing a sufficient quantity of water. This possibility cannot be relied upon. 

No Wake Zone and Restricted Area. The existing no wake zone around the boat launch is a 
safety measure which that remain in place. The restricted zone adjacent to the dam and the intake 
tower is also a safety measure, which restricts the area of the lake available for boating, 
swimming, and fishing. No project alternatives will be acceptable within the restricted zone. 

Access. Operational staff must have free and easy access to all developed parts of the project for 
emergency use. Recreational development cannot occur to such an extent as to overcrowd the 
roads to and within the project lands such that emergency operations are impossible. 

6.3.2 Physical Constraints 

Topography and Soils. The project lands comprising the Jennings Randolph project are located 
on steep terrain with very stony soils. Rockslides and landslides are a possibility near the steeper 
slopes on the project lands. Very little of the project area is flat enough to accommodate roads, 
structures, or parking lots. 
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Infrastructure. The project lands currently do not have the infrastructure to accommodate growth 
of new recreation areas. There is no public water, sewer, or trash collection. The roads to and 
within the project lands are typically two lanes and narrow, with little room for expansion. 
Improvements to the existing infrastructure must be incorporated into any new project alternative. 
Again, due to the topography and soils of the area, the necessary upgrades may not be possible, 
thereby limiting development potential at a chosen site. 

Western Maryland Railroad. The Western Maryland Railroad is located on the Maryland side, 
above the lake. The railway traverses approximately 11 miles through the project under a quit 
claim, which is defined as the transfer of a title, right, or claim to another. Due to the sensitivity 
and liability of crossing the railroad, access to the lake from the Maryland side was not attempted 
by the Corps. In March 1997, the Maryland Department of Natural Resources opened a boat 
launch on the Maryland side of the lake. The railroad crossing includes a signal with flashing 
lights. 

Soils. Prior to construction of the project soil analysis found that areas well suited for 
development were either below the conservation lake or in areas of limited or difficult access. 
Analysis for soil and geology of any new recreation area will be performed prior to design of the 
site. 
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SECTION 7 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

7.1 Potential Development Features 

A comprehensive list of potential development features identified during the master planning 
process is presented in Table 7-1. This list was developed from information obtained during the 
visitor survey, during the public meeting, from coordination with local government and resource 
agencies, and from interviews with the operational staff. Additional potential features were taken 
from prior studies and from similar recreational areas. 

The list of all possible alternatives was then screened to eliminate projects which were considered 
economically unfeasible, constrained by topography or operations regulations, and politically or 
publicly unsupported. Those features remaining are listed in bold in Table 7-1. These features 
were combined into four alternatives based upon the level of recreational intensity anticipated for 
each. The resulting alternatives include one alternative containing those features which would 
produce a low level of recreational intensity, one alternative which represents a high level of 
recreational intensity, and two different alternatives which combine moderate-intensity features. 

Alternative 1 is the low intensity alternative. It was designed to include all features which 
might reasonably be constructed or operated by existing Jennings Randolph Lake staff 
during the course of their maintenance and operations schedules. 

Alternative 2, the high intensity alternative, was designed to create the most highly 
developed recreational facilities possible at Jennings Randolph Lake. 

Alternative 3, the first moderate intensity alternative, was designed to improve the overall 
overnight stay experience at Jennings Randolph Lake, including existing camping, boating, 
and picnicking sites and new lodging and swimming facilities. 

Alternative 4, the second moderate intensity alternative, was designed to use different 
features to accomplish the improved overnight stay experience goal. 
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Table 7-1: Potential Development Features 

Water Based Activities: 
• Floating Fishing Piers 
• Dock/Mooring area 
• Shore Fishing Area 
• Marina 
• Lighting at boat launches 
• Boat Rentals 
• Boat Launch near the dam 
• CanoelKayak launch area 
• Slalom Water-ski Course 
• Slalom Jet-ski Course 
• Open area downstream of the dam for fishing 
• Fish Habitat (attractors, stocking) 
• Pier swimming with water markers. 
• Bathing platform in the lake (wood/pontoon) 
• Beach/Swim Area 
• Children's Wading Pool 
• Swimming Pool 
• Water Slide 
• Small Boat Environmental Water trail: Sites 

may include Stony Hollow; bald eagle 
observance areas. 

• Water taxi 
• Scenic tours 
• Ferry from West Virginia to Maryland 

Land Based Activities: 
• Interpretation Center 
• Expand Visitor Center 
• Interpretive kiosks throughout project lands 
• Tower for eagle observation 
• Cultural heritage sites: Sites may cover the 

Town of Shaw, AMD, and old strip mined areas 
• Additional hiking trails in throughout the 

project (away from campground) 
• Pedestrian Trail from West Virginia overlook 

to the picnic area and the boat launch. 
• Access road from campground to West 

Virginia overlook. 
• Downstream Trail along the rail-to-trail in 

Mineral County, West Virginia 
• More Picnic Shelters/Areas 
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• CabinsILodge 
• Group Camping facilities 
• Game Room 
• Shooting Range 
• Archery Range 
• Horseshoe Pits 

• Volleyball Courts 
• Tennis Courts 
• Boat-to-Shore Camping or Picnicking 

• Playground (small children) 

• Golf Course 
• Club House/Pro-shop 
• Miniature Golf Course 

Miscellaneous: 
• Keep project "natural;" do not add a lot of new 

elements that will increase visitation 
• Plant more trees in the camp ground field area 
• Provide more handicap (ADA compliant) 

facilities 
• Expand Infrastructure to include: water at 

picnic area for rinsing dishes and flush 
toilets; water and toilets/showers in back loop 
of campground; water at boat launch. 

• Equipment Rental concession -- canoes, 
kayaks, fishing rods, sail boards, paddleboats, 
rowboats. 

• Sales concession -- bait, tackle, line, gas, 
propane, matches, groceries, fire wood etc. 

• Locker Storage 
• Laundry facilities 
• Upgrade Howell Run Picnic Area 
• Upgrade Robert Craig Campground 
• Upgrade Howell Run Boat Launch 
• New recreation areas throughout the project 

that may include cabins, a lodge, a marina, 
and a campground. 

• Wildlife food plots/feeders 
• Shuttle Service from recreation areas. 
• Downstream development 
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7.2 Alternatives Formulation 

Alternatives for recreational development were developed by listing all potential development 
features, as seen in Table 7-1, and combining them into Alternatives which satisfied various theme 
criteria. Alternative 1 was designed to include all features which might reasonably be constructed 
or operated by existing Jennings Randolph Lake staff during the course of their maintenance and 
operations schedules. Alternative 2 was designed to create the most highly developed 
recreational facilities possible. This alternative reflects the recreational development in the North 
Branch Potomac River Water Resources Reconnaissance Study (1995). Alternative 3 was 
designed to use different features to improved a visitor's overnight experience. Alternative 4 was 
designed as an alternative to improve the overall visitor experience at Jennings Randolph Lake, 
including existing camping, boating, and picnicking sites and new lodging and swimming facilities. 

7.3 Description Of Site-Specific Alternative Features 

7.3.1 The No Action Alternative: 

This alternative includes no additional development at Jennings Randolph Lake. 
construction would occur, and no new activities would be permitted. 

7.3.2 Alternative No.1: Low Intensity 

Robert W. Craig Campground 

No new 

Backloop Vault Toilets - Convert the vault toilets to flush toilets, and provide 
potable water and showers. This will reduce the demand on the existing facilities 
in the main campground. These improvements were requested by lake visitors. 

Sunset Trail - Extend the trail within the boundaries of the Barrow Area. 

Maryland Overlook 
Trail - Presently, the Maryland overlook cannot be accessed by the general public 
due to slides that have washed out the access road. Once the road is repaired, the 
proposal for this site is extend the Songbird trail. 

MD Boat Launch 
Fishing Pier - A handicapped accessible fishing pier is proposed at this recreation 
area to assist visitors, without a boat, to access the water from the Maryland side 
of the lake. 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
Trail - Starting at the picnic area, a trail would provide access to the water's edge 
for fishing. 

Picnic Shelter - This feature involves enlarging the existing picnic shelter to 
accommodate larger groups. 
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Potable Water - Potable water would be piped from the well that serves the 
administration and maintenance buildings to a pump at the picnic area. 

Howell Run Boat Launch 
Upgrades - Changes to the area would include upgrading the vault toilets to a 
composting toilet system and installing overhead lighting. 

BarnumIDownstream: 
Cabins - In the area leased to the Mineral County Parks and Recreation 
Department (MCPRD) a number of cabins would be field sited and constructed. 

7.3.3 Alternative No.2: High Development 

Robert W. Craig Campground 
Bathhouse - To accommodate the demand for flush toilets and showers on peak 
weekends the existing bathhouse would be enlarged include additional showers and 
flush toilets. 

Wading pool/fountain - This amenity is envisioned as a small, shallow, bowl
shaped wading pool with a spray fountain in the middle. The pool would be 
designed for use by small children. 

Swimming Pool and Bathhouse - This feature would be located in near the 
entrance gate and include a pool and bathhouse with showers, restrooms, and 
changing area. 

Camp store - This amenity would reduce travel time to such a service, or allow 
visitors who camp for extended periods of time to re-stock during their stay, or 
purchase emergency items. Currently the minimum travel time to a town for this 
service is approxi~ately 30 minutes. 

Recreation Center - Constructing the proposed facility within the actual camping 
area would be an advantage to visitors by allowing different activities during poor 
weather days. 

Ball Courts - Construction of new or additional facilities such as horseshoe pits, 
volleyball courts, tennis courts, basketball courts, and would provide entertainment 
to visitors - adults and children. 

Borrow Area 
Golf Course - an 18-hole, par 4 course is proposed for this site. The first nine 
holes would be located on the old borrow area, and the second nine holes would 
be located adjacent to the Robert W. Craig Campground access road. The layout 
of the golf course would work with the existing contours and minimize the 
removal of vegetation to the greatest extent possible. 
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Golf Club House - a structure to include a pro-shop, snack concession, offices, 
cart storage, locker rooms, and maintenance area is proposed for this site. 

West Virginia Overlook 
Visitor Center - This alternative consists of enlarging the ViSitor center to 
accommodate interactive displays, presentations, and informational supplies. 

MD Boat Launch 
Cabins - cabins on concrete slabs with living quarters, kitchen, restroom facilities, 
and fireplace are also proposed for the hill overlooking the Maryland boat launch. 

Marina - This alternative consists of a 15 to 20 slip marina with fuel and oil 
service. 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
Beach/Swimming Area - This feature consists of a beach and swimming area. The 
swimming area would extend into the water parallel to the shoreline due to the 
steep topography and lake fluctuations. Grading of the area would accommodate 
a 20 to 40 foot annual lake fluctuation during the swimming season. 

Trail - This trail would provide access to the water and will start at the picnic area, 
and wind down to the water's edge. 

Fishing Access - A stepped fishing pier is proposed below the picnic area. The pier 
would be designed to accommodate the fluctuating pool levels. 

General Amenities - The following general amenities are proposed to enhance the 
picnic area: a telephone or call box, potable water, flush toilets. 

Deep Run 
Picnic Areas - this feature consists of pull-off picnic areas in Deep Run, located 
along Rt. 46. Each site would include a picnic table, grill, and parking slot. 

Hogback Ridge 
Lodge/Convention Center - This alternative consists of a lodge (convention center) 
and cabins. The lodge would consist of approximately 100 rooms, a conference 
center, recreation area, and a restaurant. The adjacent cabins would be scattered 
in the wooded area surrounding the lodge. The cabins would sleep a maximum of 
7 people, and include a small kitchenette, full bathroom, and a living area. 

Marina - This alternative consists of a marina with approximately 20 to 30 boat 
slips for use by lodge, cabin, or campground guests. Amenities at the marina 
would include a concession building, fuel and oil pumps, electric and water on the 
docks, restroom, boat launching ramp, and car and trailer parking. 
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Beach and Swimming Area - This alternative consists of a beach and swimming 
area located at the entrance to the Deep Run tributary with a Bathhouse. The 
swimming area would extend into the water parallel to the shoreline, due to the 
steep topography and the lake fluctuations. Grading of the area will probably be 
required to accommodate the 20 to 40 foot annual lake fluctuation during the 
swimming season. In addition to the beach a swimming platform with a sliding 
board would be located 25 yards from the shoreline. The marked swimming area 
would be restricted and delineated from the main boating area. An adjacent area 
would be designated for boats to anchor, so that boaters could swim in the marked 
area and use the swimming platform. 

Water Taxi - A water taxi would be provided to shuttle visitors from one 
recreation area to another. 

Camp Ground - This alternative would consist of 20 to 30 standard campsites. 
Each site would have a parking area, picnic table, lantern post, and electric 
hookup. Additionally, a centralized bathhouse, coin-operated laundry facilities, 
playground, and trash facilities would be constructed. 

Peninsula B 
Boat-to-Shore Camping - A boat-to-shore camping area close to the lake is 
proposed on this peninsula. A floating pier or mooring area will be installed for use 
by campers only. Primitive campsites will include pad sites, lantern post, and fIre 
pit. 

Barnum/Downstream 
Trail - This alternative consists of an 8-mile trail with two canoe access points, 
foot bridges to cross the river, parking area and two-recreation areas. Recreation 
areas could consist of picnic tables, a picnic shelter, a restroom, a playground, and 
primitive camping sites. 

7.3.4 Alternative No.3: Moderate Intensity Option A 

Borrow Area 
Sunset Trail - This feature includes connection of the Sunset trail to the High 
Timber trail and extension of the trail to West Virginia Overlook. This trail would 
include switchbacks for easier trail use and would connect to the West Virginia 
access road just above the administration buildings. 

Group Camping Area - Presently, this site is used for tent group camping. The 
proposed group camping area would consist of a tent area, tent platforms, fIre 
rings, outdoor seating, potable water, and vault toilet restrooms. 
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MD Boat Launch 
Camping Area: A camp ground located on the hill overlooking the Maryland boat 
launch is proposed at this area. Campsites would include a camp pad, a grill, a fire 
ring, and parking area. 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
Picnic Shelter - This alternative involves enlarging one of the existing picnic shelter 
to accommodate larger groups. 

Trail - A footpath running from the West Virginia overlook along the water to the 
picnic area with observation or fishing areas along its length is proposed for this 
site. 

Deep Run 
Boat Launch - A boat launch for non-power boats or jet-skis to reduce conflict 
between power boats and non-power boats at the Howell Run Boat Launch is 
proposed for this site. 

Canoe Trail - A canoe trail is proposed along the south side of the lake starting 
from the proposed boat launch. Markers along the shoreline would identify areas 
of interest, and markers in the water would delineate the water trail for non-power 
boats. 

Picnic Area - A picnic area located adjacent to the launch is proposed at this site. 
The site would include picnic tables, grills and parking. 

Howell Run Boat Launch 
Trail - A footpath would be cleared and marked starting at the Boat Launch to the 
Picnic Area. 

Upgrade - The recreation area would benefit from the following upgrades: potable 
water, lighting at the launch ramp, telephone or call box, clevis multrium toilets, 

Peninsula A 
Picnic Area - Pull-off picnic area along Route 46 with a trail leading to the water is 
proposed for this area. In addition, a trail to the lake with interpretation signs is 
also proposed. Signs could describe the construction of the dam and lake, 
information about the soils and topography of the project, past forest and strip 
mining in the area and on the project lands, and AMD. 

Hogback Ridge 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area - A boat-to-shore picnic area with a small floating pier 
and mooring area is proposed for this site. 
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Observation Tower - An observation tower would be placed on the peninsula to 
serve as an interpretation center for the lake and observation of the nearby eagle 
nesting and perching area. 

Trails - Equestrian trails and adequate parking for cars and trucks and trailers are 
on the peninsula. 

Peninsula B 
Beach/Swimming Area - A graded beach and swimming area on the lake is 
proposed in this area. The beach would be for use by boaters or hikers at the 
adjoining proposed camp area. 

Boat-to-Shore Camping - This alternative consists of 50 primitive camp sites with 
lantern post and grill, and a lO-boat mooring area. 

Miscellaneous 
Hunting - The Corps proposes to work with local groups to establish public 
hunting blinds and tree stands on the project lands. 

7.3.5 Alternative No.4: Moderate Development Option B 

Robert W. Craig Campground 
CamperlBoat Storage - This feature would provide frequent visitors with a locked 
storage area for campers or boats. The proposed location of this amenity is at the 
entrance gate where the old maintenance compound is located. 

Camp Store - This amenity would reduce travel time to such a service, or allow 
visitors who camp for extended periods of time to re-stock during their stay, or 
purchase emergency items. Currently the minimum travel time to a town for this 
service is approximately 30 minutes. Additionally, laundry facilities and an indoor 
game room would be constructed. 

Playground - A playground, designed for small children, would provide specialized 
recreational opportunities for these young visitors. This feature would be located 
in the backloop of the campground. 

Backloop Restrooms - This enhancement would include converting the vault 
restrooms to a restroom with flush toilets, potable water, and showers. These 
improvements were requested by lake visitors. 

Borrow Area 
Sunset Trail - This feature includes connection of the Sunset trail to the High 
Timber trail and extension of the trail to West Virginia Overlook. This trail would 
include switchbacks for easier trail use and would connect to the West Virginia 
access road just above the administration buildings. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
1997 Master Plan Update 

7-8 DRAFf 



Efficiency Cabins and Lodge - Cabins with potable water, flush toilets, electric, 
and propane for cooking are proposed for this area. They may be temporary (i.e. 
Yurts) or permanent structures. The central lodge would consist of a larger cabin 
structure that would be available for group outings. 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
Beach/Swimming Area - This feature consists of a beach and swimming area. The 
swimming area would extend into the water parallel to the shoreline due to the 
steep topography and lake fluctuations. Grading of the area would accommodate 
a 20 to 40 foot annual lake fluctuation during the swimming season. 

Fishing Pier - A stepped fishing pier is proposed below the picnic area. The pier 
would be designed to accommodate the fluctuating pool levels. 

Canoe/Kayak Launch: A graded ramp for use by non-power boats is proposed 
below the picnic area. Parking for the site would be at the picnic area's existing 
parking area. 

Enhancements - The following general amemtles are proposed to enhance the 
picnic area: a telephone or call box, potable water, flush toilets. 

Deep Run 
Water-Ski/Jet Ski Slalom Course: A marked slalom water-skiing course IS 

proposed for this tributary. 

Peninsula A 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area - A boat-to-shore picnic area with a floating pier and 
mooring area is proposed adjacent to the lake. 

Hogback Ridge 
Shooting! Archery Range: The construction of a hillside shooting or archery range 
into the hillside is proposed at Hogback Ridge. 

Backwater area 
Boat-To-Shore Camping Area - A primitive boat-to-shore camping area would 
include approximately 20 to 30 sites. Each site would have a fire ring, a picnic 
table, and a site marker. Boat tie-ups would be placed along the shoreline within 
sight of the camping area. The site infrastructure would include garbage cans, a 
hand pump well, and compost toilet. 

Miscellaneous 
Fish Habitat: The placement of fish attractors and habitat structures along the 
edges of the lake and shallow areas is proposed to enhance the existing fishery. 
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SECTIONS 

ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES 

S.l Purpose 

This section identifies and assesses the potential environmental consequences associated with 
implementation of any of the potential actions highlighted in Table 7-1. This section is intended 
as the impacts assessment portion of a programmatic Environmental Impact Statement as 
described in Section 1508.28 of the CEQ Regulations for Implementing NEPA (40 CFR, Parts 
1500-1508), addressing impacts in a way that is consistent with the conceptual level of Master 
Plan design and a Master Plan Update. As the proposed actions are implemented and a detailed 
design is initiated for the development of each facility, further site-specific NEPA documentation 
may be required. Specific topics to be explored in future site-specific NEPA documents include 
vehicle traffic impacts, terrestrial habitats, water quality, and public safety. 

S.2 Brief Analysis of Alternatives Effects 

8.2.1 The No Action Alternative. 

Because no action would be taken, there would be no significant impact to the environmental or 
cultural resources. However, if no action is taken, there will be a negative impact to the region's 
social and economic resources. The potential for additional income to the project and commercial 
growth in the region would be foregone. Change from the "Most Likely Future Condition" will 
not occur. 

8.2.2 Alternative 1 

Alternative 1 is expected to have no impact on noise level, aesthetics, existing or potential land 
use, property values, tax revenue, employment, farmland or food supply, flooding effects, 
wetlands, biodiversity, biological productivity, surface water quality, groundwater, threatened or 
endangered species, air quality, hazardous, toxic, and radioactive (HTR) materials, or cultural 
resources. 

8.2.2.1 Short-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Direct, short-term environmental impacts from Alternative 1 are 
minimal. Extending trails, repairing roads and parking lots, constructing playgrounds, 
creating lake access, and enlarging picnic shelters will all have a slight negative impact 
on terrestrial habitat and soils, as soils will be moved, removed, and compacted. 
Local aquatic habitat will be disturbed and transformed by the construction of docks 
and piers, and some benthic animals and small vertebrates may be relocated or killed. 
Adverse environmental impacts will be minor, however, in the scope of the entire 
project lands. Displaced animals will be able to easily find suitable alternative habitat 
within the project lands or lake, and projects will be designed to keep soil or sediment 
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disturbance to a minimum. All proposed development activities are located away from 
the established bald eagle nesting area, and, therefore, are not anticipated to have any 
direct effect on this threatened species. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect, short-term effects are anticipated for Alternative l. 

8.2.2.2 Long-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Direct, long-term environmental impacts from Alternative 1 are 
minimal. Former terrestrial animal habitat will now be developed human habitat. 
Adverse environmental impacts will be minor, however, in the scope of the entire 
project lands. All proposed development activities are located away from the 
established bald eagle nesting area, and, therefore, are not anticipated to have any 
direct, long-term effect on this threatened species. The repairs to the West Virginia 
Access Road will improve local transportation, as will repairs to the boat launch 
access road. 

b. Indirect Effects. Minor positive indirect, long-term social and economic effects are 
anticipated for Alternative 1. The elements included in the recommended plan will 
have some recreational value, but will not provide any new activity types at the lake. 
Public health and safety will be improved somewhat by providing flush toilets, potable 
water, and showers at the main campground, and by upgrading the vault toilets at the 
Howell Run Boat Launch. 

8.2.3 Secondary Effects: Alternative 1 may have a small, positive secondary effect on the 
regional economy. Improved recreational experience at Jennings Randolph Lake (JRL) 
will increase the region's public facilities, and may improve the region's economic growth 
somewhat by stimulating local business activity. Improvements to the Howell Run boat 
launch, as described, will require the use of additional energy and resources, in the form of 
electric lights. 

8.2.3 Alternative 2 

Alternative 2 is expected to have no impact on existing or potential land use, farmland or food 
supply, flooding effects, wetlands, biodiversity, groundwater, threatened or endangered species, 
air quality, or cultural resources. 

8.2.3 .1 Short-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Direct, short-term environmental impacts from Alternative 2, where 
they occur, are primarily negative. Enlarging bathhouses and the visitors center; 
constructing cabins, lodges, picnic shelters, family campgrounds, swimming pools, and 
new bathing and beach facilities; and creating lake access will all have a moderate to 
high negative impact on terrestrial habitat and soils, which will be moved, removed, 
and compacted. Aquatic habitat will be disturbed and transformed by the construction 
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of docks, marinas, beaches, and piers, and some benthic animals and small vertebrates 
may be relocated or killed. Adverse environmental impacts will be minor to moderate, 
however, in the scope of the entire project lands. Displaced animals will be able to 
easily find suitable alternative habitat within the project lands or lake, and projects will 
be designed to keep soil or sediment disturbance to a minimum. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect, short-term effects are anticipated for Alternative 2. 

8.2.3.1 Long-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Long-term, direct effects from Alternative 2 include the effects on 
aesthetics at the lake. Visitor surveys indicate that many, if not most, visitors enjoy 
the wild, natural views of the lake and surrounding project lands. Adding swimming 
pools, marinas, and other manufactured elements to the project will diminish the value 
of this natural aesthetic. This impact can be reduced by careful design and placement 
of the proposed elements to harmonize with the existing topography and landscape. 

b. Indirect Effects. Moderate indirect, long-term effects on noise are anticipated for 
Alternative 2. These negative effects are expected to include increased noise level at 
Jennings Randolph, particularly during the summer season. These additional noises 
include sounds associated with the swimming and wading pools, the golf course, the 
marina, the water taxi, and the beach swimming areas. While most of these sounds are 
not unpleasant, the noise level at the lake overall will increase noticeably. This 
increase may disturb some visitors, but is unlikely to disturb neighboring landowners. 

Beneficial long-term, indirect effects include the benefit of somewhat improved local 
transportation provided by the water taxi, and improved local public health and safety 
provided by the enlarged bathhouse, flush toilets, and potable water. The public health 
and safety benefit of the improved infrastructure must be weighed against the 
additional safety risk posd by the swimming pools and swimming beaches. This risk 
can be reduced, however, by posting warning signs or hiring lifeguards. The overall 
impact, therefore, is beneficial. 

Stormwater management techniques will be incorporated into project design to 
accommodate for the increase in impervious surface at the lake. All proposed 
development activities are located away from the established bald eagle nesting area, 
and, therefore, are not anticipated to have any effect on this threatened species. 
Hazardous materials, in the form of fuels and oils at the marina, will increase in overall 
abundance at the JRL project. Proper storage and fueling will greatly reduce the 
likelihood of a spill or other contamination. A spill emergency kit will be included as 
part of the marina complex to further reduce the impacts of an inadvertent spill. 

8.2.3.3 Secondary Effects: 

Secondary effects of Alternative 2 include the beneficial social effect of additional 
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recreational facilities for local and seasonal visitors, and the beneficial economic effects of 
potential small increases in surrounding property values and overall tax revenue; moderate 
increases in area employment and business activity; and large increases in public facilities 
and services, and in regional economic growth potential. The economic benefits will be 
due, primarily, to the increased visitation anticipated due to the new development at the 
lake. Moderate negative secondary economic effects are anticipated due to increased 
energy demands at the project, due to electric lights and other electric uses at the golf 
course, marina, swimming pools, cabins, and lodge/conference center. 

8.2.4 Alternative 3 

Alternative 3 is expected to have no impact on noise level, aesthetics, transportation, existing or 
potential land use, property values, tax revenue, employment, farmland or food supply, flooding 
effects, wetlands, biodiversity, groundwater, threatened or endangered species, air quality, HTR 
materials, or cultural resources. 

8.2.4.1 Short-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Short-term, direct environmental impacts from Alternative 3 are very 
minimal. Extending trails, constructing group camping areas, creating lake access, and 
enlarging picnic shelters will all have a slight negative impact on terrestrial habitat and 
soils, which will be moved, removed, and compacted. Aquatic habitat will be 
disturbed and transformed by the construction of piers and mooring areas, and some 
benthic animals and small vertebrates may be relocated or killed. Adverse 
environmental impacts will be minor, however, in the scope of the entire project lands. 
Displaced animals will be able to easily find suitable alternative habitat within the 
project lands or lake, and projects will be designed to keep soil or sediment 
disturbance to a minimum. All proposed development activities are located away from 
the established bald eagle nesting area, and, therefore, are not anticipated to have any 
direct, short-term effect on this thre:ttened species. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect, short-term impacts are anticipated for Alternative 3. 

8.2.4.2 Long-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Negative impacts include former terrestrial animal habitat conversion to 
developed human habitat. All proposed development activities are located away from 
the established bald eagle nesting area, and, therefore, are not anticipated to have any 
long-term, direct effect on this threatened species. 

b. Indirect Effects. Long-term, indirect environmental impacts from Alternative 3 are 
very minimal. Beneficial effects include increased biological productivity, due to the 
wildlife food plots and feeders at the borrow area, and a slight health and safety benefit 
can be accorded to the potable water and improved restroom facilities. 
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, 
; 8.2.4.3 Secondary Effects: 

Anticipated secondary social impacts from Alternative 3 are posItive. Recreational 
opportunities afforded by this action will create a moderate social benefit. Secondary 
economic impacts from Alternative 3 are also slightly beneficial. These slight benefits 
include the increase in public facilities, small regional economic growth, and increased area 
business activity. These benefits will not be so great as those offered by Alternative 2, 
Alternative 4, or the recommended plan. Again, the small negative effect of Alternative 3 
is the additional energy requirements, due to the lights at the Howell Run Boat Launch. 

8.2.5 Alternative 4 

Alternative 4 is expected to have no impact on existing or potential land use, transportation, 
public health and safety, farmland or food supply, flooding effects, wetlands, biodiversity, 
groundwater, threatened or endangered species, air quality, or cultural resources. 

8.2.5.1. Short-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Constructing cabins, lodges, camp stores, rrumature golf course, 
playground, and new beach facilities and creating lake access will all have a moderate 
to high negative impact on terrestrial habitat and soils, which will be moved, removed, 
and compacted. Aquatic habitat will be disturbed and transformed by the construction 
of piers. Some benthic animals and small vertebrates may be relocated or killed. 
Adverse environmental impacts will be minor to moderate, however, in the scope of 
the entire project lands. Displaced animals will be able to easily find suitable 
alternative habitat within the project lands or lake, and projects will be designed to 
keep soil or sediment disturbance to a minimum. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect, short-term impacts are anticipated for Alternative 4. 

8.2.5.2 LQng-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Long-term direct effects of Alternative include a moderate effect on 
aesthetics. As previously mentioned, the natural aesthetic of the existing lake facilities 
will be changed by the artificial aesthetic of a highly-developed recreational area. 
Good design will reduce this impact somewhat, by blending the new features with the 
existing topography and landscape. Direct, long-term environmental impacts are 
primarily negative. Former terrestrial animal habitat will now be developed human 
habitat. Adverse environmental impacts will be minor to moderate, however, in the 
scope of the entire project lands. All proposed development activities are located away 
from the established bald eagle nesting area, and, therefore, are not anticipated to have 
any direct. long-term effect on this threatened species. 

b. Indirect Effects. A large negative effect to noise levels is anticipated. Playground 
noise will be combined with noise from the laundry facility, water-ski and jet-ski 
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slalom course, beach swimming area, and firing range. This noise level will most likely 
be disturbing to some visitors, and may be disturbing to neighboring landowners. The 
positive social impact of Alternative 4 is the large recreational opportunity it presents 
for local and seasonal visitors. 

Aquatic habitat will be disturbed and transformed by opening new water areas for 
water-skiing and jet-skiing. The placement of fish attractors and habitat structures will 
help reduce the overall impacts to the aquatic community. 

Stormwater management techniques will be incorporated into project design to 
accommodate for the increase in impervious surface at the lake. Hazardous materials, 
in the form of fuels and oils at the slalom course will increase in overall abundance at 
the Jennings Randolph Lake project. Proper storage and fueling will greatly reduce 
the likelihood of a spill or other contamination. 

8.2.5.3 Secondary Effects: 

Secondary economic effects of Alternative 4 are predominantly beneficial. Beneficial 
economic effects include potential small increases in surrounding property values and 
overall tax revenue; moderate increases in area employment and business activity; and 
large increases in public facilities and services, and in regional economic growth potential. 
These benefits will be due, primarily, to the increased visitorship anticipated due to the 
new development at the lake. Moderate negative economic effects are anticipated due to 
increased energy demands at the project, due to electricity uses at the camp store, lodge, 
laundry facility, and miniature golf course. 

8.2.6 Summary 

Table 8-1 presents a summary of the potential long-term regional impacts associated with each 
alternative considered. In gen-:ral, no significant impacts are anticipated to any resource as a 
result of any of the alternative plans. 

8.3 Plan Selection 

The plan selection process was facilitated by a decision matrix that evaluated each alternative 
using the following criteria (matrix presented in Appendix A): 

Environmental Imnact - This variable identifies the degree of impact to the environment 
from the recreation feature, as detailed earlier in this Section. The greater the impact to 
the environment, the lower the value of the feature. 

Operational Constraints - The recreation feature was rated for the entity (Corps or non
Corps) that would operate and maintain the facility. Operation and maintenance equates 
to the amollnt or dollars spent annually to operate the facility. A larger value was given to 
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Tahle 8-1: Long-Term Regional Effects of Alternatives 

Name of Parameter 

SOCIAL EFFECTS 
Noise Level 
Aesthetics 
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, I·· 
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:b: .:.': 
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w:M~:~:i:i::i\~+:':U ::: .. 
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those features that did not increase the Corps annual project O&M (Le. features operated 
by a concessionaire). 

Infrastructure - The values applied to the recreation features was determined by the 
number of infrastructure types necessary to construct the proposed facility. The greater 
the need for infrastructure the lower the item was valued. 

Public Support - This is a reflection of the public's reaction to the proposed facilities. 
Public support was assessed during the public meeting and from data gathered from the 
user surveys. The greater the support for a feature, the higher the value given to the 
feature. 

Economic Benefit - Economic impacts are defined as a direct result of the money spent by 
visitors. An increase of the money spent at the project can happen two ways 1) attracting 
new visitors from outside the region who spend money; and 2) increasing the amount of 
money spent by the visitors. Recreation features with the greatest potential for economic 
impact will be the elements the attract the most spending. The facilities that have a large 
economic benefit are highly valued. 

Potential for Sponsors - This variable reflects the perceived knowledge or actual 
knowledge of an agency or other organization (non-federal) that would be capable of 
successfully constructing and operating a proposed facility. A low rating for this factor 
was based on the assumption that the Corps' operation budget for the project will not 
allow the planning, construction, maintenance, and/or operation of new recreation areas. 

The matrix analysis concluded that a combination of features selected from each of the four 
alternatives comprised the preferred plan. The impacts of the recommended plan as a whole are 
discussed in detail in Section 9, the potential impacts of each feature were identified previously in 
this Section. 

The recommended plan consists of: 

Robert W. CraigJ:::ampground 

Swimming Pool and Bathhouse - This feature would be a medium sized (5-7 lane) 
pool loclted near the entrance gate to the campground, including a bathhouse with 
showers, restrooms, and changing areas. 

Camper/Boat Storage - This feature would provide frequent visitors with a locked 
storage area for campers or boats. The proposed location of this amenity is at the 
entrance gate where the old maintenance compound is located. This feature was 
requested during the visitor surveys. 

Camp Store - This amenity would reduce travel time to such a service, and permit 
visitors \\110 camp for extended periods of time to re-stock during their stay, or 
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purchase emergency items. Currently the minimum travel time to a town for this 
service is approximately 30 minutes. Additional services such as a laundry facility, 
an indoor game room, and equipment rentals could be included. 

Backloop Restrooms - This enhancement would include destruction of the vault 
restrooms and construction of a full-service restroom (flush toilets, potable water, 
and showers). These improvements were requested by lake visitors. Prior to 
implementation of this feature a cost comparison should be completed to 
determine the greater feasibility between construction of this new restroom or 
enlarging the existing full-service restroom. 

Borrow Area 

Maintain the existing use of the Borrow Area for group camping. 

Howell Run Picnic Area 

Enhancements - The following general amemtIes are proposed to enhance the 
picnic area: a telephone or call box, potable water, and flush toilets. Water for the 
site could be obtained from the well that supplies water for the 
administration/maintenance complex and the West Virginia Overlook. An 
investigation of the capacity and life of the well should be undertaken to determine 
ability of the well to meet the existing requirements and the projected needs for the 
picnic area. 

Picnic Shelter - Construction of a new picnic shelter verses the enlargement of one 
of the existing shelters would better serve the visitors, and would generate 
additional clay use fees. 

Beach/Swimming Area (alternate location) - This feature consists of a beach and 
swimming area. The swimming area would extend into the water parallel to the 
shoreline due to the steep topography and lake fluctuations. Grading of the area 
would accommodate a 20 to 40 foot annual lake fluctuation during the swimming 
season. This area is an alternative location to the beach and swimming area at 
Hogback Ridge. 

Howell Run Boat Launch 

Upgrade - The recreation area would benefit from the following upgrades: potable 
water. lighting at the launch ramp and in the parking lot, telephone or call box, and 
an upgradc of the vault toilets to composting toilets. 

Lodgc/Col1\cntion Center - This alternative consists of a lodge (con~ention center) 

Jennings Randolph LI~l' 
1997 Master Plan Upda1c' 

8-9 DRAFT 



and cabins. The lodge would consist of approximately 100 rooms, a conference 
center. recreation area, and a restaurant. The adjacent cabins would be scattered 
in the wooded area surrounding the lodge. The cabins would sleep a maximum of 
6 people. and include a small kitchenette, full bathroom, and a living area. 

Marina (alternate location) - This alternative consists of a marina with 
approximately 20 to 30 boat slips for use by lodge, cabin, or campground guests. 
Amenities at the marina would include a concession building, fuel and oil pumps, 
electric and water on the docks, restroom, boat launching ramp, and car and trailer 
parking. This area is an alternative location to the marina at the Maryland Boat 
Launch. 

Beach/Swimming Area (alternate location) - This alternative consists of a beach 
and swimming area located at the entrance to the Deep Run tributary with a 
Bathhouse. The swimming area would extend into the water parallel to the 
shoreline. due to the steep topography and the lake fluctuations. Grading of the 
area will probably be required to accommodate the 20 to 40 foot annual lake 
fluctuation during the swimming season. In addition to the beach a swimming 
platform with a sliding board would be located 25 yards from the shoreline. The 
marked swimming area would be restricted and delineated from the main boating 
area. An adjacent area would be designated for boats to anchor, so that boaters 
could swim in the marked area and use the swimming platform. This area is an 
alternative location to the beach and swimming area at the Howell Run Picnic 
Area. 

Maryland Boat Launch 

Since this area is leased to the Maryland Department of Natural Resources the 
Corps will not dictate terms for the recreation area other than those contained in 
the lease. The following recreation features are only suggestions for future 
development of the site in context with the overall Plan. 

Campground or Cabins - A campground located on the hill overlooking the 
Maryland boat launch is proposed at this area. Campsites would include a camp 
pad, a grill. a fire ring, and parking area. Cabins on concrete slabs with living 
quarters. kitchen, restroom facilities, and fireplace are also proposed for the hill 
overlooking the Maryland boat launch. 

Marina (alternate location) - This alternative consists of a 15 to 20 slip marina with 
fuel and oil service. This area is an alternative location to the marina at Hogback 
Ridge. 

Barnum/Do\\lhll",-'am Area 

Rustic ('~lhil1s - In the area leased to the Mineral County Parks and Recreation 
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Departmcnt (MCPRD) a number of cabins would be field sighted and constructed. 
MCPRD is currently in the process of constructing one cabin in the leased area and 
will usc it as a trail project to determine the feasibility of building additional cabins 
in the Barnum area. 

Miscellaneous 

If there is local interest, the Corps will work with local fishing and hunting groups 
or the West Virginia and Maryland Department of Natural Resources to construct 
andlor place tree stands and fish habitat structures. 
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SECTION 9 

RECOMMENDED PLAN 

9.1 Plan Features 

The recommended plan is comprised of 9 recreation sites. These features include new recreation 
areas, new facilities, improved existing facilities, increased area-wide programs and projects, and 
improved infrastructure. Table 9-1 presents the features of the recommended plan. The facilities 
could be funded through a variety of sources such as O&M funds, cost-sharing partnerships, 
congressional appropriations, private funding (concessions), and/or other Federal and state agency 
funding. However, this document does not provide the authority to fund new facilities, or design 
and construct new facilities or enhancements to existing facilities. 

Implementation of the Plan is expected to occur in phases over a period of approximately 10-15 
years. The development sequence for the facilities will be determined by a number of factors 
which includes the availability of funding; public interest or demand; and the availability, 
improvement, or construction of supporting infrastructure. 

Table 9-1: Recommended Plan Project Features 

Robert W. Craig Campground 
Enlarge Existing Bathhouse 
Equipment Rentals 
Swimming PoollBathhouse 
Camper/Boat Storage 
Camp Store and amenities 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
Upgrade to area - potable water, flush toilets, 
electricity, call box/telephone 
New Picnic Shelter 
Beach/Swimming Area (alternative location) 

Hogback Ridge 
Beach/Swimming Area (alternative location) 
Lodge/Conference Center 
Cabins 
Medium-sized Marina (alternative location) - boat 
rentals amenity 

Barnum Area 
Rustic Cabins 
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Back Loop RWC Campground 
Convert Vault to FIushIPotable Water/Showers 

Borrow Area adjacent to Campground 
Maintain Group Camping Area 

Howell Run Boat Launch 
Upgrade to area - potable water, flush toilets, 
electricity, call box/telephone 
Overhead Lighting 

Maryland Boat Launch (suggestions) 
Medium-sized Marina (alternative location) 
Cabins and/or Campground 

Miscellaneous 
Work with local fishing and hunting groups or the 
WV and MD DNR to construct and place tree 
stands and fish habitat structures 

9-1 DRAFT 



,TO Elk Garden, WV 

Figure 9-1 
Draft 
Recommended 
Plan 

Legend 

III Existing Recreation 
Areas 

D Proposed I~ecreation 
Area 

Not to Scale 

Jennings Randolph 
Lake Master Plan 
1997 Update 
DRAFT 

Baltimore District 
Corps of Engineers 



9.2 Analysis of Recommended Plan Impacts 

The proposed action includes the construction of and maintenance and operation of the proposed 
facilities presented in the recommended plan. Each individual construction activity is part of the 
proposed action. Subsections 9.2.1 through 9.2.19 address the impacts of the proposed 
recommended plan. 

9.2.1 Topography 

Development of the facilities outlined in the recommended plan, with the exception of facilities 
planned for Hogback Ridge, will not have significant negative impacts on the topography of the 
project lands, since they are located in existing recreation areas which have been previously 
disturbed. 

9.2.1.1 Short-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Short-term, direct effects on topography include the clearing and 
grading required for site preparation for construction. These effects will be local in 
nature, and will be minimized by the construction design. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect effects are anticipated for the recommended 
plan. 

9.2.1.2 Long-Term Effects: 

a. Direct Effects. Construction of the proposed Hogback Ridge facilities will have 
isolated, long-term, direct impacts on the topography of the Hogback Ridge peninsula. 
The site consists of mainly steep to moderate slopes, with a few gentle slopes on the 
ridge and north side of the peninsula. A schematic site plan was developed for this site, 
as shown in Figure 9-1. Conceptually, the site will be developed using an existing 
access road (Hogback Road) from Elk Garden, West Virginia, which cuts across the 
site west of the ridge. The road will need additional grading to widen the roadway and 
shoulder. The cabins, lodge, and parking area will be located on the north side of the 
peninsula where the land is moderately sloped. The beach and marina will be located 
in the area of the Deep Run tributary, east side of the peninsula, where the slopes 
range from moderate to steep slopes. Care will be taken when siting all facilities on 
this peninsula to reduce cost, erosion, and other potential impacts. 

b. Indirect Effects. No long-term, indirect effects are anticipated for the recommended 
plan. 

9.2.1.3 Secondary Effects: 

No secondary effects to topography are anticipated for the recommended plan. 
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9.2.2 Geology and Soils 

The impacts to the geology and soils from the proposed action will not be significant. Soil 
characteristics of the proposed development sites were reviewed for this study, but since the 
facilities and placement of the facilities is only conceptual, in-depth studies were not completed to 
determine the soil characteristics of individual sites. 

9.2.2.1 Short-Term Effects. 

a. Direct Effects. Geology and soils on Jennings Randolph Lake project lands may have a 
large impact on the types and sizes of facilities which can be built. As stated in 
Section 4, the soils at the project are typically very stony, and are considered to be 
moderately to severely limited for recreational site development. The soil 
characteristics of all undeveloped sites must be verified prior to design of the facilities 
to determine the suitability of the area for various types of recreation. The areas will 
then be designed accordingly. In addition to the use of Best Management Practices 
(BMPs), vegetative barriers, and field siting, the proposed action will follow all 
Federal, state, and local regulations regarding sedimentation and erosion control 
practices to reduce impacts on and off project lands. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect effects on soil type or geology are anticipated 
for the recommended plan. 

9.2.2.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No direct, long-term effects on soil type or geology are anticipated for 
the recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. Because of the steep slopes and soil types at Hogback Ridge, 
construction activities at the site are likely to require additional temporary and 
permanent erosion and sedimentation control measures. The erosion and 
sedimentation control facilities and maintenance will be determined by standard 
engineering practice on a site by site basis. 

9.2.2.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary effects on soils or geology are anticipated due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.3 Climate 

9.2.3.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Initial, minor, short-term, and direct impacts to micro-climates could 
occur as a result of facility construction activities. These impacts will take the form of 
raising the temperature in the area of construction. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
1997 Master Plan Update 

9-3 DRAFf 



b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect effects are anticipated on climate due to the 
recommended plan. 

9.2.3.2 Long-Term Effects 
a. Direct Effects. No long-term, direct effects are anticipated on climate due to the 

recommended plan. Any long-term effects related to the raised temperature in relation 
to the increase of non-vegetated surfaces, such as paved roads, will not be significant. 

b. Indirect Effects. No long-term, indirect effects are anticipated on climate due to the 
recommended plan. 

9.2.3.3 Secondary Effects 

Significant impacts to the climate of the area will not occur with the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of any of the proposed facilities. 

9.2.4 Terrestrial Resources 

9.2.4.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Impacts to wildlife from the overall recommended plan will not be 
significant. Construction activities at existing sites will result in direct, short-term 
impacts to wildlife because of noise and traffic levels. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect effects on terrestrial resources are anticipated 
as a result of the recommended plan. 

• 
9.2.4.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. The proposed action will decrease the project's forest resources by 
approximately 5 percent, or 140 acres. Currently, 80 percent of the project, or 2,800 
acres, is covered by deciduous forests. The forest management objective at the project 
is to increase the value of project lands for wildlife and recreation by promoting 
natural ecological conditions through conservation practices. The strategy allows a 
flexible framework in the management of timber and forest resources as changing 
needs warrant. Based on the project authorization, which includes recreation, and the 
management philosophy of forest and wildlife resources five percent is not a significant 
amount of forest cover to be lost. 

Long-term, direct impacts on wildlife and terrestrial resources will be minimal, since 
the majority of the planned facilities are located in existing recreation areas. Habitat 
fragmentation, due to disruption of the continuous habitat activity through the clearing 
of moderately large open spaces for facilities and linear open spaces for roads and 
infrastructure, will only occur in the Hogback Ridge area. As a result of clearing, edge 
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habitat will increase by 140 acres, and may favor deer and small mammals over interior 
forest-dwelling wildlife species. However, the remaining 2,660 acres of prime forest 
land should provide ample habitat for the forest-dwelling species on the project lands. 
The existing remote shoreline habitat and wildlife access to the lake will also be 
impacted by the development. 

Loss of wildlife habitat on Hogback Ridge (approximately 70 acres) will not be 
significant, due to the small amount of land proposed for development in comparison 
to the large amount of undeveloped habitat available on project lands (approximately 
2,780 acres) plus the rural area immediately adjacent to the project. Siting practices, 
such as clustering associated facilities and minimizing cleared areas around structures 
and roads, will reduce long-term direct impacts to wildlife habitat. Design criteria will 
be also established to maintain a natural condition at the lake. 

a. Indirect Effects. No long-term, indirect effects on terrestrial resources are anticipated 
due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.4.3 Secondary Effects: 

No secondary effects on terrestrial resources are anticipated due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.5 Water Quality 

In the years since the 1973 Master Plan, the water quality of the lake has improvt?d to such a level 
as to support a recreational fishery and water contact recreation. The potential impacts of the 
proposed action on surface water, groundwater, and stormwater quality and quantity will not be 
significant. The fmal designs for each proposed facility will minimize direct and indirect impacts , 
to the lake. 

9.2.5.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Short-term impacts on the water quality from the construction of the 
beach/swimming area, marina, and piers will include increased turbidity and suspended 
particulates. The impacts from construction will subside after a short period of time. 
The placement of fish attractors will include short-term, minor impacts such as 
turbidity which will also subside after a short period of time. Prior to construction 
activities in the lake, a Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(1) analysis will be conducted, 
and a Section 401 water quality certification will be obtained. 

a. Construction of the proposed action will follow all Federal, state, and local regulations 
regarding sedimentation and erosion control practices, and close coordination with the 
regional state conservation officer will be maintained. Facility impacts will be reduced 
by siting facilities to minimize impacts to surface water, maintaining existing 
vegetation, and using BMPs. 
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b. Indirect Effects. No indirect, short-term effects on water quality are anticipated from 
the recommended plan. 

9.2.5.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Facilities such as the beach/swimming area and the marina will have 
minor direct impacts on the lake. Continuous (long-term) impacts from these 
developments may include increased turbidity caused by activities at the beach and 
increased boating activity. 

b. Indirect Effects. The only long-term indirect effect on water quality associated with 
the recommended plan is the additional risk of petroleum contamination from 
increased boating activities. The fuel pump associated with the proposed marina could 
potentially, add large quantities of fuel into the lake at one time in the event of a spill 
or leak. To avoid accidental spills, the pump will be constructed, used, and maintained 
according to state regulations and codes. A spill response plan will also be designed, 
and lake operators will be trained in spill response practices. 

Generally, a slight decrease in surface water infiltration is expected in areas where the 
proposed development will result in an increased amount of impervious surface area. 
These areas include paved roads, parking lots, and paved camp pads; and built 
structures such as the cabins, camp store, picnic shelter, swimming pool, and 
bathhouses. Surface water infiltration may decrease due to the increased impervious 
surfaces, such as roads, parking lots, and roofs. Although this impact will be direct 
and long-term, it will have so small an effect as to be immeasurable. Overall, the 
recommended plan adds a relatively small amount of impervious surface to the project 
area and impacts to the groundwater are not likely to be significant, or even 
measurable. 

The potential impacts from the recommended plan will be minimized through careful 
design and compliance with erosion, sediment, and stormwater control measures, and 
are not considered to be significant. Construction of hard surface area, as mentioned 
in the paragraph on groundwater, will result in a small increase in the impervious area 
at the project. The effect of the resulting stormwater runoff will be minimized through 
design and management techniques for controlling runoff. These techniques may 
include detention ponds, grassed drainage swales, vegetated buffers, field siting of 
facilities to maintain vegetation, the use of BMPs, and the use of permeable paving. 
Stormwater management systems will be designed as part of all development plans 
where significant stormwater runoff is anticipated. 

9.2.5.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary effects on water quality are anticipated due to the recommended plan. 
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9.2.6 Aquatic Resources 

The overall impacts to aquatic resources will not be significant. 

9.2.6.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Construction of the proposed fishing piers, marinas, beach/swimming 
areas, and boat docks will result in short- and long-term, direct, localized impacts to 
the shoreline aquatic resources. Temporary disturbance of aquatic resources will be 
caused by increased suspended particulates and turbidity. The area of benthic 
production will be reduced in the in-lake construction area; however, the area of 
disturbance for this type of construction activity will be minor. Design and 
development of the sites will include the maintenance of existing or installation of new 
vegetation, field siting of facilities, and sediment and erosion control techniques to 
protect aquatic resources. 

b. Indirect Effects. There are no short-term, indirect effects anticipated for water quality 
due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.6.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Construction of the proposed fishing piers, marinas, beach/swimming 
areas, and boat docks will result in short- and long-term, direct, localized impacts to 
the shoreline aquatic resources. Temporary disturbance of aquatic resources will be 
caused by increased suspended particulates and turbidity. The area of benthic 
production will be reduced in the in-lake construction area; however, the area of 
disturbance for this type of construction activity will be minor. Design and 
development of the sites will include the maintenance of existing or installation of new 
vegetation, field siting of facilities, and sediment and erosion control techniques to 
protect aquatic resources. 

b. Indirect Effects. There are no long-term, indirect effects anticipated for water quality 
due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.6.3 Secondary Effects 

Since there are no state or Federally designated Wild and Scenic Rivers within or impacted by the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the proposed action, there will not be an impact on 
these rivers. 

9.2.7 Wetlands 

All of the proposed facilities in the recommended plan are located upstream of the dam, with the 
exception of the existing Barnum Whitewater area. The only wetlands identified at the JRL 
Project are located downstream of the dam in the seepage ponds and in the swale of the 
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emergency spillway, and this area is not proposed for development in the recommended plan. 
Therefore, no direct or indirect, short-term or long-term impacts to identified wetlands will occur 
with implementation of the proposed action. 

9.2.8 Threatened and Endangered Species 

As stated in a letter from the u.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, dated 17 September 1996, the only 
threatened or endangered species found with project limits is the bald eagle. Historically, the 
nests have been located in an area that will not be directly disturbed with construction of the 
proposed action. 

9.2.8.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No direct, short-term effects are anticipated to threatened and 
endangered species due to the recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. Construction of the facilities at Hogback Ridge could have an indirect 
impact on the nesting eagles due to the noise associated with construction. To 
minimize any impact to the bald eagles, construction of the facilities at Hogback Ridge 
will be restricted to non-nesting months. Additionally, the marina will be sited to 
reduce the impacts of operational noise on the eagles. 

Construction of the other facilities in the recommended plan will not indirectly impact 
the eagles. The operation and maintenance of the recommended plan's facilities will 
not impact the eagles. The eagles have been sighted "fishing" at the trout pens located 
in the stilling basin, but have not been observed fishing from the lake. A buffer zone 
surrounding the nesting area is identified on the critical area map, Section 3. This 
zone includes an area of the lake which is restricted from public use by buoys and a 
buoy line to protect this threatened species. 

9.2.8.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No indirect, short-term effects are anticipated to threatened and 
endangered species due to the recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect, long-term effects are anticipated to threatened and 
endangered species due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.8.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary effects on threatened and endangered species are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 
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9.2.9 Prime and Unique Farmlands 

As stated in sub-Section 3.10, there are no prime and unique farmland soils within the project 
area. Therefore, the proposed action will not have any short-term or long-term, direct or indirect 
impact on any prime and unique farmlands. 

9.2.10 Air Quality 

9.2.10.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Initial minor, short-term, localized, direct impacts to air quality will 
occur as a result of site preparation, facility construction, or upgrade activities 
associated with the proposed action. These impacts will occur in the form of dust and 
exhaust emissions from construction vehicles, trucks, and other heavy equipment. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect impacts to air quality are expected to occur 
due to the proposed action 

9.2.10.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No long-term, direct impacts to air quality are expected to occur due 
to the proposed action. 

b. Indirect Effects. The increase in recreational/visitor traffic as a result of the 
development at Hogback Ridge will have an indirect, minor, long-term impact. 
Potential significant impacts will be reduced through sensitive site design, and traffic 
control during peak use. Impacts will be localized, and of a limited magnitude and 
duration due to the type of development. The type of impacts from construction will 
be the same as listed in the previous paragraph, only to a greater extent. 

9.2.10.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary impacts to air quality are expected to occur due to the proposed action. 

9.2.11 Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Substances 

Based on the studies cited in Section 3 and coordination with state and Federal agencies, no HTR 
substance is believed to be present at the JRL project, or in the vicinity of the proposed 
development sites. There are no existing facilities at the JRL project that are classified as a 
"hazardous waste generator," nor are any such facilities included in the recommended plan. 

9.2.11.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Appropriate precautions will be taken during construction and 
operation of the proposed facilities to minimize exposure or release of any hazardous 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
1997 Master Plan Update 

9-9 DRAFr 



substances during transport or storage. No significant long- or short-term impacts 
from HTR substance are expected to occur due to the proposed action. 

b. Indirect Effects. No significant short-term, indirect impacts from HTR substances are 
anticipated due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.11.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No significant long-term impacts from HTR substances are expected to 
occur due to the proposed action. 

b. Indirect Effects. Potential impacts from release of hazardous materials will be 
minimized by preparation of an action plan for all hazardous material associated with 
construction or ongoing operations. All Engineer Regulations, Policies, Department 
of Defense (DOD) Directives and Instructions, and Environmental Review Guide for 
OperationslDOD Compliance Requirements will be applied and followed in the 
management of hazardous materials. An action plan is currently required of all 
businesses and concessionaires, including the Corps, that store or use hazardous 
materials on project lands. 

9.2.11.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary effects on Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Substances are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 

9.2.12 Environmental Justice 

In accordance with Executive Order 12898, "Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in 
Minority Populations and Low Income Populations," an analysis of environmental impacts on 
minority and low-income communities, including human health, social, and economic effects, has 
been conducted for the proposed action. The recommended plan identifies facilities to be 
developed solely on Corps land. The design and placement of facilities within Corps lands will not 
impact the surrounding viewshed. Therefore, implementation of the recommended plan will not 
create any disproportionately high or adverse human health or environmental impacts on minority 
or low-income populations of the surrounding community. The recommended plan will not have 
a significant short-term or long-term direct or indirect effect on minority or low-income 
communities or individuals. 

9.2.13 Recreation 

Impacts to the existing recreational resources at JRL due to the proposed action will not be 
significant, and will increase recreational use of the project. 

9.2.13.1 Short-Term Effects 
a. Direct Effects. Impacts to the recreational resources at JRL will be direct and short-
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term, and will result from noise and physical disturbances during construction. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term indirect effects on recreation are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 

9.2.13.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Use of the terrestrial resources for recreational actIVItIes such as 
hunting will be decreased by approximately 100 acres due to the development of 
Hogback Ridge. Other facilities are located in existing recreation areas where hunting 
is currently prohibited. The recommended plan will not significantly impact 
recreational hunting. 

b. Indirect Effects. No long-term, indirect effects are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 

9.2.13.3 Secondary Effects 

Secondary Effects of the recommended plan include improvement to the resources as well as 
regional economic benefits. The increased variety provided by the proposed facilities will provide 
moderate long-term beneficial impacts for recreation and the economy in the immediate vicinity 
and the region. 

9.2.14 Aesthetics 

Impacts to the aesthetics of the project will not be significant. To avoid losses in visual quality at 
the project it is essential that all proposed facilities be constructed according to design criteria 
developed specifically to maintain a natural aesthetic at the lake. 

9.2.14.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No short-term, direct effects on aesthetics are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect effects on aesthetics are anticipated due to 
the recommended plan. 

9.2.14.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. Development of Hogback Ridge will have long-term direct effect on 
the aesthetics of the project and the viewshed from the lake. The construction of the 
conference center, cabins, and associated recreational facilities will require grading and 
clearing of vegetation, which will result in an impact on the views from the lake. 
Visual impacts will be mitigated by preserving the existing vegetation to the greatest 
extent possible, designing buildings to blend into the surrounding landscape, and 
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landscaping with native vegetation that is consistent with the natural character of the 
site. 

b. Indirect Effects. 
recommended plan. 

No long-term indirect effects are anticipated due to the 

9.2.14.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary effects on aesthetics are anticipated due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.15 Effects On Existing Reservoir Operation 

The recommended plan will not impact current or future reservoir operation. The recommended 
plan does not change the project authorization or the primary responsibilities of the project. 

9.2.15.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No direct effects on reservoir operations are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. No short-term, indirect effects on reservoir operations are anticipated 
due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.15.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No direct effects on reservoir operations are anticipated due to the 
recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. To achieve the desired improvements in the water quality downstream 
of the dam, occasional sacrifices are associated with lake-related recreation activities. 
The outflows that are necessary to maintain water quality downstream result in 
reduced lake levels. Presently, this may require closing the existing Howell Run or 
Maryland boat launches before the end of the recreation season. All proposed in-lake 
recreation facilities will be designed to accommodate possible lake fluctuations during 
the recreation season (May - September). 

During high water events, the lake is used to hold water in the reservoir and to slowly 
release it to reduce downstream flooding. During these events, the lakeside recreation 
areas may be inundated for short periods of time. Proposed lakeside facilities will be 
designed to withstand flooding during these periods. 

9.2.15.3 Secondary Effects 

No secondary effects on reservoir operation are anticipated due to the recommended plan. 
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9.2.16 Cultural Resources 

Based on the findings of the Phase I investigations described in Section 3, the construction, 
operation, and maintenance of the proposed facilities will not have any long-term or short-term 
direct or indirect impact on any significant historical artifacts or sites, or historic architectural 
resources within the project boundaries. Letters of concurrence from the Maryland and West 
Virginia State Historic Preservation Offices, dated 6 January 1992 and 25 November 1991, 
respectively, are included in Appendix B. 

9.2.17 Social And Economic Setting 

9.2.17.1 Short-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No direct effects on economics or social structure are anticipated due 
to the recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect effects on economics or social structure are anticipated 
due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.17.2 Long-Term Effects 

a. Direct Effects. No direct effects on economics or social structure are anticipated due 
to the recommended plan. 

b. Indirect Effects. No indirect effects on economics or social structure are anticipated 
due to the recommended plan. 

9.2.17.3 Secondary Effects 

Many of the proposed facilities are upgrades to existing recreation facilities which will contribute 
to the health and welfare of the public through their participation in outdoor recreation activities. 
Additionally, the proposed new recreation area at Hogback Ridge will create potential jobs. 
Although, the base of employment will not be a large number, the direct and indirect economic 
impacts of dollars spent within a 30-mile radius of the project (Section 4) are expected to benefit 
population in the area surrounding the lake and area that visitors must pass through to get to the 
lake. 

a. Population and Employment. Impacts of the proposed action on regional population 
and employment are not expected to be significant. No relocation of citizens will be 
required to implement the proposed action. The development of Hogback Ridge is 
expected to increase the need for year-round employees, due to the service-oriented 
facilities and associated activities. The long-term impacts from the recommended plan 
will be beneficial, due to the increase in the number of jobs in the area. 

b. Transportation. Impacts to transportation due to the proposed action are not 
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expected to be significant. Construction of the proposed action will involve minor, 
direct, short-term impacts to local transportation as a result of construction activities 
in existing recreation areas. Development at Hogback Ridge will involve long-term 
positive impacts, due to the construction and operation of a new recreation area and 
the improvements to Ridge Road from Elk Garden, WV. 

c. Land Use. According to the Comprehensive Plan (1996) for Mineral County, West 
Virginia, the land adjacent to the JRL project is undeveloped farmland or woodland, 
whose designated future land use is "rural." The Comprehensive Plan defines "rural" 
as an intentionally broad category that is intended to recognize the range of land uses 
found in the outlying areas of Mineral County. The main intent of this category is to 
"seek lot sizes that relate to the available infrastructure, and seek to control the most 
intense and potentially noxious uses, such as landfills, junkyards, and heavy industrial 
uses." 

Garrett County, Maryland, through its Comprehensive Plan, has designated the land 
surrounding the JRL project as a "Rural Resource Area." The Rural Resource Area is 
defined as a conservation area where development will be limited, and the rural 
character of the area will be preserved. The Comprehensive Plan states that the land 
bordering the project is "very scenic and remains for the most part in the pristine 
natural state, and identifies land use policies on how to limit development to help 
protect the areas." 

Development of a site such as Hogback Ridge could stimulate increased service 
development in both West Virginia and Maryland. Any development will be in 
accordance with both the West Virginia Comprehensive Plan (1996) and the Maryland 
Comprehensive Plan (1995). 

d. Noise. No significant noise impacts are expected, due to the proposed action. 
Construction activities will sause direct, short-term impacts. After completion of the 
construction activities, it is expected that noise levels will return to the existing levels 
on a project-wide basis. Operation of the lodge, cabins, and marina will increase the 
noise levels locally, but will not be significant. These noise impacts will occur 
primarily during the daylight hours during the recreation season. 

9.2.18 Cumulative Effects 

40 CFR 1508.7 defines cumulative impact as "the impact on the environment which results from 
the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person 
undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but 
collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time." 

Generally, the long-term cumulative economic impacts of the proposed action will be positive and 
result in economic growth in the JRL region. Site-specific impacts to the land use, soils, 
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topography, vegetation, wildlife, fishery, and recreational and cultural resources will not be 
significant, assuming the sensitive design of the proposed facilities and adherence to Federal, 
state and local ordinances. Additionally, the topography and soils on and around the project lands 
severely limit any significant development. 

There are no known planned or progressing construction or development projects at any other 
lake, reservoir, or recreational facility in the project area. Therefore, the development at Jennings 
Randolph Lake will have no anticipated cumulative environmental effect with respect to 
recreational development at these other sites. 

The recommended plan proposes limited facility enhancements or expansion at the eXlstmg 
recreation areas, and eliminates some development, and some of the sites proposed in the 1973 
Master Plan. The site at Hogback Ridge will require infrastructure development. The existing 
road into the area will be upgraded and extended; electric and telephone service will be extended 
from existing lines in Elk Garden, West Virginia; and water and sewer service will be developed at 
the site. Impacts will be minimized on this site through sensitive design and field siting, adherence 
to BMPs, and compliance with appropriate laws and regulations. 

9.3 Compliance with Environmental Protection Statutes 

A review of compliance with applicable Federal statutes, executive orders, and executive 
memoranda has been conducted for the proposed action. The results of this review are shown in 
Table 9-2. Implementation of the recommended plan will comply with all applicable Federal, 
state, and local statutes. Development of any of the facilities may require additional review and 
action for continued compliance with NEPA, the Clean Water Act, and the National Historic 
Preservation Act. State and local statutes and permits, including wetlands and soil and erosion 
control, also will require review and submittal during development of the recommended plan. All 
appropriate permits will be obtained before construction activity begins. 
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Table 9-2 
Regulatory Compliance Requirements 

Federal Statutes 
Anadrornous Fish Conservation Act 
Archeological and Historic Preservation Act 
Clean Air Act 
Clean Water Act 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act 
Coastal Zone Management Act 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 
Endangered Species Act 
Estuary Protection Act 
Federal Water Project Recreation Act 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 
Marine Mammal Protection Act 
National Historic Preservation Act 
National Environmental Policy Act 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
Rivers and Harbors Act 
Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 

Executive Orders. Memoranda. etc. 
Protection and Enhancement of Cultural Environment (E.O. 11593) 
Floodplain Management (E.O. 11988) 
Protection of Wetlands (E.O. 11990) 
Prime and Unique Farmlands (CEQ Memorandum, 11 Aug 80) 
Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations 
(E.O. 12898) 

Note: 

Level of 
Compliance 

FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
FULL (1) 

N/A 
N/A 

FULL 
FULL 
N/A 

FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
N/A 

FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
FULL 

FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
FULL 
FULL 

Full Compliance (Full): Having met all requirements of the statute, E.O. or other environmental requirements for 
the current stage of planning. 
Partial Compliance (Partial): Not having met some of the requirements that normally are met in the current stage 
of planning. 
Non-Compliance (NC): Violation of a requirement of the statute, E.O. or other environmental requirement. 
Not Applicable (N/A): No requirements for the statute, E.O. or other environmental requirement for the current 
stage of planning. 
(I) Programmatically, the operations at Jennings Randolph Lake are in compliance with the Clean Water Act. 
Each construction activity, however, will need a detailed, site-specific evaluation. 
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SECTION 10 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM 

10.1 Purpose Of Program 

Interested and affected individuals, groups, and agencies ("the public") were provided 
opportunities to participate in decision-making throughout the update process. The objectives of 
public involvement are to provide project information to the public; to identify the public's 
desires, needs, and concerns; and to take into account the public's view on decisions made. 
Communication tools such as newsletters, surveys, a public open house, and attendance at other 
agency's meetings were used to reach these objectives with a reasonable expenditure of time and 
funds. Copies of published and recorded information are located in Appendix B. 

The study was formally initiated in Fall 1995. Approximately 180 newsletters were sent to 
congressional interests, the appropriate resource agencies, state and local government bodies, and 
interested parties to announce the initiation of the study and to solicit comments. The comments 
received as part of the public involvement program helped make the master plan update 
successful. Summarized comments that were received are listed below: 

• Citizens request that the improvements are made to the boat launch ramp and that lake needs 
to be developed in a way to improve the economy. 

• Both Maryland and West Virginia State Historic Preservation Offices concur that the project 
area does not contain any historical, architectural or archeological sites listed on or eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. 

• The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service strongly recommend that nesting of bald eagles be 
encouraged at the lake and current nesting sites be protected by using an adequate buffer 
zone. 

10.2 Structure Of Program 

The purpose of the program was achieved through a variety of approaches including the 
following: 

• Recreation Survey: During the week of the 1996 Fourth of July holiday, the study team 
conducted visitor surveys to gather visitor opinions and suggestions about Jennings Randolph 
Lake. 

• Newsletter: A newsletter was prepared during the study process to discuss a variety of issues 
and answer potential questions. The newsletter was distributed in Fall 1997, announcing the 
study, provided important background information, and requested public participation. 

• Public Open House: A Public Open House was used to present alternatives to the Conceptual 
Plan. This Open House was conducted on April 15, 1997, in Keyser, West Virginia. 
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• Public Meeting: A public meeting will be held on Thursday, August 14, 1997, from 7:00 to 
9:00 p.m., at the Mineral County Health Center, Harley O. Staggers Sr. Drive, Keyser, West 
Virginia. The public meeting will focus on discussing the Draft Master Plan and Integrated 
EIS. The purpose of this meeting is to receive comments on the Draft Master Plan Update 
and Integrated Environmental Impact Statement. 

10.3 Statement Recipients 

The following individuals and agencies have received a copy of the draft Master Plan Update and 
Integrated Environmental Impact Statement: 

Individual 
Colonel James Fields 

Dr. Robert A. Bachman 

Dr. Roland C. Steiner 

Honorable Alan B. Mollohan 
Honorable Allen V. Evans 
Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
Honorable Carl C. Thomas 
Honorable Jane T. Nishida 

Honorable Jerry Mezzatesta 
Honorable John D. Rockefeller IV 
Honorable John R. Griffin 

Honorable Jon Blair Hunter 
Honorable Mike Ross 
Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
Honorable Robert C. Byrd 
Honorable Sarah Minear 
Honorable Walter Helrniek 
Honorable Warren Harness 
Mr. Carlton Davis 
Mr. Charles B. Felton, Jr. 

Mr. Christopher M. Clower 

Mr. Dan 1. Massey 
Mr. Danny Evans 

Mr. David Jenkins 
Mr. David Marple 
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Chief, Law Enforcement, West Virginia 
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SECTION 11 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Under the authority of the 1995 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act (Public Law 
103-316, 108 Stat. 1701, dated 26 August 1994), the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore 
District prepared the 1997 Master Plan Update. The study area includes the Jennings Randolph 
Lake and associated project lands, which are located in Garret County, Maryland, and Mineral 
County, West Virginia. The 1997 Master plan Update reflects changes that have occurred to the 
site, in the region, in recreation trends, and in Corps policy in the years since the original master 
plan was completed. The purpose of the update is to provide a planning guide for the use and 
development of natural and constructed resources on Corps fee-owned land at Jennings Randolph 
Lake. The master plan is the basic document guiding Corps responsibilities pursuant to Federal 
laws to preserve, conserve, restore, maintain, manage, and develop the project lands, waters, and 
associated resources. As a planning document, the Master Plan Update presents conceptual 
plans, rather than details of design or administration. 

The updated Master Plan has been prepared in accordance with Engineering Regulation (ER) and 
Engineering Pamphlet (EP) 1130-2-550, Chapter 3, Project Master Plans and Operational 
Management Plans, dated November 1996. This regulation prescribes "an overall land and water 
management plan, resource objectives, and associated design and management concepts" that 
provides the "best possible combination of response to regional needs, resource capabilities and 
suitabilities, and expressed public interests and desires consistent with authorized project 
purpose." Additionally, as specified in the regulation, the master plan contributes to "providing a 
high degree of recreation diversity within the region;" emphasizes the "particular qualities, 
characteristics, and potentials of the project;" and exhibits "consistency and compatibility with 
national objectives and other state and regional goals and programs." The integrated EIS 
addresses impacts of the alternatives and the Recommended Plan in a programmatic fashion, 
which is consistent with the conceptudl level of design. Site-specific NEP A documentation will 
be prepared for individual development activities as the Master Plan is implemented and more 
detailed designs are available. 

The Master Plan Update Process has included review and evaluation of the 1973 Project Master 
Plan, data gathering, analysis of economic and environmental impacts of alternative and 
recommended plans, formal and informal in-house and agency coordination, preparation of 
preliminary concepts and alternative plans, public involvement activities, selection of a proposed 
Recommended Plan, and technical and legal review of this document. In addition, the proposed 
actions satisfy all project purposes as defined in the original project authorization. 

Preparation of the Master Plan Update involved many decisions about future development and 
management of the project. The update describes and directs a general land and water 
management plan, the Recommended Plan, that reflects regional recreational and environmental 
needs, resource capabilities, project constraints, and expressed public interests and desires. 
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The Recommended Plan provides the conceptual guidance for the development and future 
management of recreation facilities at the project. Development actions outlined in the document 
are expected to be carried out over a 10 to 15 year time span. It should be recognized the project 
is dynamic and that continual updating of the Master Plan will be necessary to respond to new and 
different conditions as changes occur. The development sequence for the facilities will be 
determined by a number of factors which includes the availability of funding; public interest or 
demand; and the availability, improvement, or construction of supporting infrastructure. The 
facilities could be funded through a variety of sources such as O&M funds, cost -sharing 
partnerships, congressional appropriations, private funding (concessions), and/or other Federal 
and state agency funding. However, this Master Plan does not provide the authority to fund new 
facilities, or design and construct new facilities or enhancements to existing facilities. 

The Recommended Plan includes several enhancements to existing recreation facilities and one 
new recreation area at Hogback Ridge. The upgrades and enhancements to existing recreation 
areas include a beach and swimming area, additional picnic shelters, water and sewer upgrades, a 
swimming pool and concessions, a camp store concession, cabins, and a campground. The new 
development at Hogback Ridge may include a lodge, several cabins, a beach, and a small to 
medium sized marina. These areas may be developed as funding and developer interest becomes 
available. 

The estimated annual increase to visitation expected with full development of the Recommended 
Plan is 42,500 visitors, for an estimated annual visitation of 118,500 visitors. This increase in 
visitation will result in an economic impact from both resident and non-resident sectors of 
approximately $3,500,000; an increase of $2,000,000 from the existing conditions a the project. 
Approximately, 63 full-time equivalent jobs will be needed to supply the labor necessary to 
produce these goods and services. 
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)N: Issuing a directive to the 
~villmissioner of Customs increasing 
guaranteed access levels. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 24. 1996. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Naomi Freeman. International Trade 
Specialist. Office of Textiles and 
Apparel. U.S. Department of Commerce. 
(202) 482-4212. For information on the 
quota status of these limits. refer to the 
Quota Status Reports posted on the 
bulletin boards of each Customs port or 
call (202) 927-5850. For information on 
embargoes and quota re-openings. call 
(202) 482-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Authority: Executive Order 11651 of March 

3.1972. as amended; section 204 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1956. as amended (7 
U.S.c. 1854); Uruguay Round Agreements 
Act. 

On the request of the Government of 
the Dominican Republic. the U.S. 
Government agreed to increase the 1996 
Guaranteed Access Levels for Categories 
338/638 and 448. 

A description of the textile and 
apparel categories in terms of HTS 
numbers is available in the 
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel 
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (see 
Federal Register notice 60 FR 65299. 
published on December 19.1995). Also 
see 61 FR 1359. published on January 
19.1996. 

The letter to the Commissioner of 
Customs and the actions taken pursuant 
to it are not designed to implement all 
of the provisions of the Uruguay Round 
Agreements Act and the Uruguay Round 
Agreement on Textiles and Clothing. but 
are designed to assist only in the 
implementation of certain of their 
provisions. 
Troy H. Cribb. 
Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Apwments 
July 19. 1996. 
Commissioner of Customs. 
Department of the Treasury. Washington, DC 

20229. 

Dear Commissioner: This directive 
amends. but does not cancel. the directive 
issued to you on January 11. 1996. by the . 
Chairman, Committee for the ImplementatIOn 
of Textile Agreements. That directive 
concerns imports of certain cotton. wool and 
man-made fiber textile products, produced or 
manufactured in the Dominican Republic 
and exported during the twelve·month 
period which began on January 1. 1996 and 
extends through December 31. 1996. 

Effective on July 24.1996. you are directed 
to inaNse the Guaranteed Access Levels for 
the following categories: 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan, 1997 Update 

Category Guaranteed Access 
Level 

338/638 .................... 3,150.000 dozen. 
448 ........................... 60,000 dozen. 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined tha~ 
these actions fall within the foreign affalI"S 
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.c. 553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 
Troy H. Cribb. 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 96-18878 Filed 7-24-96; 8:45 am} 

BILUNG CODe 351CHlR-F 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Army 

Corps of Engineers 

Intent To Prepare a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) for the Proposed Master Plan 
Update at Jennings Randolph Lake, 
Maryland and West Virginia 

AGENCY: U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, 
DOD. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent. 

SUMMARY: The Baltimore District, U.S. 
Anny Corps of Engineers, proposes to 
update the Master Plan for Jennings 
Randolph Lake. The existing master 
plan was prepared in 1973 and does not 
address changes that have occurred 
since its development or since 
completion of the project. Since 
completion of the master plan. water 
quality in the lake and downstream of 
the dam has significantly improved, 
thereby increasing recreational 
opportunities. The purpose of the 
master planning process is to provide 
direction for project development and 
use as well as stewardship of project 
resources through the protection. 
'conservation, and enhancement of 
natural. cultural, and constructed 
resources. The master plan update is 
authorized by the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act of 
1995. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Questions about the proposed action 
and DEIS can be addressed to Ms. 
Robyn Colosimo. Baltimore District. 
U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, Attn: 
CENAB-PL-EP, P.O. Box 1715, 
Baltimore. Maryland 21203-1715, 
telephone (410) 962-4995. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 1. The 
update of the Jennings Randolph Master 
Plan was initiated by the Energy and 
Water Development Appropriations Act 

Annex B 

of 1995, which states "[thel Corps is 
directed to use available funds to 
initiate work on a revised master plan 
for Jennings Randolph Lake to reflect 
changing demands. To the extent 
practical. the Corps should consult and 
work with all affected interest groups in 
developing the revised plan." 

2. The project is located in Garrett 
County, Maryland. and Mineral County. 
West Virginia. on the North Branch 
Potomac River. approximately 8 miles 
upstream from Bloomington. Maryland. 
The project was authorized by the Flood 
Control Act of 1962 (Pub. L. 87-874) to 
provide water quality control in the 
North Branch. industrial and municipal 
water supply for the Potomac River 
basin. flood control protection for 
communities along the North Branch, 
and recreation. Construction of the dam 
was initiated in 1971 and completed in 
1981. At full conservation pool. the 
lake. with a watershed of 263 square 
miles. extends upstream from the dam 
a distance of 6.6 miles and has a surface 
area of 952 acres. The total project. land 
and water. covers an area of 4.500 acres. 
Operation of the project has resulted in 
significant improvement to water 
quality in the North Branch Potomac 
River downstream of the dam, 
particularly during low flow conditions. 

3. The Corps operates and maintains 
five recreation sites at Jennings 
Randolph including a campground. two 
overlooks, a picnic area. and a boat 
launch. The Maryland Department of 
Natural Resources (MD DNR) is 
presently constructing a boat launch 
facility in Maryland. Planned future 
development at this location will 
include a picnic area and campground. 
Since 1983, Maryland and West Virginia 
have stocked the lake with a variety of 
fish, including walleye; largemouth and 
smallmouth bass; channel catfish; and 
rainbow, lake, and brown trout. MD 
DNR raises trout in pens located in the 
stilling basin below the darn for stocking 
the Potomac River and other Maryland 
streams. The Mineral County Park and 
Recreation Commission operates and 
maintains an access area for whitewater 
rafting and fishing downstream of the 
dam near Barnum, West Virginia. 

4. The master plan will determine the 
types and quantities of development the 
project can support environmentally 
and economically. The master plan will 
incorporate information from previous 
and ongoing studies, including the 
Jennings Randolph Lake Reallocation 
Study and the North Branch Potomac 
River Water Resources Reconnaissance 
Study, visitor needs. local and regional 
interests, and resource agency concernS. 
The master plan will identify 
alternatives for recreational 

Notice of Intent 



Federal Register I Vol. 61. No.~ 144 I Thursday, July 25, 1996 I :\''Jtices 38719 

lopment and natural resource 
1gement at a conceptual level. The 
\'sis of alternatives wiiI evaluate 
'istency with authorizing legislation; 
~ct operations, and resou:ce use 
:tives; ecoriomic benefits; and· 
ntial irppacts to environmental and 
Jl"al resources. Recommendations 
uture project development and 
agement \',ill be made based on this 
vsis. 
'The Baltimcre District is preparing 

? f'JIgfammatic DEIS that will be 
·,~rated with the Master Plan. 
'?~tial effects of proposed projects to 
,p..J. quality. fish and wildlife. 

:ltation, cultural resources. 
~etics. recreation. and other 
\"~ces will be investlgated. If 

O-f'f licable. the DEIS will also apply 
~ 4elines issued by the Envi:onmental 
?tO~tion Agency under authority of 
~~on 404 of the CleaJl Water Act of 

7 (Pub. L. 95-217). 
. The Baltimore District invites 

\..lcrested Federal. state, and local 
Ulftcies and other interested 

anizations and parties to participate 
his study. Agencies that \\ill be 
olved in the DElS process include. 
are not limited to. the u.s. 

:ironrnental Protection Agency, the. 
;. Fish and Wildlife Sen-ice, the 
ryland Department of Natural 
;ourees, the West Virginia 
Jartment of Natural Resources. 
~land llistorical Trust, West 
'ginia Depart.rnent of Culture and 
;tory. North Branch Potomac River 
,k Force. and the Interstate 
rruriission on the Potomac River 
sin. Coordination letters. study 
lletins. notices, and workshops will 
included as part of the public 

volvement program, as needed. 
7. The DElS is tentat£veh:.scheduled 
be availab;e fer public revie'..., in 
arch of 1997. 
U'Old L. Xelson, 
;$1. Chief. Planning Div;sion. 
R Doc. 95-18882 Filed 7-24-96: 8:45 am] 
• UNQ cooe 371Hl-M 

EPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

'otic. of Proposed Information 
:ollectlon Requests 

GENeY: Department of Educa:ion. 
C'11ON: Proposed collection; comment 
squest. 
-------------------------------
~RY: The Director, information 
:urces Group. invites comments on 
_P~posed information collection 

~st. as required by the Paperwork 
,"""uction Act of 1995. 

DATES: Interested perso~s arc invited to 
submit comments on or before 
September 23,1996. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments and 
requests for copies of the propo!'ed 
information collection reques:s should 
be addressed to Patrick J. Sberrill, 
DeparunentofEducation, 600 
Independence Avenue, S.W., Room 
5624. Regional Office Building 3, 
Washington, DC 20202-4651. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CO~HACT: 
Patrick J. Sberrill (202) 708-8196. 
individuals who use a 
telecommunications device for the deaf 
(TDD) may call the Federal Information 
Relay Senice (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339 
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m .. Eastern time, 
Monday through Friday. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction :\ct of 
1995 (44 U. S. C. Cbapter 35) .-equires 
that the Office of Management and' 
Budget (OMB) provide interested 
Federal agencies and the public an early 
opportunity to comment on ir.formation 
collection reques!.s. OMS may amend or 

. waive the res,uirernent for public 
consultation to tile ex1ent ill;:t public 
participation in the approval p:ocess 
would defeat 11",e PlL~?OSe of the 
information coilection, viole.t'? State or 
Federal law, or substantially interfere 
with any agency's ability to pt:rfO:TIl its 
statutory obligations. The Director oi the 
Information Resources Group publi'shes 
this notice containL'1g proposed 
information collection reques~s prior to 
submission of these requests to OMB. 
Each proposed information collection, 
grouped by office, contains the 
follov..ing: (1) Type of review requested. 
e.g., new. revision, extension, existing 
or reinstatement; (2) Title; (3) Summary 
of the collection; (4) Description ofllie 
need for, and proposed use of. the 
information; (5) Respondents and 
frequency of collection; and (6) 
Reporting and/or Recordkeeping 
burden. O!'vlJ3 invites public comment at 
the address specified above. Copies of 
the requests are available from Patrick J . 
Sherrill at the address specified above. 

The Department of Education is 
especially interested in public comment 
addressing the follQ".ving issues: (1) Is 
this collection necessary to the proper 
functions of the Department, (2) will 
this information be prol;essed and used 
in a timely manner, (3) is the estimate 
ofburde:t acr:urate, (4) how might the 
Department enhance the qUality. utility, 
and clarity of the information to be 
collected, and (5) bow might the 
Department minimize the burde_n of this 
collection on the respondents, including 
through the use of information 
technology. 

Dated: Ju1y 19. ,996. 

Gloria Parker. 
Director. Ir fo.-:n c.: tic,,, ResouIl:t1s Group. 

Office of the l.1nder Secretary. 

Type of Re\'ifa'; New. 
Title: Eyc>..:.::.:ion of tbe Tech·Prep 

Educetion ?:c>gTo.JTI. 
Frequency: .~'1llually. 
Affected P'.;blic: Individuals or 

householc..s; i"o!·for·nrofit institutions; 
State, locl'.l ('f Tribal'Gc\,C'nunel'.t. SEAs 
or LEAs. 

Reportir;g end Reco!"dkeeping Hour 
Burden: 

Res?onse:s: 602 
Burden Hours: 301 

Abstract: T2is stuuy is de~ig!led io 

desc:ibe s:,,:e and l')cal te,:l1-p,ep 
progra.:-r;s 2...,d activities furded W1der 
the National Tech-Prep Education 
P~ogTam, a!:d to identify best p:actices 
and effecti \'e approaches of local 
progran:s, 2...'ld student outcomes. 

~FR Doc. 96-:~669 Filed 7-24-96: 5:45 am] 
BILUHG COPE ~1..p 

Notice of Proposed Information 
Coilection Requests 

AGENCY: De~H .. -unent of Education. 
ACTION: Submission for OMB revrew; 
comme"t request. 

SUMMARY: The Director, Jnformation 
Resources Group, invites commFonts on 
the proposed informati.m coUt-ction 
requests as required by tbe PCiperwork 
Reduction ,""..ct of 199::;. 
DATES: u-"te,csted persons are invited to 
submit co:nments on or before August 
26.1996. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be eddressed to the Office of 
infonnatio:1 81d Regulatory Affairs, 
Atlentio:1: Wendy Taylor, DeskOfficer. 
Departmer.t of Education, Office of 
Management a.nd Budget, 725 1;th 
Street, NW .. Room 10235, New 
Execl.ltiYe Office Building, Washington, 
DC 20503. Requests for copies oithe 
proposeci b:ormction collection 
requests s!:Jsllld be add:essed to PatriCK 
J. Sherrill. Department of Education, 600 
lndeper.de::lc:e Avenue, SW .• ROClm 
5624. Regi':!r:al O:iice Building 3. 
Washington. DC 20202-4651. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patrick J. Sherrill (202) 708-8196. 
Individuals who ust' a 
telecomm~'1ications device for the deaf 
(TDD) mav call the Federal Information 
Relay Senice (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339 
between 8 2.m. and 8 p.m., Eastern time, 
Monday u:rough Friday. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
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u.s. Army Corps 
Of Engineers 
Baltimore District 

Bulletin #1 

FACTS ABOUT JENNINGS 
RANDOLPH LAKE 

Jennings Randolph Lake is located 
on the boundary between Maryland 
and West Virginia on the North 
Branch Potomac River, 8 miles 
upstream from its confluence with 
the Savage River and 230 miles 
upstream of Washington, D.C. The 
project covers a total area of 4,500 
acres: 2,700 in Maryland, and 
1,800 in West Virginia. 

The lake provides water quality 
control in the North Branch and 
mainstem Potomac Rivers, 
municipal water supply for the 
Washington metropolitan area, 
flood protection for communities in 
the North Branch Potomac River 
basin, and regional recreation 
opportunities. Recreation facilities 
are available for camping, hiking, 
boating, fishing. hunting, 
sightseeing, and picnicking. 

Recreation areas include the 
Howell Run Picnic Area, Howell 
Run Boat launch, Robert W. Craig 
Campground. West Virginia 
Overlook and Visitor Center, and 
Maryland Overlooks. The 
Maryland ~ent of Natural 
Resources (MDDNR) has 
constructed a . two-lane concrete 
boat launch, floating pier, and 
parking area OIithe opposite side of 
the lake from· the Howell Run 
Picnic area.· This facility is 
expected to be open for the 1997 
recreation seasqn. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan. 1997 Update 

"ennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan Update 

Fall 1996 

THE MASTER PLAN UPDATE 

Conditions at Jennings Randolph Lake have changed substantially since the 
project's master plan was completed in 1973. The most significant change is 
the improvement in the lake's water quality, and its ability to support a 
recreational lake fishery. The water quality of the lake has gone from 

extremely acidic and unable to sustain aquatic life to only slightly acidic and 
able to support a recreational fishery and other water-based recreation. The 
state of Maryland also operates a trout hatchery in the stilling basin below 

the dam. Other changes in the area include land use, visitor trends. the 
regional economy, and environmental regulations. 

The Corps of Engineers is required by regulation (ER 1130-2-435) to have 
current master plans for all Corps of Engineers Projects. Therefore, during 

1996 and 1997, the Baltimore District will update the 1973 Master Plan and 
will write an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

Annex B 

N 

+ 
Jennings Randolph Lake 

General Site Plan 
Fall 1996 

Fall 1996 Newsletter 



The master plan deals in concepts, not in details of 
design or administration. Master Plans do not provide 
the funds required to construct new facilities or 
enhancements to existing facilities. Approval of a 
Master Plan will not automatically guarantee 
implementation of the recommendations. 

The update of the Jennings Randolph Master Plan 
(1973) will investigate the possibilities of new 
development and enhancements to existing recreation 
facilities based on population trends, visitor input, 
regional recreation needs, environmental resource 
needs, project objectives, and management 
philosophy. The resulting plan will provide a 
framework for making good future decisions about 
protecting the project's natural and manmade 
resources while providing high-quality recreation for 
visitors. When the updated plan has been adopted, it 
will guide the preservation and development of the 
lake for the next decade. 

THE MASTER PLAN PROCESS 

We are planning for Jennings Randolph using a 
systematic process that will allow us to--

• Analyze existing conditions at the project and 
trends in the region for resource preservation 
and for facility use. 

• Prepare alternative plans based on visitor and 
agency input, project purpose and objectives, 
and analysis of existing conditions. 

• Prepare a recommended plan by determining 
which aspects of alternative plans are 
economically feasible and suitable to the 
property. 

A multi-discipline team has been assigned to 
manage the process. The team includes the 
Jennings Randolph project manager, the project 
staff, and technical specialists from the Corps of 
Engineers, Baltimore District. The name and 
address of the contact person is listed under the 
section entitled "Your Comments." 

Photo: Corps staff administering recreation surveys 

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT? 

We will continue to receive public comments and meet 
with other agencies and concerned groups about the 
master plan and environmental impact statement. 
Presently, we are collecting data to establish the 
baseline conditions, calculating existing recreation 
carrying capacity, and determining future recreation 
demand based on the current visitation and results of 
the visitor survey conducted in JUly. We will also be 
incorporating comments we receive from involved 
agencies, concerned groups, and project visitors. 

Based on this information, the team will identify 
potential recreation facility alternatives. This winter 
we will produce a second bulletin to share with you the 
alternatives and to request your comments. The 
alternative facilities will be evaluated based on the 
established goals and objectives of the project, on 
public input, and in consideration of the environment 
and economics. 

JULY 4TH VISITOR SURVEYS 

During the week of the 1996 Fourth of July holiday, the 
team conducted visitor surveys to gather visitor opinions 
and suggestions about the project. To minimize the 
inconvenience to project visitors, the survey was 
composed of basic questions such as "What activities do 
you participate in? How do you rate the facilities? What is 
your willingness to pay? and How was the quality of 
your experience?" The survey was expected to take a few 
minutes; in reality, these interviews took much longer. 
Visitors were eager to share their feelings about the 
project and offer suggestions for improvements and new 
facilities. We appreciate all our visitors for their 
contributions during their vacation time. 



Generally, most visitors are happy with Jennings 
Randolph Lake and the facilities that are provided. 
However, there were a number of new amenities that 
visitors felt would make their stay more comfortable. The 
following statements summarize the visitor issues and 
recommendations that were presented to us during the 
interviews. The statements are not listed in order of 
priority. Please take a moment to look them over and let 
us know if you have any further comments. Additional 
comments may be submitted through channels noted in 
the section "Your Comments." We will consider these 
issues and recommendations during the preparation of the 
alternative recreation facilities. 

• There is no designated swimming area at Jennings 
Randolph Lake; swimming is allowed from boatside. 
Many of the project visitors would like a swimming 
area at the Robert W. Craig Campground, along the 
lake shoreline, or both. 

• Visitors must drive approximately 15 minutes to Elk 
Garden, Maryland, to the closest convenience store or 
approximately 30 minutes to Keyser, West Virginia, 
to the nearest large grocery store. Project visitors 
would like a small concession or general store in the 
Robert W. Craig Campground to purchase such 
things as firewood, ice, milk, bread, snacks, and 
facilities to do laundry. 

• Boaters must leave the project to buy gas as well as 
bait for their boating and fishing excursions. A 
concession was recommended at the lake for gas, 
bait, and boat rentals. 

• Boaters must remove their boats from the lake at the 
end of each day since there are no temporary or 
overnight docking facilities. A dock at the lake or a 
storage facility on the project lands is recommended 
for frequent boaters and those staying at the 
campground. 

• Although the majority of those surveyed ir.Jicated 
that the lake provided a good fishing experience, a 
few identified some improvements for fishing such as 
lighting the boat launch to allow safer access for night 
and early morning fishing, additional stocking, 
improved aquatic habitat, and opening restricted areas 
such as the Elklick Run Cove. Recommendations 
were also received for opening the restricted area 
below the dam for greater access to the North Branch 
Potomac River. 

• The area surrounding the lake is very steep, and 
access to the lake at points other than those developed 
is difficult and somewhat dangerous. Visitors would 
like more developed access to the lake, especially for 
activities such as shoreline fishing and nature 
walking. Specifically, visitors would like to have a 
lake access from the Howell Run Picnic area. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

• Visitors recommended the following recreational 
facilities be developed or expanded at Jennings 
Randolph Lake: more trails throughout the project, a 
nature center with interactive displays, a game room, 
tennis courts, horseshoe pits, volleyball courts, and a 
shooting range. Recommended improvements to 
existing facilities include additional camp sites 
(including primitive sites), potable water at all 
campsites and in the picnic area, reserved campsites 
near bathhouses for the disabled, and more flush 
toilets throughout the project. 

• Children's activities at Jennings Randolph usually 
require direct supervision. Visitors desire more 
activities and facilities for small children, including 
another playground at the campground. 

• Many visitors enjoy the relaxing experience that the 
project provides. New development should be sparse 
and naturalistic to maintain the peaceful atmosphere 
of Jennings Randolph Lake. 

• The topography of the land surrounding the lake and 
the remote location of the lake has not encouraged 
high-intensity facilities to be developed. We received 
recommendations to review the potential of high
intensity development such as a golf course and a 
water slide park at Jennings Randolph Lake. 

• The majority of accessible facilities are located on the 
West Virginia side of the lake. In response to 
numerous requests for a Maryland access site, the 
State of Maryland has constructed a boat launch on 
the Maryland side of the reservoir. Future 
development at this site may include a day-use area 
and campground. 

• Visitors did not perceive any problems at Jennings 
Randolph related to noise, litter, or threat to personal 
safety. Current Ranger patrols will continue and the 
Maryland and West Virginia Departments of Natural 
Resources (MDDNR and WVDNR), through the 
Interstate Compact, will also enforce natural resource 
laws and boating regulations, which will provide an 
added sense of security. 

ADDmONAL ACTIVITIES IN THE BASIN 

The Baltimore District, Corps of Engineers, is also 
conducting other studies in the North Branch Potomac 
River Basin. These studies include the Jennings Randolph 
Reallocation Feasibility Study and the Upper North 
Branch Potomac River Environmental Restoration 
Feasibility Study. The Corps is also investigating the 
potential interest for initiating a Section 1135 study for 
Gas Supersaturation below the dam. 

AnnexB Fall 1996 Newsletter 



The Jennings Randolph Lake Reallocation Feasibility 
Study will detennine whether reallocating storage at 
Jennings Randolph Lake will meet water supply needs for 
the Washington, D.C. area. The study will also evaluate 
the potential impacts on the existing authorized project 
purposes and on environmental and recreational 
resources. The study was initiated in December 1990 and 
is expected to be completed in April 1997. 

The North Branch Potomac River Environmental 
Restoration Feasibility Study is a cost-shared study with 
MDDNR, WVDNR, West Virginia Department of 
Environmental Protection and the Maryland Department 
of the Environment. The feasibility study was initiated in 
September 1996. The study will focus on improving the 
degraded aquatic environment and restoring habitat areas 
in the North Branch upstream of Jennings Randolph Lake. 
The study will provide a recommended plan to 
significantly improve the ecosystem in a cost-effective 
manner. The recreation facilities identified in the North 
Branch Potomac River Reconnaissance study will be 
evaluated in the Master Plan Update along with other 
facility alternatives. 

The Jennings Randolph Lake Section 1135 Study will 
investigate the gas supersaturation below the dam caused 
by high water releases from the reservoir. At certain 
levels, the gas supersaturation has caused fish kills in the 
troutpens directly below the dam. Based on the findings 
of the study, we will identify potential operational and 
structural modifications to reduce or eliminate the 
negative impacts of gas supersaturation on the fish and 
other aquatic resources in this stretch of the North Branch 
Potomac River. The study will begin once a Letter of 
Intent is received by the non-Federal sponsor. 

Photo: Corps staff administering recreation surveys 

In addition to the above mentioned studies, President 
Clinton recently signed legislation allowing the States of 
Maryland and West Virginia, with the concurrence of the 
U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, to provide joint natural 
resource management and enforcement of laws and 
regulations relating to natural resources and boating at the 
Jennings Randolph Lake Project. This is know as the Bi
State Law Enforcement Compact. 

YOUR COMMENTS 

You have been identified as a person interested in 
Jennings Randolph Lake. Please feel free to send us 
any comments or questions you have to us on the 
attached comment card. Questions or comments can 
also be directed to the Study Manager, Ms. Lacy 
Evans at (410) 962-6018 or via e-mail at 
lacy.e.evans@ccmail.nab.usace. army. mil. 

Once on the mailing list, you will receive future 
newsletters and infonnation on the Master Plan 
update. If you do not wish to be included in future 
mailings, please return the card with that notation. 
Also, if we do not have your correct name and 
address, please fill out the card with the appropriate 
infonnation and we'll correct our records. The study 
mailing list will not be provided to other 
organizations. 

Do you know of anyone else who would be interested 
in receiving infonnation on the master plan update? If 
so, please let us know and we'll add them to our 
mailing list. 

You may also visit the Baltimore District Internet site 
for infonnation on other District activities at 
http://www.nab.usace.army.mil. 

Lacy E. Evans 
Master Plan Study Manager 
Operations Division 
Baltimore District 
U.S. Anny Corps of 

Engineers 

N. Russell Newman 
Project Manager 
Jennings Randolph Lake 
Baltimore District 
U.S. Anny Corps of 

Engineers 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY ENGINEERS DISTRICT, BALTIMORE 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
P.O. BOX 1715 
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21203-1715 

OFFICIAL BUSINESS 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- .. -----------------------------------

[] Please add my name to the study mailing list. 

[] Please remove my name from the study mailing 
list. 

Nrume: ____________________________________ __ 

Title: ______________________________________ _ 

Company/Organization: ________________________ _ 

Address: -------------------------------------

Telephone No: ( 

Fax No.: ( 

E-mail address: ______________________________ _ 

Comments: ---------------------------------



• IUS Army Corps 
of Engineers 
Baltimore District 

Whafs Happening 
at the Lake? 

Tuesday, April 15 
Mineral County Health Center, Keyser, WV 

Time: Open 6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 

Purpose: To introduce the public to alternative ideas for 
the future of Jennings Randolph Lake 

Staff will be available to discuss alternative ideas and 
answer your questions. You will have an opportunity 
to express your preferences for the alternative features. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan, 1997 Update AnnexB 
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Mineral DaUy News-Tribune 

FRIDAY 
APRIL 11, 1997 

JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE 
MASTER PLAN PUBLIC OPEN 
HOUSE will be held Tues., April 
15, al the Mineral County Health 
Center from 6-9 p.m, The open 
house will present information 
about atternative ideas for the 
lake. For more information call 
304-355-2346 or 41 0-!*j2-6018. 

I'a~e 4-TIte P~dmonl HeraJd, Tuesday, AprilS, 1m 

Legal Advertisement 
Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan Update 
Public Open House 

April IS, 1997 
Mineral County 
Health Center 

Harley O. Staggers, Sr. Drive 
Keyser, WV 

6:00 to 9:00 p.rn. 
The open bollSe will present 

information about alternative 
ideas for Jennings Randolph Lake. 
You are invited to participate 
anytime during open house hours 
and voice your opinion on the 
future of the lake. For more 
information eoniaet Jen~ings 
Randolph Lake (304) JSS-2346 or 
Baltimore District Office (410) 
961~18. 
-p8-lt 

-rt-~ •..... -- ••... ~ 
IJA~UNE 
~olum. 84, Number 83 

TUESDAY 
APRIL 8. 1997 

'Sl!ruingthePo'fumac Valley with the Nl!U!s that~atters Most' 

Keyser, West Vlrgini. 

Randolph Lake 
open house set 

A Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan Update Public 
Open House will be held 
April 15 at the Mineral 
County Health Center, 
Harley O. Staggers Sr. Drive, 
Keyser, from 6-9 p.rn. 

The Open House will pre
sent information about alter
native ideas for Jennings 
Randolph Lake. 

Interested individuals are 
invited to partidpate any
time during the Open House 
hours and voice opinions on 
the future of the lake. 

For more information con
tact Jennings Randolph Lake 
(304)355-2346 or Baltimore 
District Office (410)962-6018. 
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Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan Update 

Open House Instruction Sheet 

Purpose 

This open house is sponsored by the Corps of Engineers to allow the public to review plan 
alternatives, and indicate the plan elements liked and the plan elements not liked. The results 
of the preference survey will be considered, among other factors, in the preparation of the 
Conceptual Development Plan for the Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan, 1997 update. 

Step 1 

Go to Station 1. A staff member will be available to answer questions and explain the 
alternative. 
• Collect a color coded information sheet from that station 
• Study the map and the list of elements 
• Ask questions about the map or information sheet 

Steps 2 - 4 

Repeat Step 1 at Stations 2 through 4. 

StepS 

Go to the Discussion Station. Review all the elements and the maps. Ask questions of the 
discussion leader. 

Step 6 

Go to the Preference Station. Fill out the Preference Form and deposit it in the Preference 
Box. Maps of all alternatives are located at the Preference Station to assist you in marking 
the Preference Form. 

Thank you for attending the open house and for your comments. 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan, 1997 Update Annex B 
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ALTERNATIVE NO.1 

Main Elements 

Robert W. Craig Campground 
• Convert the Backloop vault toilets to flush toilets, provide potable water and 

showers 
• Extend Sunset trail 

Maryland Overlook 
• Extend the Songbird trail 

Maryland Boat Launch 
• Fishing Pier 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
• Provide potable water 
• Enlarge one picnic shelter 
• Access to the lake shore for fishing 

Howell Run Boat Launch 
• Upgrade vault toilets 
• Overhead lights 

BarnumlDownstream 
• Rustic cabins in Barnum White Water Area 

\ 
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ALTERNATIVE NO.2 

Main Elements 

Robert W. Craig Campground 

• Swimming pool with bathhouse 
• Recreation Center 
• Convenience Store 
• Ball Courts (basketball, tennis, volleyball) 
• Enlarge bathhouse 
• Wading pool with a spray fountain for use by small children 

Borrow Area 
• IS-hole par 4 Golf Course and Club House with a pro-shop, snack conceSSIOn, 

offices, cart storage, locker rooms, and maintenance area 

West Virginia Overlook 
• Enlarge the visitor center to accommodate interactive displays, presentations, and 

informational supplies 

Maryland Boat Launch 
• Cabins on the hill overlooking the boat launch 
• Medium-sized Marina with fuel pumps (alternate location) 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
• Upgrade restrooms from vault toilets to flush toilets and provide potable water. 
• One additional picnic shelter 
• Access to the lake shore 
• Fishing dock 
• Beach/Swimming area (alternate location) 

Deep Run 
• Picnic areas along Route 46 

Hogback Ridge 
• Lodge/Conference Center and Cabins 
• Medium-sized Marina (alternate location) 
• Beach/Swimming area (alternate location) 
• Family Campground 
• Water Taxi to transport visitors from the recreation areas 

Peninsula B 
• Boat-to-Shore Camping area and boat mooring 

BarnumlDownstream 
• Trail with canoe access points, foot bridges to cross the river, parking area and 2-

recreation areas 
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ALTERNATIVE NO.3 

Main Elements 

Borrow Area 
• Group Camping Area (tent platfonns, fire rings, outdoor seating) 
• Extend Sunset Trail to Visitor Center 

Maryland Boat Launch 
• Campground on the hill overlooking the Maryland Boat Launch 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
• Trail from the picnic area along the water's edge to the West Virginia Overlook 

with fishing access points 
• Enlarge one picnic shelter 

Howell Run Boat Launch 
• Upgrade the recreation area with potable water, overhead lights, telephone or 

call box, vault toilets 
• Trail from Boat Launch to Howell Run Picnic Area 

Deep Run 
• Boat launch for non-power boats and Picnic Area 
• Canoe trail along the West Virginia Shore 

Peninsula A 
• Pull-off picnic area along Route 46 
• Trail to the lake 

Hogback Ridge 
• Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area and boat mooring 
• Observation tower to serve as an interpretation center 
• Equestrian trails and parking area for cars/trucks and trailers 

Peninsula B 
• Boat-to-Shore Camping area and boat mooring 
• Beach/Swimming area 

Miscellaneous 
• Public hunting blinds and tree stands 
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ALTERNATIVE NO.4 

Main Elements 

Robert W. Craig Campground 
• Camperlboat storage 
• Camp store with laundry facilities, game room, and equipment rentals 
• Horseshoe Pits, Volleyball Courts, Tennis Courts, Basketball Courts, and a 

Miniature Golf course 
• New Playground especially designed for small children in backloop 
• Convert the Backloop vault toilets to flush toilets, provide potable water and 

showers 

Borrow Area 
• Efficiency Cabins and a Central Lodge 
• Extend the Sunset Trail to the West Virginia Overlook via the West Virginia 

access road just above the administration buildings 

Howell Run Picnic Area 
• Beach/Swimming Area 
• Fishing Pier 
• Non-power Boat Launch 
• Enhancements to the picnic area: a telephone or call box, potable water, flush 

toilets 

Deep Run 
• Water-SkilJet-Ski Slalom COilfse 

Peninsula A 
• Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area and boat mooring 

Hogback Ridge 
• Shooting! Archery Range 

Backwater Area 
• Boat -To-Shore Camping Area 

Miscellaneous 
• Placement of fish attractors and fish habitat structures 
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Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan Update 

Preference Form 

Thank you for attending the Jennings Randolph Master Plan open house and taking time to 
review and discuss the alternative recreation facilities with the Corps of Engineers' staff. 
This Preference Form is broken into three sections. Sections 1 asks you to select and rank 
the recreation facilities from Alternatives 1-4. Section 2 asks you to choose your top 5 
facilities, and Section 3 asks you to answer questions related to your choices in Section 2. 

Section 1 

This section contains tables for each of the Jennings Randolph Lake recreation areas (i.e. 
Howell Run Boat Launch, ~laryland Boat Launch). Please rank the facilities listed in each 
table in order of importance to you; number 1 being the most important. Please note that 
some of the recreation areas were combined with similar areas. 

Your Ranking BarnumIDownstream 

Rustic cabins ill Barnum White Water Area (All I) 

Trall v.ith canoe access points, fOOl bridges to cross the river, parking area 
and 2-recreatlOo areas (All 2) 

Your Ranking Borrow Area 

18-hole par 4 Golf Course and Club House "ith a pro-shop, snack concession, 
offices, cart storage, locker rooms, and maintenance area (All 2) 

Group Camp Area (tent platforms, fire rings, outdoor seating) (All 3) 

Extend Sunset TraIl to Visitor Center (A1t 3) 

Efficiencv Cabins and a cenlral Lod~e (AIt4) 

Your Ranking Robert W. Craig Campground 

Convert the BackJoop vault loilets 10 flush toilets, pro\ide potable water and 
showers (All I) 

Swimming pool ",th bathhouse (All 2) I 

Recreation Center (All 2) i 

Ball Courts (basketball, termis, volleyball) (All 2) i 

Enlarge bathhouse (All 2) 

Wading pool (A1t 2) 

Camperlboal storage (All 4) 

Camp slore "ith laundry facIlities, game room, and equipment rentals 
(J\.It 4) 

New Playground especially designed for small eluldrcn in baclJoop 
(All 4) 

Horseshoe Pits, Volleyball Courts, Tennis Courts, Basketball Courts, and a 
~Iiniature Golf course (Alt 4) 

Your Ranking Maryland Boat Launch 

Fishing Pier (All I) 

Cabins on the hill overlooking the boal launch (All 2) 

Campground on the hill overlooking the Maryland boat launch (All 3) 

Medium-sized Marina "ith fuel pumps (alternale location) (A1t 2) 



Your Ranking Howell Run Picnic Area Your Ranking Lake Shore Development 

Pro\lde poubie water (Alt I) Picnic areas along Route 46 (Alt 3) 

Enlarge one PICruC ,hella (Alt I) Boat launch for non-power boats and PICmc Area (Alt 3) 

~- Access to the lake shore for fishmg (.-\11 I) Canoe tr",1 along the West Virginia Shore (Alt 3) 

~. Upgrade restrooms from vault tOJlets 10 flush IOJiets and provide pouble Water-SkilJet-Ski Slalom Course (AI! 4) 

waler (Alt 2) 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area and floating pier (AI! 4) 

One addJtlOnal plcmc shelter (Alt 2) 
Boat-lo-Shore Campmg area and boat mooring (AI! 3) 

Flshillg pier (Alt 2 and 4) 
BeachlSwmunmg area (All 3) 

.-- BeachlSwl!TU11Ing area (alternate localion) (All 2 and 4) 

f.-----. Trail from the PicniC area along the water's edge to the West Virginia 

Overlook With fishillg access points (.-\lt3) 

Non-power Boat Launch (Alt 4) 

Enhancements to the picmc area a telephone or call box, potable water, flush 
Your Ranking Hogback Ridge 

toilets (.-\It 4) LOOgelConfer.nce Center and Cabins (All 2) 

MedJum-siu:d Marina (alternate location) (All 2) 

BeachiSwimming area (a1ternale localion) (Alt 2) 

Family Campground (Alt 2) 

Your Ranking Howell Run Boat Launch 
Water Taxi to transport visitors from the recrealJOn areas (Alt 2) 

Upgrade ,ault tOilets (Alt I) 
Boat-ta-Shore Picnic Area and small floatmg pier/mooring area 

O,erhead lights (Alt I) (Alt 3L 
Observation tower !D serve as an interpretation center (Alt 3) 

Upgrade the recreatIOn area wlth potable water, overhead lights, telephone or 

call box, CleVIS Multrium tOJlets (Alt 3) Equestrian traIls and parking area for carsltrucks and trailers (Alt 3) 

Trail from Boat Launch to Howell Run Picnic Area (Alt 3) Shooting/Archer.- Ran", (Alt 4) 
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Section 2 

Please choose the top five (5) features (out of all the alternatives) that you would like 
to see at Jennings Randolph Lake. List the recreation area and feature in the table, 
list the alternative plan number, and include written comments (see example). 

Your Preferences 

, ' :. r"""'" 1 '=-1 C ........... 
J;;j\/::~ . 

Next, please choose the top five (5) features that you would NOT like to see at the 
Jennings Randolph Lake Project. List the recreation area and feature in the table, add 
the alternative plan number, and include written comments. 

'. '~;, 
'4 ' ~-

F,,,,,,,", 

Your Preferences 

AIt,l7U1tiw 
NIUfIbq 

~/ 

Section 3 
Please answer the following questions based on your answers in Section 2. 

1. Would you be willing to pay additional fees to use these facilities? (circle one) 

Yes No 

2. Would you prefer to pay one fee (day use/entrance fee) to use all the recreation 
facilities at Jennings Randolph Lake /ORI would you prefer to pay indi\;dual facility 
fees /ORI would you prefer a combination both? (circle one) 

Entrance F ec Facility Fce Combination 

3. How would you propose the Corps of Engineers offset expenses for construction 
and operation of new or upgraded facilities? (please check answers that apply) 

____ day use/entrance fce 
increased ta.xes 

___ indi\;dual facility fee 
___ concessionaire/private development 
___ other, please specifY 

General Questions: 

I Are there any facilities not listed in the alternatives that you would like to sec 
constructed at Jennings Randolph Lake? 

2. How did you hear about this open house? - --.--

3. Is there a current practice or policy at Jennings Randolph Lake that you would like 
to see changed? If yes, what is it and what are your suggestions for change? 



Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan Update 

Results of the Preference Survey 
from the 

15 April 1997 Public Open House 
Keyser, West Virginia 

This is a summary of the number of votes cast for specific recreation facilities by recreation 
area. The original Preference Sheets are on file at the Corps of Engineers' Baltimore 
District Office. A copy of the blank survey is attached at the end of the results summary. 

Rankings 1-3 
1 2 3 

7 5 0 

6 6 0 

Rankings 1-3 
1 2 

4 2 

1 4 

1 2 

7 5 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

3 

2 

6 

3 

0 

Overall 
Yes No 

1 0 

2 0 

Overall 
Yes No 

4 3 

0 0 

1 0 

3 0 

BarnumlDownstream 

Rustic cabins in Barnum White Water Area (AIt 1) 

Trail with canoe access points, foot bridges to cross the 
river, parking area and 2-recreation areas (AIt 2) 

Borrow Area 

18-hole par 4 Golf Course and Club House with a pro-
shop, snack concession, offices, cart storage, locker 
rooms, and maintenance area (AIt 2) 
Group Camp Area (tent platforms, fire rings, outdoor 
seating) (Alt 3) 
Extend Sunset Trail to Visitor Center (AIt 3) 

Efficiency Cabins and a central Lodge (AIt 4) 

Annex B 

15 April 1997 Public Workshop 
General Information 



Rankings 1-3 Overall Robert W. Craig Campground 
1 2 3 Yes No 

3 1 1 0 0 
Convert the BackIoop vault toilets to flush toilets, 
provide potable water and showers (AIt 1) 

7 2 0 2 3 
Swimming pool with bathhouse (AIt 2) 

2 4 2 0 I 
Recreation Center (AIt 2) 

I 0 0 0 0 
Ball Courts (basketball, tennis, volleyball) (AIt 2) 

I 0 1 0 0 
Enlarge bathhouse (AIt 2) 

I 0 I 0 0 
Wading pool (AIt 2) 

1 0 2 2 0 
Camperlboat storage (AIt 4) 

1 4 5 4 0 
Camp store with laundry facilities, game room, and 
equipment rentals 
(AIt 4) 

1 0 0 0 0 
New Playground especially designed for small children 
in backIoop 
(AIt 4) 

0 2 1 0 1 
Horseshoe Pits, Volleyball Courts, Tennis Courts, 
Basketball Courts, and a Miniature Golf course (AIt 4) 

Rankings 1-3 Overall Maryland Boat Launch 
1 2 3 Yes No 

1 5 1 1 0 
Fishing Pier (AIt I) 

3 2 2 0 0 
Cabins on the hill overlooking the boat launch (AIt 2) 

2 3 5 0 0 
Campground on the hill overlooking the Maryland boat 
launch (AIt 3) 

5 0 3 I 0 
Medium-sized Marina with fuel pumps (alternate 
location) (AIt 2) 



Rankings 1-3 Overall 
1 2 3 Yes No 

0 0 0 0 0 

2 1 2 0 0 

2 2 0 0 0 

1 I 3 0 0 

1 3 3 0 0 

1 3 0 1 0 

7 1 1 3 0 

3 0 1 1 0 

0 0 1 1 0 

1 4 I 2 0 

Rankings 1-3 Overall 
1 2 3 Yes No 

0 4 4 0 0 

2 2 3 0 0 

6 4 1 2 0 

4 2 I 0 0 

1 

" Call box and lights stressed on survey forms 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

Howell Run Picnic Area 

Provide potable water (Alt 1) 

Enlarge one picnic shelter (Alt 1) 

Access to the lake shore for fishing (Alt 1) 

Upgrade restrooms from vault toilets to flush toilets and 
provide potable water (Alt 2) 

One additional picnic shelter (Alt 2) 

Fishing pier (Alt 2 and 4) 

Beach/Swimming area (alternate location) (Alt 2 and 4) 

Trail from the picnic area along the water's edge to the 
West Virginia Overlook with fishing access points (Alt 
3) 

Non-power Boat Launch (Alt 4) 

Enhancements to the picnic area: a telephone or call 
box, potable water, flush toilets (Alt 4) 

Howell Run Boat Launch 

Upgrade vault toilets (Alt 1) I 

Overhead lights (Alt 1) 

Upgrade the recreation area with potable water, 
overhead lights, telephone or call box, Clevis Multrium 
toilets (Alt 3) lit 

Trail from Boat Launch to Howell Run Picnic Area 
(Alt 3) 

Marina at Boat Launch 
(write in) 

Annex B 

15 April 1997 Public Workshop 
General Information 



Rankings 1-3 Overall Lake Shore Development 
1 2 3 Yes No 

2 0 0 0 0 
Picnic areas along Route 46 (AIt 3) 

I I I 0 0 
Boat launch for non-power boats and Picnic Area (AIt 
3) 

I 3 0 0 0 
Canoe trail along the West Virginia Shore (AIt 3) 

0 0 I 0 3 
Water-SkilJet-Ski Slalom Course (AIt 4) 

I 6 4 0 0 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area and floating pier (Alt 4) 

6 2 0 2 0 
Boat-to-Shore Camping area and boat mooring (AIt 3) 

2 2 4 0 0 
Beach/Swimming area (AIt 3) 

Rankings 1-3 Overall Hogback Ridge 
1 2 3 Yes No ... 

11 0 0 11 I 
Lodge/Conference Center and Cabins (AIt 2) 

I 5 2 8 0 
Medium-sized Marina (alternate location) (AIt 2) 

I 2 5 8 0 
Beach/Swimming area (alternate location) (AIt 2) 

2 2 0 3 0 
Family Campground (AIt 2) 

0 0 3 0 2 
Water Taxi to transport visitors from the recreation 
areas (AIt 2) 

0 2 I 0 0 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area and small floating 
pier/mooring area 
(AIt 3) 

0 I 0 0 0 
Observation tower to serve as an interpretation center 
(AIt 3) 

0 I I 1 1 
Equestrian trails and parking area for cars/trucks and 
trailers (AIt 3) 

0 2 0 0 6 
Shooting/Archery Range (Alt 4) 



Answers to Section 3 of the Preference Survey 

Please answer the following questions based on your answers in Section 2. 

1. Would you be willing to pay additional fees to use these facilities? (circle one) 

11 Yes 1 No 

2. Would you prefer to pay one fee (day use/entrance fee) to use all the recreation facilities 
at Jennings Randolph Lake /ORI would you prefer to pay individual facility fees /ORI would 
you prefer a combination both ? (circle one) 

3 Entrance Fee 3 Facility Fee 6 Combination 

3. How would you propose the Corps of Engineers offset expenses for construction and 
operation of new or upgraded facilities? (please check answers that apply) 

7 day use/entrance fee 
1 increased taxes 
7 individual facility fee 
8 concessionaire/private development 
2 other, please specify a. "possibly WV may be able to chip in for some park areas 

b. "maybe WV can help pay for some of this from STATE 
funds" 

c. "Should be done by private source. Lease land & develop 
with developer obtaining profit" 

General Questions: 

1. Are there any facilities not listed in the alternatives that you would like to see constructed 
at Jennings Randolph Lake? 
a. Restaurant at Lodge 
b. "Trail encircling the entire Lake, both MD and WV side, have the trail connect with the 
campground, office complex, etc" 
c. Amphitheater - outdoor concerts 
d. Snow Skiing/Ski Lodge 
e. HomelPrivate Development around lake 
f. Water slides 
g. "Need more development on WV side - Possibly develop access road from Elk Garden 
down to Hogback Ridge - there is an old road over grown there now" 
h. Expand Whitewater Season 
i. "Any further development at lake should be on the lake itself, not at Barnum where we 
will have limited tourist value." 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update Annex B 

15 April 1997 Public Workshop 
General Information 



2. How did you hear about this open house? 
a. Newspaper/invitation 
b. Mineral Co. CUB 
c. Word of Mouth 
d. Flyer 
e. Personal call 

3. Is there a current practice or policy at Jennings Randolph Lake that you would like to see 
changed? If yes, what is it and what are your suggestions for change? 
a. "Just keep us infonned." 
b. "Private citizens should have right, by lease agreement, to have private cabins and docks. 
This is done at other Army Corps lakes." 
c. "More advertisement about 4 season recreation." 
d. "Open lake around 1 st of March because of good fishing." 
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MARYL.-,,"'D 
HISTOHICAL 

""is, ~-- J-T 
"i i' i' 

[Jl'~ 
T R U S T 

lJtti~1..' ('I Pr~"t.·r\.'dUlifl s..,.niln~~ 

Hr. James F. Jctmso.n, Chief 
Planning Division 
Baltirrore District 
U.s. Army Corps of Erqinee.rs 
P. o. llox 1715 
Baltirrore, Marylard 21203-1715 

Daar Mr. Jotmson: 

January 6, 1992 

Wilham Donald S:hJcfcf 
G~'~rno, 

Jd.:-yuclinc H R06er~ 
~l'C1t'f .. r:o [lHCD 

Re: fhase I 0.1.l tural Rescurce 
Investigation, Jennin:J"s 
Rantol Iil Lake Reallocati on 
Stlrly 
Garrett County, Mary lard ard 
Mineral Cb.lnty, l>Est Virginia 

'l1iank you 
prepared by the 
c:orx::ern general 
Marylard. 

for sen:iin:l us a draft copy of the above-referenced report, 
Baltirrore District, for oor review. The followirq ccmnents 
aspects of the docurrent, as well as historic properties in 

'!he report =ntains a brief discussion of the investigations' Iretho:ls ard 
results. It largely meets the st.an:lard.s outlined in the "Guidelines for 
Arctleological Investigations in Marylard" (l>\::tlamara 1981); ard it is well 
illustrated with =lor Iilotographs. In oor opinion, the archeological work was 
SU1'ficient to identify the full range of archeological properties in the Marylard 
area>; of ~tential effects. "Ihe survey discovered no archeological rescA.IrOes in 
Marylard; therefore, no further archeological investigations are warranted in 
Mary lard for the urdertak.in:j. 

Accordirq to oor re=rds, the project area does not =ntain any historic 
stardirq structures since they were destroyed v.1ien the lake was built. F'Urther 
architectural investigation is not warranted. 

We have a feN minor ccmnents on the draft, and suggested revisions should 
be incorporated into the final report: 

1. The Intrcduction should briefly describe the goals ard oojectives of 
"fhase I cultural resource investigation." 

&~ 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The word "effected" should be replaoed by "affected" in botJ, 
paragrdftls of the section on Lm::I Use (pages 1 ard 2). 

Figure 1 should include the label of "Jennin:js Rarrlol{Yi Lake" b· 
suwlenent the one for Bloani1¥jton Reservoir. 

At a minim..nn, the Previoos Studies section should define the histori<" 
=nt.exts for the Middle Archaic ard Wocdlard pericx::l ard for th.· 
historic perio:ls associated with the canmunities of Shaw ard Barnum. 
References to The Marylard CaTprehensive Historic PreserVation Plall 
(Weissman 1986) IoUild be rrost welcane. 

A rew ar:perrlix should identify the principal investigator ard provid(· 
his resurre in SU1'ficient detail to permit independent detenninatiol' 
of professional qualifications as published in 36 ern Part 61. 

6. A carpleted National Archeological Cetabase Reports Re=rd.inJ FODli 
should aOCOTpany the final report. 

7. Please include in the Af:pen:lix a copy of the referenoed 1974 lette! 
fran Ronald Ardrews. 

We lock forward to rece1VJ.rg a copy of the final report, when it i,; 
available. If yoo have any questions or require further infonnation, plea.se 
=ntact Ms. Lauren Bowlin (for shuctures) or Dr. Gary Shaffer (for archeology) 
at 410-514-7600. 

EJC:GCS:llB 
9100095 

=: Dr. Cevid Guldenzopf 
Mr. William M. Drennen, Jr. 

S~/ c~ 
Elizabeth J. Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 



+ 
WEST VIRGINIA DIVISION Or 

CULTURE AND HISTORY 
l~ovember 25, 1991 

Mr. James F. Johnson 
Chief, Planning Division 
Department of the Army 
Baltimore District, Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 1715 
Baltimore, Maryland 2120J-1715 

P£: 
FR. : 

Jennings Randolph [~ke Reallocdtion Project 
89-1024-Multi 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

We have received the Phase I archaeological survey report conducted 
for the above referenced project. The report satisfactorily 
addresses our concerns about the significant resources and we concur 
wi~h its conclusions that the project will not affect National 
Register eligible archaeological sites. 

We have determined, therefore, that no known historical, 
architectural, or archaeological sites listed on or eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places will be 
affected by the proposed project. 

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. If you have any 
questions regarding our comments or the section 106 process, please 
call Eric Voigt, Staff Archaeologist. 

S ir,cerely, 
, 

.. \..C!- 'I ;"'.'L I.IA. 

\;,illldm G. Farrar, Deputy State 
lIistoric Preservation Officer 

\,'':f : 1 so 

ce: Chuck Niquette 

\() 

',:1,11111(·\1 (l'llk" ',1:' 'j' '\1111\" 11\f(U'Io" \\1.'1 d:,'['.I' '·i.'i. <'"4 q,,'::,' 
\\ i, i ,~" ~;~'I. "11)['1 ',~1 H".~"~~l' 
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United States Department of the Interior 

FISH ."-"0 WILDLIFE SER\'ICE 

West Viroinia Field Office 
p,O, Box 1278 

Elkins. West Virginia, 26241 

September 17. 1996 

Col. Randall R. Inouye, District Engineer 
U.S, Army Corps of Enoineers - Baltimore District 
P.O. Box 1715 
Baltimore. MD 21203·1715 

Dear Col. Inouye: 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the Notice of Intent to Prepare a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Master Plan Update at Jennings Randolph lake. 
Maryland and West Virginia dated July 25. 1996. The master planning process provides direction 
for project development and use and stewardship of project resources through the protection, 
conservation, and enhancement of natural, cultural, and constructed resources. The master plan 
will determine the types and Quantities of development the lake can support environmentally and 
economically. These comments are submitted as technical assistance in accordance with the 
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401. as amended; 16 U.S.C, 661 et 
seq.); they do not constitute the report of the Secretary of Interior in accordance with Section 2(b) 
of the Act, 

The Federally threatened bald eagle. ~ leucacephalus. is found within the Jennings 
Randolph lake project area. A pair of bald eagles established a nest on the southern end of the 
lake in 1993. Two eaglets fledged each year in 1993 and 1994 and three eaglets fledged in 1995. 
In early 1996 an ice storm destroyed the nest and the pair did not rebuild. However. it is expected 
that the pair will reestablish a nest in the area of the lake. Every effort to encourage nesting at the 
lake and subsequent protection of the nest site by an adequate buffer zone is strongly 
recommended. In accordance with Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered SpeCies Act (87 Stat. 884, 
as amended; 16 U.S.CO 1531 et seq) IESAI. Federal agencies are required to ensure that any 
actions they carry out, fund. or authorize are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of 
listed species or result in destruction or adverse modification of the critical habitat of such speCies. 
If tt",G fe-dcrc.i aCGncy detarmilles that its prcposed acticn mo i ",ffeet c. j;::ited specias or critical 
habitat. it must consult with the Service. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sin~e "Iy., / ~ ,1 1- ,-,' / 
L !1t&-1;'~t,;l1t LtLt{ 
ChristoPh~r M. Clower 
Supervisor 



Commen~: __________________________________ _ 

Our local economy 

is poor to non-exlstlng. If \'le oad been aIIo\,Jed 

to develop Jennin£s ~ce. it could LmDrove the 

econo~y in the entire state. I have seen the 

Army Corp Likes ill Pennsy I vanla 2.l'ld they have 

privately olmed or leased boat docks, gasoline 

dock sales, groceries, privately olvned cabins, 

etc. This is due to toe fact tlley are outor 

the Pjttsbllrg II.S. Amy Corp. and not the 

Bal timore region. hle have no s'.Jirrrning, over

night private docks, rental cabins, motels, or 

rental lodges ]lnti] the EedDr"l f.cl'-/ is changed 

to allow for developc;lem: as out: of the Pittsburg 

region, nothing ,,Jill change. ;';e are now starting 

a drive to change tbis I I·d tb 0' Jr congressmen 

We should have the same rights as the lakes out 

of the Pittsburg U.S. Army Corps region office. 
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J I"~ (4 \~ ;-'1 ~/. '"0:. .- I I-k. '"I 

Comments: ' 
i ,4)1<1 

o7~/ 

I!I~~ ?6r~ )I€t.e. / UJC7U!d ,1,~Ke U See. ~kt~ /1r!![j..<?sT 

J.~M7/t£ fJ~AL~tlfr< t?r/J4~ td/? 1,'1(<2 8 S.,,/(A! 1&1- rfJ-eiell-staJ 

A- W Ufle WAif( tJrl'1J(LJ If c:.Jl.oc5"S ?fie: 18't!eJ' 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update Annex 8 Correspondence/Comments 
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Cllll~i;(,::Jncj, .':laryl<lnd, Frid<lY Dec. 3, 1993 -_._------------------

:G ()'\7:ery.~HJrS O~;( jtD~rr~ Nor~arn Branch projec'~ 
From \sS()r.I~llet1 Pre-s3 
and TI rie:)-j'~~,~·JS stall rCpoits 

CIL\HLESTO:'-l, W_V;1. - ,;ov. 
(;",toll t :'ifwrtnn 'Illd ~1:Iryl'lIld 
(;O\' \\"i1lialll !)oll;i1d Schader 
on Thursday "l'l'rol'('d a ~')lIlt 
effort 10 improl'e water quality 
and recreation on the North 
Uranch of the Potomac Hivcr. 

An ac:;reell1cnt signed by the 
governors forms a task force to 
overs{'t' tile proJect, said Phyllis 
Cule oi l'dcrsiJur:~. chairwoman 
of the Interstate t:olllmission on 
tile Potomac !\in'I' Basin, which 
will OYC!'S"" thl!p;lIlei. 

The :\o!'th Brancil lunns the 
border lJetwecn West Virgmia 
and :,I;1rvland for ,,"ou-t Gil 
miles. -

Yl'.Jrs (If aeni lIUll!' (rall1age 
and ir.dllstrial "11(1 r,', denlial 
politaic'll dirtied tli" wa crs and 

'The river was just a total disaster ... pcople 
'yould have been afraid to stick a toc in it." 

- Hcrb Sachs, Intcl'state Commissioll 

killed off troul, members of thl.! 
Rockville, Md.-based basin com
mission said. 

"This tribulaf" of the Poto
mac had been lviilten off as un
reclaimable," Ms. Cole said. 

"The river was just a total di
saster," said Herb Sachs of An
napolis, i\ld., the commission's 
executive director. lIe said that 
until recent years. "people 
would have been afraid :0 stick 
J toe in it." 

Uul Ihe constructIOn "f Jen
nings Handolph Dam and a 
nearby trout hatcher\' above 
Piedmont, W.Va., and iil;proved 

waste treatment and pollution 
control bv both states has 
helped restore trout alon~ III 
miles of the nvcr south of the 
dam, :lls_ Cole pointed out. 

"It's a plaec of real excep
tional beaut\," \Iith "far-reach
ing recreational potential," Cap
erton said. "It is my hope we 
can breathe new life into this 
stream." 

1\ls, Cole and Mr. Sachs said 
the task force Ilill aim at restor
ing the North Branch as a m;l
jar recreation area. 

"We're imtieipatin!-( a champl
on~hip trout stream," Cole said. 

"It's not just fish_ The fish arc 
just the thing we're goin~ on to 
get cvcl)'one's attention," Sachs 
said. 

Oncc I.olsk force members arc 
;lppointed, the [lanel will set 
specific plans and beglll work, 
Cole s,ud. 

The agrecment comes on the 
heels of U.S. Congressman Alan 
I\loliohan's efforts to obtain fed
eral funding for a stUdy of re
crcational potential at Jennings 
Handulph Lake. The fuudirig 
was approved last mouth and 
the stud\' is to be conducted 
t.lllrir1!~ l!hJ.l. 

At the local and regIOnal Icv
els ciforts have continued for 
the p:lst two years to improve 
and promote existing recre
ational opportll'lItics throllJ~h 
coopcr:1tion between the U.S. 
Ann:; Corps of Engineers which 

owns and operates the lake fa
cility and local offiebls in gov· 
ernment, parks and recreatIOn 
and the Maryland and West Vir
ginia Departments of Natural 
Hesollrces. 

Discussions among Ihe oifi
cials have largeted the polential 
for a iJi-stail~ park at the lake in 
addition to other private and-or 
quasi-governmcntal develop
ment. 

Existing recreation at the 
lake and along the North 
Branch of the Polomac Ri\'cr 
includes, in addition 10 fishing, 
whitewater rafting, lake boating, 
and camping. 

The We"l Virginia Depart
lllent of 01atural Hc"ollrccs Cill
lier this vcar acquired ,llTea,"e 
below tht: dalw;lle tll;;t i, 1Il

tended It) be protcckd '" ;1 11'11· 
derne"s recreallonal sill' 
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Cooperative Agreement on North Branch 
Potomac Signed 

In search of trout on the North Branch Potomac. A new agreement should mi)ko the river mora 
populilr, accesslblo. 

The s:atesol Maryland and West Virginia 
and ICPRB have agreed to eslabllsh a 
cooperative program to improve waler quality 
and restore biological life to a section of the 
North Branch Potomac River. 

In the Initial phase of work, the stales. 
ICPRB. the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(ACE) and local governments Will concentrate 
on a 10-mile stretch of the nver below the 
Jennings Randolph Reservoir that \""dl include 
development of a trout fishery and other 
recre~!lonal activIties. 

Tho ICPRB has worked lor several years 
toward integrated cooperative revitalization 
and management of the river, a resource that 
has been one 01 the most polluted in the 
basin. The North Branch Polomac has lor,g 
suffered Irom environmenlal impacts. but by 
lar the greatesl problems have come from the 
legacy 01 coal mining in Ihe region. ACidic 
runoff from mostly abandoned shalt mines 
continues to keep many miles 01 the reglon's 
slreams devoid of Irle. 

Ttle area covered by the agreement 
includes the rrver's headwater !nbu\anes 
and Ihe NOr1h Branch to liS confluence With 
the Savage River. The first phase focuses 
on the river segment that has r'')st dramati
cally Improved in water quallty, due In part 
to the construe lion of the dam. Operated by 
ACE. the Jennings Randolph Reservoir 1)0.5 
exceeded all expectations In mll1gatlng the 
effects of mining upstream. Buil! pnmaflly 
for waler supply purposes and Ilood control, 
the tower from which water IS Withdrawn 
from the lake can selectively mix waler from 
different depths. Because aCid collected In the 
reservOir siralilles, the structure can prOVide 
the nver downstream With water oj a more
uniform pH. Previously, hCJVY storms WOuld 
send slugs 01 highly aCIdified water down the 
river. killIng not only fish, but the aquatic 
Insect communities on which they fed. In the 
12 years Since the reservOir lilled, the river 
segment has steaddy Improved. The fiver 
was slacked as a put and take trout lishery 
by both states. Later. the Maryland Depac1-
men! of Nat'Jral Resources began to ~gro...v 
out" fmgerllng trout In net enclosures 
floating 1:1 the \adrace of the dam. In the last 
few years, slocked trout have begun 10 
~e;:;~oduce on their own in the T!Ver. MLong_ 

time reSidents who remember how bad Ihe 
river was probably WOUldn't have beheved 
tilat fish would be back in Ihe Norlil Brancll. 
much less seeing trout reproduco in it," noted 
ICPR8 Associate Director Jim Cummins. 

The great improvement In this stretch of 
the river alforded by the reservoir and other 
state and federal efforts 10 mltlgote mming 
impacls wdllend a nceded boost 10 the 3rea's 
I:agglng economy With tourism don,Jrs. Careful 
work on budding the North Br~lncll into a 
\Valid-class trout fishery, incJudHl<] prcscrv<l
lion of the fiver's bcauttful shoreline scenory 
and promoting construction 01 necessary 
Infrastructure to serve anglers and other 
recreatlonlsts is tho next slop. The prolcct is 
seen as a demonstration af improv1l1g a 
regional economy through coordlnaled w~lor 
quality and other cnvlronmcnlo! improve
ments. 011 lOr rcclCahan, inclulltnq IHJI\IHlg, 
wh/lewaler banting. and hIking also wllllJe 

included in the plans. 
As agreed, the sign;)10rlCS arC lorming a 

task force 10 create and oversee a program lor 
the area that Will work not only on the. 
recreational and scenic goals, but (:lIsa resolve 
issues related to law enforcement and other 
lnt€qurlsdlcltOnaJ issues. A work pian · .... 1l1 be 
produced 10 gUIde W<lter quality Improve
menls. restoration 01 blologlc,J! 1I11Cfjldy. 
habitat improvoment, molnl;)ln tile scenIC 
beauty of the region, and educate and Involve 
the area's reSidents. 

The December signing ollile NOdi' Branch 
agreemenl by the two governors and ICPRB 
was tho result of two ye;:HS of work. West 
Virginia Gov. Gaston CapcH10n stressed hiS 

hope that the restoration ef!ort would result In 
Increased recreational and economiC oppor1u
:'lIlies. Maryland Gov. Will/3m Don.Jld 
SChaefer noted \llal the achlevemcf)\s already 
accomplished on the river speaK well lor the 
prOject's tong-term outiook, and hal;ed tile 
work of the two st;)tes and the COf"'SCNahOn 

Fund IO\"",:Hd protecting senSltlvo nrC:lS. 
The prOlect lunhers ICPRG's miSSion 01 

coordination With the baSIn stales In enhanc~ 

In;! water quality on a wo'crshcd baSIS 
lhrough Involvemenl With both government 
and the pubhc. The CommlsSlon's executIve 
director, Herb Sachs, will serve as chalrm;)n 
of the task loree. 
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Maryland, 
W.Va. to 
cooperate 

ClIARLESTON, W.Va. (AI') 
_ The rebirth of lhc befouled 
North Brandl of thc POIOIlI:1C 
River will he helped along by :1 
joinl Wesl Virgini:1-1\1:Iryl:ll1d ef
fOrl to improvc water quality :Inti 
recrealion, officials say. 

The Norlh Br:1f1ch fOHns lhe 
border between West Virginia :11111 
Marybntl for abollt 60 J1lile~. 
Years of acid mine drainage ;1IHI 
industrial and rcsidential POIlUlioll 
dirtied the walers and killed off 
trOlll. 

"This tributary of the POIOIl1:1c 

had been wrinen off ;IS unrc
claimable," said Phyllis Cole of 
Petersburg, chairwoman of Ihe 
Rockville, Md.-based Inlerswle 
Commission on U1C POlomac Riv
er Basin. 

"Thc river was jllst a lOl:11 dis
aSlcr," said Hcrb Sachs of An
napolis, /l.1d., the cOfn!1lission's 
executive director. Ill' s:lid in re
cent years, • 'peoplc wOIII<l have 
been afrai,11O Slick a loc in it." 

But the construction of thc Jell' 
nings Randolph Darn ,md a near
by troul hatchery ncar Piedmont 
as well ~s improved WJstc Ire;II-' 
menl and pollutioll cOl1trol hy 
hOlh states h:1S hclpcli rT~t(\ll' 
lrout along 10 miles of tlie river 
sOlllh of UIC dal11, Cole said. 

I'agc X·TI".·lIt.'l"al,l, ·"ut.:!'ooda~·1 April Il. 11)')4 

P rh 
I{! 

KJ 

Governor Signs Jennings Randolph Lahe Bill. 
Governor (;a!\tolt Ca p"'rtoll rt:('t'lIfl), ~~~l1l·d f lou:>.c Bill-tOOI}, ;1110\\ ill!!, \Vl'~l \,iq?,inb ;,tnd 1\1 ar) 1;11111 til pro\ idt: 

joint IllanagtlHt'n( uf the JClJllillg!'. lLwd"lp" Lakc.:'s 1I~ltliral rl·!-.oUnl' .... 

Thc hillnanll'd in honor offorlllt.'r \\',':-.t \'itgillia Sl'II:I((II' JC:lIlIill~'" Hamloll'h, \\110 \\:I'i ill..,tl'ulII~'llt:d in 1111..' 
cre:ttion of the lake and many othlT \\;I1,'r I"l'~ollnc )II'OjlTt .. alTO ...... thl' lIation. 

J)iclun .. tJ krt to righl! 1>1'. Holu.'1"1 Flllri:iIl, (kc Smith, Boh 1\lilt: ... , Ih:It:gah.· Jim Nkol. Ih.lq~:lh: Ibrlll,1 
l\1idl;U.'I, (;0\'(.'1"1101" (;; .... tOI1 C;lp"Tlon. Ill'lt'g:dl' .lilt' I\l:lrliu, Snl:t1l1r !\1Ik!.: It" ...... , St'll:ator J la\ ill 1\lillrf, St'lI:llof 
\\':11l I1c1mkk, UNit Vin."t:tor CIIIH:k Fdttlll, CliiOlid Hit..:h;trd lIall. 

Not prc:!\t'lJt Ilut adhc participant .. in till' h:gi ... btioll iIH:ltlllt· Iklq~att' Alit-II E\,;III, alld Pdq.~:"t· ,It'n! 
f\h·:I.:I.alt· .... a. 

Jennings Handolph 
Hee Usc Arcas Opcn 

"llie U. S. Army Corps of En~i· 
1H..'crs al JClllliugs Randolph L;lkL' ha~ 
alllh)UIICcd llie folluwillg day II:-.C ;Ir~ 
C~l'i for the] fYJ-t H'(.'feali<lII ;\l':I:\oll ;ue 

IIUWOpCIl. 

'111C Maryland ()\,CdOUK i, UpCII 

for day II;\C ~Icli\'jtics, ThL' (lVCcJ(hlk, 

which h:l'\ one of the 1110. ... 1 sccllic 
views in \\'cslL'f111\1ar),laIHJ. also IJ:L\ 

a half~JIliIc IUII~ hinl atlr;JClllr IJ:lil 
complete wilh walerlall alld pOlld. 
'I1H! overlook b accL'!'.~ihJt.: frolll 
MaI)'Janu gOlflC # 135 by ciillcr \Va)· 
mil Oonum Road nr CIlC~llIlll C,fll\ L' 

R();ld. 

Abo. opel1ing i!'.lhc \\'C;\t Vlrgilll;1 
Uverlook, h(llllC of the "\\'~lIlk 

ROt-'k," a r:lle gL'olu;;iral fOlllJ:llinll, 

Till! I I\lWL' II 1{1l1i HO;I( LIIIII(':11 wlJidl 
h~L'" p:ukillg ~p:lCC [Of (,() l':u"lu;lill'JS 

aud a (wo Ialle boa I falllp j~ aho opel! 
'llie 1\\'0 ;ul'as <1ft..: ;lCCl·, ... ihlc 1"1(1I11 

\Vc,..,t Vir}!illi:r HOUle 1I,1(). fi\l: IJIjl(,'~ 
1101 III ()f Elk (;.IHk'u 

'11H': Ciullpgr()llIld :111<1 Ph, nil' ;111:,1 

\vill Ofll'll Af1111 .:1) 
hlr J!Hl!l' 1111,'111: 'II\:JI l:dl (~O! I 

.... :' 
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Randolph Luke 
Compact Proposed 
By Sen. SariJlIllt:S 

u.s, Sl.;JJ~I!LJr }'.ll.;\ S:lr-
, 11:1IIL'5 IIJlruJUI.:cJ kl.:l:.l..l1iun 

"I UL"::.J;I), \0 pl.'lll1l\ :'bry
l..wJ ;,J11J \\,1,..'51 Vil~;lJiJ to 

(,:n!I..'[ iuto a juin a6Il·..::~\t:llt 
Jur Jellnings H:JLJQlph 
I .d:c 'IlH.: bkc is l.n the 
j-.;'Ullh Bf:lIll:h of tlle 1'010-

lllJ( J\iVl'T in G;.JI felt CUUIl-

1)" :JIlJ in Millt'r;"d ClJUllIY, 

\V.V:.J. 'illl:. l~d·,c 1!J biu\\illg 

ill pUjJuIJrit)' as a r Cl're
:l1il,lllal !lit!.:, auJ bella 
mall:J,I;I..'IllL'lIt of its Il·~ .... ,urc
('s is Ill"1..:JCJ, S;lTb;Jl\L'S :....JiJ. 

"!lll' Lkc \\~l::' LJo.:;~!L'J 

\\jlh the LUlistruuiull of a 
J.IIIl ;J(..rusS till' riVe[ ill 1~IS2 
Il) l'!Jh:!Il(C the \\;iln I.;"';:lli-
1)' (.11 the 1\1\olll:IC, rc~ulC 

l1u\lJ J.illl;q;,C, illlpr0vl.: the 
\\;t!C[ ~upp!y, alld iJH_'r\:~sc 
OppuJ lunities fur ILCfcalioll. 
I hJ\\ I.:\'("r, the crc:\iiun of 
tile b kc rClllO\'cJ i1H:' 11.:1 u

ral l'<.lUIlJ~IV lH.:lwcCIl V,'c.:~t 
Viq;ilJi:J ;JIlJ Maryl:.lIlJ. '111C 
IllC..JIlJL'ring Il;Jlurt. of tLc. 
fOflllcr ri\'cf anJ I Ill': dc/dh 
of thl.: Llkc have maJl: it 
iIl1Pli~Sll)lc to rl.:·l.:st:JL;:~h 
tbe plL"Lisl: iOC:Jiioll of the 
bnuuJ,JI)·. As com:!
qUl.'Il(.:c, al'l'uIJillg to SCJ:a
t(lf S~lIb;lllC$. '\':IlfurCCIlll.:lH 

----. iJlcrc~ISL', il is anliL1I,;J\cd 
til .. ,1 cnfl)t({..'lllcnl prublcm

s 

will \)(;ClHIlC ill('1 c;l~ingly 
dif!Kull." 

'nIl' S;llhaJlcS h:bi~\;"lioJl 
will prllvi...ie the SI,IICS of 
!'.brybll J ami \Vc::.1 Virgin
ia wilh concurrent jurisdic~ 
lion over the projeci area \0 
ell:Juh:. them to jointly en
[urce B~llUr;.1\ resource boat
ing, b\.'.'s anJ rq~ulations. 
Congres..<,i\)n:11 Jppro\'al of 
sud\ ~!\ ~f,recmcnl \)(.'!WCcn 

twU swtl'~ is re4uireu by the 
CUllstilUlitlIl. 'l1H! Sarb:JIH:s 
1l1l';.,~utC is CO,~pOllsoreu by 
l\br) !allJ SClI;ltor B~\rb:Jra 
1\1ikubki ;lllU West Virginia 
Sl'Jl:JWIS Hobert Byru Jud 
Jay Rockdclkr. 

"'llie lake and surround
ing area cXlraorJill~.lfily 
beauliful and include some 
of the most picturesque arC 

,countrysiJe in thc Hal ion. 
'niC b~e and tile 1\'onh 
Ur<.llll:h pf the Potomac 
Rivcr bduw the Jam sup
port i.l rl'CfCalilHI;'.d trout 
fishery til;,. is OIlC of thc 
be!>! in 1\ 11lL'rica. Olher 
rccrc"Jlioll~d opportunities 

. of tilL" ll:lIur;J! rC$i.)Urces ;,:IJ 1 
'ho:ltiug bws allJ rcgu!:J-

including bO:.Jling. uov.u
strealll \\hitewater r;Jftillb· 
hikiJlg, and picnickillg arc 
Jrawillg inCfc:J.sing numbers 
of visilors to the l:.Ikc. 'nlis 
is a natur;ll resource for uS 
to lfcasurc - and to pre· 
~t:rvc/' S:.ubancs said. 

. li,m:; h:,\'c IH.:cn ((:]It:..lti\c ~I 
bL"~I, allJ at Wllr~t, Dun
L'XistUli :\s rCI.:rcali(dl..:i 
u ... t.:s ul tht.: i:t~c CVlllillUt.: lu 

S:Hb~ncs says he h:.!s 
l;Jkcll a number of steps in 
recent YCiJCS 10 preserve tlle 

lake y.!iilc making its bC;Juty 
I1\lHC J,cCL's.siblc for the 
pcople of MOl)lolld. lie has 
\\'orkt:u Y.ilh the guvern· 
111l'lltS of bolh"' slates anJ 
Ihe A!IlIY C"rps of Engi. 
Ileers to improve the aCceSS 
rO:JU 011 the ;-'bryJ:.iIld side 
of. l.~~I"kc, he hos "d· 
Jie~s(;J ;..t(iJ mill!! draill;Jge 
ull the I\:dnllllr:J!l.:h of the 
Potolll:tC, iJJlJ ile h;JS Il:.lJ 
!.Jllgu:Jgc aJJL.'J 1O :.Jppro, 
pfl:.Jtiull5 !cgi\\;J!ioll to !J;J\'(; 

ILt.: CulPS lIf LI:gillleD 

~l~, ll"p ;J II .... ·'~ 111.1 II:ll.'Y Itl, 1.1 
I,:; I, I i.ll 

Cumberland, Maryland, Friday, July 1,1994 

Jennings [~&Hldolph 
lake pact ~n '~he \}vori{s 

KlTZi>lILLEH -- Lcgi,btiu'i 
allriwing for 3 jc)int agrccnll'Jjl 
lJe~,'ecn r,J"r,;I:Ulti ~lld West Vir
ginia (h:lt would aJiuw fl,r ocllc;' 
IIlaJ}:a'(,IllCllt of .Jc!llli:lliS It.:} 
dolpll "Lal;c was illtr"clll~cJ th,:, 
week IJ\' U.S. Sen;,lu. l:':lul S;,r' 
banes .. 

The l1lc~~ure i:s cu-spolls(Jr~·d 
bv U.S. Sellator L-;;u·b"r;] ~l!l;\lU:; 
azul \\'est Vjnljlli~ SCll:I~(J:·S 
](riCll'I-L Byrd ;!IId :icy Hucl·.delk;-

l.r,c;\led 011 the 11(<1 til IJr;:IIcll (.f 
Llw Potonuc Iti\'cr in G~ITi..:Lt 
County, ~l:lrybl1d and 111 ill cral 
County, West Vi,gillia, the lake is 
growing in popularity as a reere' 
.JUanal site and beLltf manage
ment.s uf its resuurccs is nceded 

To enhance the water quality 
uf the Potomac, improve water 
supply and increase n.:creation~d 

tJppurillIlilics, tht: bke \ras creal· 
ed ill )9(12 will] a d;!lD across the 
nVl'f. 

UlJf{)rtul1~dc!\', tht: cfi..';ltilill uf 
Lle bkc rl':l1~J\,l"d the llatur;d 
h,un(bry \Jetl'.cell the two ~L:,tl·:';. 
TLe ml"andl>ri;l)~ Il:lturc of the 
f(.Jn1j(:~r rivcr ~:ld ! he depth of tile 
bLe 11:1\ (! m:ldc it iJllpos~;ibk tu 
J"l'-c~L.:JblislJ tLe precise loc:Jliull 
(i:! he iJOlllHLI!-Y 

1 ill' Sell u;!:;r.-s icgishti(Jl1 will 
nl1J\jdc tile t\':o ~,t~jtcs with lon· 
~~:rrcJjt juri~uictiUJ1 over the pre)
jeLl arc;! to enable them to joi1ltly 
c;];orcc natur:J resource boating 
!3\I'S and rq,'1Ji3tions. 

The :lgrCClnCllt would also 
CJVCr recreation in the J~l-:c area. 

CongrcssioDJJ approval of the 
,lgreC11lent is required by tile 
Constitution. 



SATURDAY 
JUNE 17, 1995 

------~~, 
Potomac River Basin potential 
being discussed in:Md., W Va. 
By PATRICIA HASTINGS 

Staff Writer 
Daily News-Tribune 

Sen. Paul Sarbannes (~ 
Md.) sees the banks of the 
Potomac River in the west
ern part of his state as the 
perfect place for picnicking 
and recreational opportuni
ties such as fishing, boating, 
whitewater rafting, and hik
ing. 

He says, "The Potomac 
River and the areas sur
rounding it along the Mary
land-West Virginia border 
include some of the most 
picturesque countryside in 
the nation. The region is ex
traordinarily rich in scenic 
beauty and abounds in 
recreation ... This is a natural 
resource for all of us to trea
sure--and to preserve." 

Sarbannes' comments re
flectthe ideas of a growing 
number of people on both 
sides of the border who are 
beginning to look toward the 
Potomac River Basin for fu
ture recreational develop
ment. 

The 4,500-acres of land at 
Jennings Randolph Lake, 
which once contained the 
town of Shaw, is one area of 
the Potomac being groomed 
for tourism and recreation. 

Russ Newman, project 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan, 1997 Updale 

manager at the lake, says this way." 
summer alone, 75,000 visi- Scott Rotruck, a member 
tors are expected· between of the Mineral County De
Memorial Day and Labor velopment Authority as well 
Day. as the North Branch Task 

A Reconnaisance Study Force, says, "Elk Garden 
being conducted by the U.s. sh~uld be the key beneficiary 
Army Corps of Engineers of unprovements at Jennings 
notes that a recreation cen- Randolph Lake since the 
ter / convenience store and tov."!1 is five miles from the 
concession stand should be a federal area." 
part of any plans to trans- George Shoemaker, Aile
fo"m Jennings Randolph gany County's representa
Lake into a mecca for tive to the North Branch 
tourists. Task Force, says, "The key 

"It should be designed to element will be water quali
have a similar architectural ty. The purpose of the task 
style to the proposed cabins f~r~e u: to enhance opportu
and washhouse," planners mtIes, mcluding recreational 
wrote of the plans for a 9,0 ones, that in the long term 
OO-square foot building help the four counties eco
which combines the recre- nomically." The three coun
ation center and stores. ties included with Allegany 

In January of this year, ar~ Garrett in Maryland, and 
Corps of Engineers spokes- MIneral and Grant in West 
men were putting ·forth Virginia. 
plans for 17 cabins, , ... ith Some North Branch stud
a.me.nities such as air condi- ies in~lude two Pennsylvania 
tlOm~g and electric. GoIf en- "countIes in their scope as 
thuslasts may smile when well. 
they hear a golf course could '1Ve want to entice out
go in near the high timber doorsmen to trout fish here 
camping area if private perhaps spend a couple of 
funds become available. days hikiI;lg," Shoemaker 

Newman, when asked said. 
about the potential of the In Shoemaker'S eyes the 
a.rea, said, 'There's no ques- fishing improves as th: wa-
tlOn a.bo.ut it, if. those plans ter quality. increases. "The 
:natenah~e, It will be a terrif- chilnce to hike, hunt, rilft and 
1C bo.ost In all resl?ects, eco- bo~t will be better too" he 
nomlcally and m every Cldds. ' 
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News-Tribune & Echo 

Mollohan-'given House- okay 
for state water project funds 

WASHINGTON, D.C. -
First District Congressman 
Alan B. Mollohan has won 
House approval to provide 
more than $2 million in fed
eral funding for several wa
ter p'rojects in northern West 
Vlrguua. 

"J've targeted this funding 
to help solve real problems 
and pursue new opportuni
ties along our waterways," 

said Mollohan, D·W.Va. "We 
would be able to focus on a 
wide range of issues impor
tant to our conununities -
everything from flood pre
vention to erosion control to 
environmental remediation 
to recreational and economic 
development." 

Mollohan, who serves on 
the House Appropriations 
Conunittee, placed the rnon-

ey in the appropriations bill 
that funds energy and water 
develop,nent initiatives 
across the nation. The House 
passed the measure 
W~ne~ay.!... 

It inel udes>--____ ______..... 
0$160,000 to complete th~ 

updated master plan for 
public use of Jennings Ra~ 
~~ke;" . 

U $500~ to conduct fea
sibility studies of flood-con
trol projects that would pro
tect the Philippi and Beling
ton areas of Barbour County; 

o $600,000 to add three 
additional watersheds -
Fords Run, Three Forks 
Creek and Sandy Creek - to a 
study aimed at improving 
environmental conditions in 
the Tygart VaUey River 
Basin; 

0$300,000 to conduct fea
sibility studies of waterfront 
development projects along 
the Monongahela River, . 

MINERAL DAILY NEWS TRIBUNE - KEYSER, W.VA. fRIDAY AUGUST 4, 1995 

Randolph Lake development 
could generate millions here 

By PATRICIA HASTlNGS 
Staff l'I'riter 

Daily News-Tribune 

When recreational oppor
tunities expand at Jennings 
Randolph Lake, there will be 
more boating docks, others 
grilling the evening meal 
near picnic tables, and most 
with smiles on their faces. 

The initiative for Jennings 
Randolph Lake being backed 
by Congressman Allan Mol
lohan is two ye:Hs old. With 
the master plan's fonnation 
requiring Fiscal Year 1996 
funds, Mollohan hopes the 
hours of phone calls, re
search on the lake and Po
tomac River, and interviews 
will be paying off in in
creased revenue from 
tourism and lake use by 10' 
cals within a few years. 

He says his office "will 
playa leadership role at the 
appropriate time." 

There's an outside chance 
that private development 
money will come into play if 
a conference center is built in 
the vicinity of the lake. Gov
ernment officials often open 
doors for developers when 
such multimillion dollar pro-_ 

jects get off the ground. 
Regional economic bene

fits could be as high as $8.8 
million if the Jennings Ran
dolph Lake concept flies. 
There's already the Robert 
W. Craig Campground, a 
scenic overlook, and a boat 
launch on West Virginia's 
side of the dam bordering. / 
two states. _'I 

Getting this close to a n1as- \1 

ter plan excites Mollohan" 
who has viewed the: 
panoramic site at the lake / 
and donned a life jacket for 3 i 
ride on the Potomac. 

A Reconnaisance Report 
nearing completion by the 
Corps of Engineers has con
centrated on a marina, picnic 
spots and more at the lake. 
The planners see the compo
nent of green ways along the 
Potomac River upstream and 
downstream from the lake as 
"a potential for further 
recreation enhancement." 

Mollohan says that a 
$275,000 appropriation for 
phase two of a North Braner 
study is in a budget th~ 
House will see before Octo
ber rolls along. 

While Mineral Countian 
Scott Rotruck sits in on meet-

ings with Maryland officials 
and wildlife experts from 
both states concerning the 
North Branch of the Po· 
tomac, Mollohan keeps 
abreast of the Corps' work in 
regards to the environment 
and recreation. 

Mollohan is cognizant of 
Rotruck's work and the hand 
Rotruck's employer, Anker 
Energy, plays in cleanup ef
forts along the ri vcr. 

A strong supporter of rem· _ 
ining efforts, which are re
medial means of cleaning 
up, Mollohan deals with 
mining officials from all over 
the state. 

He cringes at the legacy 
some mine owners lelt
dirty wa tel. 

Releases by the dam ten
der at Savage River Dam are 
coordinated with ones at 
Jennings Randolph to assure 
good water quality or con
trol flooding. 
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Senate OKs legislation for 
_____ , _ _.. _, __ .n_ "L.---___ --

Jennings Randolph Lake pact 
foor ltw Cumt)erlQroo Tmt!~·r.e.,.!> enthusias'ls. 

The waters below the lake are the site 
WASffiNGTON - The U.S. Senate of a thriving trout fishery and the clear 

gave unanimous approval Thursday. to. waters of the lake and the river are draw
legislation allowing Maryland and '>'>est ing visitors pulled to the area by its nat. 
Vu-ginia to enter IDto a Jomt agreement ural beauty. 
for Jennings Randolph Lake, saJd U.S.' r Samanes has taken 8 number of steps 
Sen. Paul Sarbanes. in recent years to preserve the lake while 
{ Sarbanes introduced the measure. making its beauty more accessible for 
: The lake is on the :>orth Branch of the the people of Maryland. 
Potomac River in Garrett County, and He has worked with the governments 
Mineral County, WYa. of both states and the Anny Corps of 
, The legislation ..-ill enable Mal)'land Engineers to improve the access road on 

and West Virginia to joinUy enfon:e nat::
ural resource boating laws and regula· 
tions by providing them \lith concurrent 
jurisdiction over the project area. 

Better lake resource management is 
needed as it becomes an increasingl)' 
more popular recreational site for ,isl' 
tors and residents of both states, he said. 

"Jennings Randolph Lake offers tre· 
mendous potential for Western 1131)" 
land. Environmentally, it is a significant 
part of the Potomac River basin and a 
critical component of our efforts to ~ 

acid levels in the river and restore habi- . 
tats for fish and otiler wildliIe," said Sar
banes. 

"Economically, it Cdn be the focal point 
for grov.ing opportunities in Ule areas of 
tourism and recreaUvn But we must baJ
ance cnvironmenw prott'{'tion and ceo- " 
nomic progress. Th.is compact 'will be a 
,ital part of that effort." 

Construction of an access road on the 
Maryland side of the lake and new boat 
docks are making the lake a more attrac· 
tive destination for bo~lir,g and fishing 

the Maryland side; he has addressed acid 
mine drainage on the North Branch of 
the Potomac; and lie has added language 
to appropriations bills to have the Corps 
of Engineers develop a new management 
plan for the lake. 

Jennings Randolph Lake was created 
with the construction of a dam across the 
river in 1982. This was done to enhance 
the water quality of the Potomac, reduce 
flood damage, improve the water supply 
and increase opportunities for recre
ation. 

Cumberland Times-News 
Saturday, September 23, 1995 SA. 

Editorial 
Randolph lake 
• Agreement to help 

area reach potential 
. The Jennings Randolph Lake on the North Branch of 
the Potomac River has a better chance of reaching its 
potential as a top lourism and recreation spot now that 
the U.S. Senate has approved legislation making Mary
land and West Virginia partners in regulating the area, 

The man·made lake was created in 1982 for the primary 
purpose of improving Potomac River water quality and 
enhancing the area's water supply. The lake stretches 
Into a portion of Garrett County in JIlaryland and Mineral 
County in West Virginia, 
• Although only a few years have passed since the huge 
dam was constructed, word about the lake's quality fish
ing and recreational appeal continues to spread, With the 
Maryland-West Virginia joint agreement now in place, the 
lake .... ill be better managed and be able to reach its 
potential as a tourism and recreation area. 
.~ The legislation was sponsored by U.S. Senator Paul 
Sarbanes, D·l\1d., and enables the two stales to jointly 
enforce natUral resource boating laws and regulations by 
givil)g the jurisdictions concurrent regulating powers. 
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LOCAL/REGIONAL 
------ -

$160,000 funding is approved 
for Jennings Randolph Lake_~ 

WASHINGTON, D.C. - . hurdle here in Washington M;ll~ secured funds for 
The president has' signed in- . and will be put to work in . ~y two years ago in 
to law a funding bill .which :: ou,r communities in the com- an effort to begin planning 
includes $160,000 set aside ing year," said Mollohan. for recreation and economic 
by Congressman· Alan B. The money was placed in development at the lake. 
Mollohan to complete a new the yearly appropriations bill Updating the master plan" 
master plan for Jennings which funds energy and wa-· for public use of the lake is 
Randolph Lake. ter projects across the coun- "the next logical step in the 

The measure also contains. try. President Clinton signed process," he said. 
$275,00.0 that Mollohan the measure into law Mon- Meanwhile, the funding 
worked to obtain for envi- day. for the North Branch of the 
ronmental restoration activi- The new work· is a fol- Potomac will be used to ex
ties on the North Branch of lo'w-up to the Jennings Ran- amine a variety of environ
the Potomac River. dolph Lake study that the mental restoration activities, 

"I am delighted that this U.S. Army Corps of Engi- including improvements to 
funding has' cleared the final neers recently completed. fish and wildlife habitats. 

I 

Cumberland Times-News 

1 C Wednesday. October 18, 1995 

C d t d dents make the most of lhe ongress urge 0 en orse opportunities that Jennings Ran
dolph Lake presents. 

bi-state lake compact Through his position on the 
House Appropriations Commit-

For It\e Cumoencnd TImes-News 

WASHI:--;CTON - First Dis
trict Congressman Alan B. 
:'.lollohan, D-W. Va .. has intro
duced legislation that cails on 
Congress to endorse the J en
nings Randolph Lake compact 
signed by West Virginia and 
Maryland. 

"This compact. this agree· 
ment. is in the best interest of 
all who enjoy the lake and 
appreciate its tremendous 

potential for new recreatio~al lee,.he secured $400,000 in 1993 to 
and economic development." begm pJanning for economic and 
said :>lollohan. who bs recreational de\'elopment, and 
worked to promote new actl\'i· enYlronmenlal remediation of 
ty in the area. the lake. ' 

"By allo\\;ng our states to H~ has placed $160,000 in a 
share oversight of Jenr.ings funding measure this year to 
Randolph Lake. the compact complete a new master plan for 
""ill enhance the local public use of the lake, and has 
resources and protect those eannarked $275,000 for a feasibili-
who use them. It ",,;11 also help ty study of environmental 
provide a stable foundation for restoration on the North Branch 

- ... of the Potomac River. 
~rowth by e~natJng a..~y "ques- 1I1011ohCl.'1 said that Congress-
tlOns about JUDsdictlOn, he 'l1an Roscoe G. Bartlett, It-Md. 
added. . . oined hi:n L'1 sponsoring Ule mea: 

CreatlOn of the lake obliterated ;ure that endorses the West Vir
the boundary line between :>Iary- ~nia-~I:lI)hnd compact. Com-
1a..'1d and West Virginia, raising .anlon legislation sponsored by 
jurisdictional issues that have J.S. Sens. fuJbert C. B)n:! and Jay 
severely hampered law enforce- tvckefeUer, both D-W.Va., and 
ment there. 'leU' ~laI; .. land coUeagues is 

The N'O slates, together ""ith ending in the Senate. 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers, forged L~e compact to 
resolve UlOse issues. In the 
agreement, they acknowledge 
Jomt responsibility for managing 
the lake's resources and enforc· 
ing laws and reguiJlions. 

;,Iollohan's lcgislation would 
bring Ule compact into compli
ance with the US Constitution 
wllich sl1tcs that Congress must 
approve any agreements beLween 
slates. 

Introducing the measure :s the 
latest in a series of steps :.10110-
han has taken to help area resi-
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Jennings Randolph Lake 
Master Plan, 1997 Update 

Piedmont, \\Y 26750 Tuesday, October 24,1995 

;,Iollohan Seeks 
Congressional 
Endorsement 

WASH1:-':GTON -- First District 
Conc:r:ssr.un Alan B. }'loloh.1fl. D
\:.,. ~'v'A.::.1S ir.tIoOt!ceU ie&islat.ion that 
calls Ci. COn&reS5 to endcrse !he Jen
ning$. RJJ!l.!olpil L.J.ke c()mrJclsisned 
by \\'CSl \,if,f;l!li:l ~l(J ~i.lI)·l:lnd. . 

"·i:-'~s compact. thiS Jgfccmcnt. is 
i:l Lhe )xSl ir:lfrestofall ..... ti~ enjoy the 
lake a;;j a;:-predate its lIemendous 
poterit.:~ (or new rece:Hion.:l1 and 
eco:lO:ni.:: uc\eioplllctl(. " s.J.id Mollo· 
h:.ul. v.;-"o r.:l.S worked to pernoll! new 
acU\ It,. in !he are.!. • 

"3;' a.lJowt.ng our st.J!.e.s LO sh.lfe 
o' .. ers_;·;~lt of Jer:r:jn~s Rarldolpb, 
L.1ke, LI;:! ccml'J..CL will en!lJ..1ce the 
lCA:~ ;~sou:.:e.s and prct~t L.10s.e who 
usc :":.':;:1. it wlil .also help rroviJc a 
sl.1hl~ [;:)\,;nJ.:uion [J.f ;rowl1l .by 
eL~:7.\;·.:."..:ng :J.ny quesl!o:';s about JU
ris~:c:.;::::n." he aJdcd. 

C;~t.:on of :J~c lake ::t:li:er:l1eu the 
bOU:l..!:.r): l:ilc bcl"\ een ~1J.I) !.lIH.land 
West Virginia. raising jL:ns~jclion.1l 
iSSiJC5 UlJ.t have sc"ere!y h.:unpcred 
IJw e::for~emcnt L1c:-e. 

n,:: twO sl.1tes. w;:::.her wiLh the 
U. S. Anny Corps of Engineers: 
for~~~ L..'le compact to ~solve those 
iss~::s. In 111e J£reelilelH. they ac
knov. :ecge joint resronsibility for 
mJ.n.:.£ing the lake's resources anJ 
cnL::~:in£ laws ar,d reg·Jl:l.tions. 

~:':;;:U!jJll'S lC£l.~:'~(ion would 

t: .. i:l; t.::e comr.Jct ir:~o corr.r1i.3IlCc 
v. Ill} '..",e C. S. Cons~~uli(,)n, 'Wtlich 
sL:l~!S ulat Con£ress /':'lUst approve 
;}.r.y ;::;r~emcnts be tv. cen S::lICS. 

i:::J0JucinS tlle meJ.5urc i~ the lat
est :;1 .1 s,:rics of sIers !'-!o!Johln hJ.S 
ci:::-: :0 k!p area ri!s:..!c:'HS mJ.ke the 
mest of I..he opponu;'.I:Jcs that Jen
nil:;s R.J.nJolrh Lake presents. 

T:-,rou£,h his PCSil;C'll on U1C House 
A;:-;-r:;JriJ,IOnS COIT',,:~lll:e, he se-. 
cu:e': S .. DO,COO in 1093. to begin 
pl;:;;;::ng fur cconor.:IC JllU rcoea, 
li011.::.i JcveJopme!H . .1:1J en..,iron
me:-.'...J..! re~ediauon c:-l1~e. lJ.ke, 

H~ h.lS plJ.:eu S 1 ~,,:,~·:oIJ in a funJ .. 
inc ;:-,CJS;.;J:: Ul15 ~''::.l.'' 10 complete a 
nc ..... r;-,:1$tcr rl:w fer r .. ::-,:'c usc of the 
J;ti.:e. a;~u has c.ll1:ix;"'eJ S:275,ocx) for 
a fe:lSIt:J!il~' Sluth of e:: .. ircnme:ntJl 
rCSIQf3llOn ~n t.'1~ : ..... ,::"'_'1 i3r:l.'1dl oflhe 

POIJIn .. 1C RJver. 
:-"!ollciIJn SJJJ IJ',J~ Con:;~e.s.sm.l11 

Roscoe G. 3ar .. ':cl'.. ?·~tD, )oineil 
him In SjX'r.SCr1:"£ ::-e: r.:ea.$ure thal 
CIlJ0fSCS L')C Wcs~ ',,',r;l/liJ-MJI)''' 

IJnJ CL1rnr.Xt. COlnr::.!cn Ic&~IJLIOIl 
s;x;nsorcd by U S. Sens. Rollert C. 
D·.,J lI1d Jay Rocke"I:,r_ both D
\1:"; \ :lr.J Ulelf ~L'\:: ;:\JlJ collucues 
,S ;--="":11'; In \.he S-:.. ::;\\:. 
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Cumberland Times-News 

Cumberland, Maryland, Monday, July 1, 1996 

Laws affecting area in effect today 
CHUCK BIEDKA 

ANNAPOLIS - A slale law lhal goes inlo e([eel 
loday will allow lhe Departmenl of Nalural 
Resources to enact a special law for .lcnnin~s llan
dolph Lake. Meanwhile action is pending In Con
gress for approval of lhe proposed interstate com· 
pacl. 

Most Maryland Ccncral J\sscmbly bills become 
law Oct. l. hut the Jcnnings-flandolrh measure and 
other iocallcgislation arc among some of the emer
gen(), and other laws th.lt go into crred today, 

The .lcnlllf1~s-IL11HIolrh 1I1~.1stlrc will allow the 
DNH to develop special rCJ;Ulations with West Vir
ginia authorities to allow joint enforcement on the 
lake. which lies within both stales. 
. Delegate George C. Edwards' measure will go 
Into dfect at the same time that Congress is consid
ering (cdcrallegislation to allow Maryland and West 
Virginia aulhonlies.to palrollhe lake. 

.JcI1!llll~S It..ll1uoipil Lake IS localed in (jarrell 
County. Md. and Mineral County, W.Va. 

On Thursday. U.S. Sen. Paul Sarbancs, D·Md., 
asked a lloll:'ie .Judiciary Subcommittee to approve 
the ,Jennings R.1l1dolph 1.14;1ke Compact. The Senate 
has approved the compact in 1994 and 1995. 
~ Sarbancs said lhe creation o( the lake in 1982 

removed the natural houndary between the slates 
and it is now difficult to del ermine the precise 
boundary. The lack of an easily defined houllu.1ry 
has raised questions about enfurcing natural 
resources. hoating and other rc~ulalions. 

lie said the compact w111 allnw Maryland and Wesl 
Virgulia authorities to "gn into ('neh others territory 
to ensure boater safely, protection for the v1siting 
public and the area's natural resources," 

Sarbanes said it is "critical" for the compact to be 
approved hy the House soon because the boating 
season is under way. 

Sf~n. l3arhar;"l ,\fikulskl IS a co· 
~pnnsor of the bill. Other ;"Irea 
lawmakers have spoken in favor 

:of the compact. 
. Sarbanes hop~s the compacl 
:can be rlpproycrl hefore the sum
mer break in August. 

Meanwhile in Marvlalld three 
other locally !"ponsorcd measures 
become st..1.lc laws Monday. 

Starting today, .1 nOII'YOUng 
.stud~nt llIember wilt he added to 

.thl' (jarrell Counly flo'lnl of f·:clu· 
cation. The mc.1surc W:-IS SpOil· 

sored by Sen .. Juhn liafer, Il·(;ar· 
rell·Allegany. 

The law also explains how the 
stUdent and an allernate ~111 bc 
selc('tcrl. 

The (;arrett County ASSOCiation 

'~!~eS!~~~;~t ~:~dn;li~~n\v~~lc l:lr~d~h~ 
·(,ounty·s elected Board of f':duca
tion must approve selection pro
cedurcs. 

The law further details the type 
of meetings the student member 
may attend. 

Another law clarifies that the 
Garretl County lJoard of l';duca
lion may provide funding to the 
Garrell County Women's Com
mission. That bill was submiUed 
by Edwards. 

The b!;lck IW;lr ,{)!1sel"\;11Hlll 
fund \1,;111 he Cl"f'al{'d wlu'n Sf'n.ltr 
Bill :170 ~ocs Into dfed i\tol1tJav 

The non· lapsing DN (t fund ~'''II 
receive the proceeds of selling 
bear st.lmps or decals. ~pcclt11 

r~~~~ ~IIC~~~r~~~~~~~;~l~a~~~r~)~~~ 
crop and other d;II11;1gC done hr 
the animals. 

SB .170 W.1S sponsored by if.lf(T 

It is identical to a House bill SpOil 

'iored by I':dw<lrds 
HOllse BiI! Ifl~l.:\ ['ff'ates a prflp ,~". 

rrty tax CX(,ll1ptlOl~ for coal p{lll)~'t' ~"\ 
lion control facilities and Clf 
wilslc power projects \. / 

r:dwards sponsored the 1)J1I~ 
which had early support from 
other Western Maryland lawmak· 
ers 

The law WIll allow a partial 
property tax exemption for cer· 
lam certified coal pollution con· 
trol racilities and power projects 
~ using coal waste ~ that go into 
scmcc on or after Jan. 1. 1997. 

The exemption is limited to the 
amount of money spent ror poilu· 
tion control if the facility is certi· 
fied and if it produces a "prof· 
it..1hle by·product" or if such ,] 
facility b:; "reqUIred wilhout 
regard lo air and walel quality 
standards." 
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Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Jpdate 

Piedmont, WV 26750 Tuesday, July 2,1996 

Mollohan Testifies 
On Randolph Lake 

W ASHlNGTON' -- A House sut>
coinmiltee has approved legislation. 
i~troduced by FIrst District Con
gressman AJan B. Mollohan. lha.! 
would allow West Virginia and 
Maryland 10 share oversighl of Jen
nings Randolph Lake. 

Mollohan. D-WV A. testified in 
suppon of !be bill Thursday before 
the Judiciar .... Committee's Subcom
mittee on Commercial and Adminis
trative Law. The panel agreed 10 pass 
the measure and forward it 10 the full 
commiltee. 

"Subcomrniuee approval of my 
bill is an important step, and I look 
forward 10 working 10 guide it 
throught be House this year." Mollo
han said. "It is imperative lballbis bill 
becomes law so that our stateS can 
worle together to manage the !alee's 
considerable resources. and better 
guard the public's safety." 

Mollohan introduced lbe legisla
tion last October. it calls on Coneress 
to endorse the Jennings Randolph 
Lake compac~ 'agreed 10 by West 
Virginia and Maryland, as well as the 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

Creating tbe !alee obliterated state 
boundary lines. causing jurisdic
tional issues that have hindered au
thorities from enfon:ing lbe law. 
Through the compact. the two states 
accept joint responsibility for law 
enforceme~t and resource manage
ment 

The Constilution requires that 
Congress give its blessing to multi
state compacts. Companion legisla
tion sponsored by U. S. Sens. Roben 
C. Byrd and Jav Rockefeller. bolb D
WV A, and the;;' !'.!aryland colleagues 
has passed lbe Senate. MollOhan said 
lbat Con~ressman Roscoe G. 
BanJen. R·MD. joined him in spon· 
saing tbe House vCTSion. 
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Keyser, West VIrginia 

MONDAY 
JULY 22, 1996 

Federal funds being sought 
for Jennings Randolph Lake 

WASHINGTON, D.C. -
First District Congressman 
Alan B. Mollohan has placed 
in a federal spending bill the 
Sl4Q,OOO needed to finish a 
two-year-Iong update of 
Jennings Randolph Lake's 
master plan. 

"Revising this plan, which 
dates back to 1973, is an es
sential step in determining 
how we want to use Jennings 
Randolph Lake in the years 
to come. I am pleased that 
the funding I've earmarked 
will allow this process to 
move forward, because we 
can't afford to leave to 
chance the future of such an 
important resource. We must 
guide its development with 
careful thought," said Mol
lohan, D-W.Va. 

in addition to obtaining 
funds for the master plan 
update, Mollohan worked in 
support of a separate 5550,-
000 appropriation for the 
North Branch of the Potomac 
River. The money would be 

used to continue feasibility 
studies of environmental 
restoration projects along the 
watern'ay. . 

Money for both projects is 
in the bill that will fuhd US, 
Army Corps of Engineers ac
tivities during the budget 
year that begins Oct. L Mol
lohan serVes on the House 
A ppropriations Committee, 
which last week approved 
the measure and forwarded 
it to the full House. 

The update of the lake's 
master plan was initiated 
with 5160,000 in federal 
funding that Mollohan ob-
tained last Year. I 

. • I 

"Much has changed at the 
lake since the existing master 
plan v .. as ..... Titten more than 
:!O years ago. For example, 
water quality has improved 
to the point that the lake 
~CW hosts a recreational 
fishery - something the old 
plan said it could not sup
port," he said. 

"In updating the plan, the 
~orps of Engineers is taking 
into consideration this and 
other ways in which the re
source has changed. It also is 
examining public opinion on 
the lake's future uses, effects 
of yearly increases in visita
tion, current and future eeo-

c nomic conditions in the area 
and the like," he added. 
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Mollohan Works 
For Jennings 
Randolph Lake 

WASHr."GTO:--:-- Fim Di'lricI 
CongreSSITl.1n AI:m B. ~Iollohon has 
placed in a feder.ll 'pending hill ule 
5140.000 needed 10 fini,h a I""o-\'e:u
long upUJle of Jennings R..andO!rh 
LlJ:e's mall.r plan. 

"Re\'ising this plall. which ti.l1es 
hack 10 1973. is 31l e:-:-l!ntial :-oler 1:1 

dClennminc how We ..... allt 10 U~ 
Jennings FGndelph LlJ:e in the ye;m. 
10 come. I am pleJ>ed thai the funding 
I'\'e e:umarked will allow this process 
to mO\l~ forv.'ard. nceJuse we c:m I 
afford 10 lea\'e 10ch:mcc th~ fUlun< of 
such an im[l'0rt.:l0[ fewU[ce. \\'c! mU:-l 

£uitle il5 de\,elopment wilh c:ueful 
though~ - said Molloh:m. D-WV A. 

In addition 10 ohtainins funds for 
the master plan updale. !llolloh:m 
worked in suppon of J sep:lr.llo 
5550.000 appropriation for the :\onJI 
Br.tllch of Ibe POlOmac Ri\'er. The 
money would be used 10 continue 
fea.c;ibilil ... · studies of en\'ironmenl.:J 
restoration projectS along the water· 
11.'3\', 

Money (or tXH .. '1 projects is in L~c 
bill tbal will fund U. S. Ann,' CO'l'>e.( 
Ensineers acti\'ilie~ durin£ the 
budselyeartbJlbeginsOcL I. MoJlo
han serves on me Hou~e AppropnJ.· 
Lions Commlllfe_ which this "'eck 
approved the mea'ure and fO""'ardcJ 
it to e'te (uli Hou"". 

The Uptl.JIO of :he lJJ;es masl:r 
pl:m was inliia!ed "',e" S J 60.0):) ;:, 
feded funJing ill.:! [ ~1nlJ{lh:lJ1 \)r· 
tainw lasl y=. 

"Much has changed Jl L'1e ::J.....: 
since tbe e:usung m.a..q~r plan \.\,;]:-. 
....nuen more than :0 ~ e.11"5 ;)£0. FN 
example. w:.ter quali!y h.as improv\.'u 
10 tllc: poinl tbJI l1le lake now hml> J 

recreatiOnal ["hcry -- ;omething Ute 
old plan said il coo 111 nOl ,urron." he 
said. 
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Tuesday, JUly 23, 1996 

-In updaling the plan. the Corps of 
Engineers is l.1king imo consiUer.l
tion this and other ways in which Ihe 
resource has ch:msed. II also is exam
ininS public opinion on the lJJ;c\ 
fUlure uses. effecl5 of the yearly in
crea.ses in visitation. current and r u· 
lure economic conditions in lhe area 
and the like. - he added. 

nle new rna'ler plan will dr.lw 
heavilyfrom the fintlinss of a reccnt 
Corps swd y Ibal examined po:;.,i hie 
recreational development of the L1ke. 
11lat "reconnais."".cc" swdv. com" 
pleted last year. was conducied with 
federal monies thaI Mollohan oh
tained for the 1994 budgel year. 
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Cumberland 

Times-News 
In Brief 

Boundary problem left up to states 
WASHINGTON (AP) - The House agreed Monday to allow 

West Vtrginia and Maryland to work together to resolve a bound-
ary problem caused by the meandering Potomac River. . 

By voice vote, the House adopted a Senate-approved resolution 
giving Congress' consent to a compact under which the two states 
would jointly manage natural resources and law enforcement on 
the Jennings Randolph Lake Project 

The House Judiciary Committee concluded the agreement was 
necessary because the aging of the Potomac's north branch had 
caused it to widen, leaving the border indiscernible. 

The resolution now goes to the president 



APRIL 21.1997 

Mineral DaHlI Ne7VS-Tribune 
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PLANNING FOR THE FUTURE - Shown filling out a Corps of Engineers sUNey for 
future develop~ent at Jennings Randolph Lake are (I-r) Jack Sanders, Kay 
Vaugh~n, Rex R.lffle, p:nne Palmer and Mlk~ ~aY\Nood. SUNey forms and in
formation are shll available locally for public Input. (News-Tribune photo bv 
Sam Shawver) 

Corps seeking ideas 
for Jennings R. Lake 

map of the-impoundment 
and surrounding areas in 
Maryland and West Virginia. 
Handouts listed the main el
ements for each scenario. 

The alternatives ran~ed 
from smaller projects like 
providing potable water and 
flush toilets to the Robert W. 
Craig Campground, extend
ing trails and providing 
more lake access for fisher
men, to more elaborate plans 
invol ving a conference cen
ter/lodge, marinas and golf 
course.' 

the Corps of Engineers, said 
although four separate alter
natives were developed to 
help the public envision the 
F(l55ibiliti~5, the final plan 
will mc'st likely incorporate a 
combination of ideas from all 
four. 

By SAM SHAWVER 
News Editor 

Daill/ News-Tribune 

:\ fter attending a business 
,eminar at the conference 
(~nter and spending a restful 
I\i~ht in iI comforta~le lodge 
111<)m, a future visitor to Jen
Ilings Randolph Lake might 
t.1ke a refreshing dip in the 
,,,,imming pool or play golf 
"n an IS-hole, par 4 course 
",Inplete with clubhouse, 
I'n'-shop and golf C<lrts. . 

Other visitors may stay In 
",bins o\'erlooking the lake 
.,nc\ could spend their days 
: "ling the Wilves on jet skis 
. ,r just catching a few rays on 
• 'Ill! of the be,lches. Later 
I h.·,. might hop into a boat 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

moored at the marina and 
take a leisurely evening 
cruise. 

According to surveys con
ducted by the Baltimore Dis
trict U.s. Army Corps of En
gineers, those are just a few 
of the improvements people 
say they would like to see at 
the 952-acre dam site. 

Personnel from the Corps 
of Engineers displayed four 
scenarios for possible future 
de velopment of the lake dur
ing an open house at the 
Mineral Development Au
thority Office in Keyser April 
IS. 

Each of the four alterna
ti ves was represented on a 

Annex B 

However, such improve
ments, even the smaller 
ones, cost monev - monev 
the Corps of' Engineer's 
doesn't have, according to 
Dam Superintendent Russ 
Newman. 

"But it is possible for ven
dors to lease the property 
and develop it for the private 
sector," Newman explained. 
He said that was the basic 
idea behind developing a 
master plan for the area. 

Corps Landscape Archi
tect and Outdoor Recreation 
Planner Lacv Evans said the 
four scenarios resulted from 
comments written in the visi
tor log book and other sur
vevs taken at the lake's visi
tor center. She said the Corps 
hoped to obtain more public 
~edback through survey 
questions asked during the 
open house and eventually 
produce a master plan. 

Barbara Grider, also with 

"We expect to have a draft 
master plan and Program
matic Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) readv in June 
for a 45-dav review 'period," 
[\-an5 expl:,ined. "After that 

review and comment penoQ, 
a final draft will be de\-el
oped" 

The public can still partic
ipate in the Corps of EnS:
neers survev bv obtaining .1 

form from kay Vaughan at 
the Mineral Countv De\-el
opment Authoritv' in the 
Health Department building 
on Harlev Staggers Drive, 
Kerser, (304)788-3383; Anne 
Palmer with the :-'!ineral 
County Chamber of Com
merce: 75 South lo.1ineral St, 
Kevser, 788-2513; or Rex Rif
fle' with \lineral Count\" 
P.Jrks Jnd RecreZ1t;\.!n at th~ 
COUlltv Courthc)Llse on .'\r:--:-',
strong- Street in Ke:;ser, 738-
5732 

Newspaper Articles 
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SOCIOECONOMIC TABLES 

(Tables referenced to Section 4.0) 



Table 1: Land Use in Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania 

*NI A: not available 
Source: Comacho, R., 1991, "Potomac River Basin Land Use Data ... "; and State of Maryland 
Office of Planning, 1991, "Maryland's Land 1973-1990: A Changing Resource" 

Table 2: Percent Land Use in Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania 

omerset 
Data for areas within Jennings Randolph Market Area; nla=not available 
Source: Comacho, R., 1991, "Potomac River Basin Land Use Data ... "; and State of Maryland 
Office of Planning, 1991, "Maryland's Land 1973-1990: A Changing Resource" 



Table 3: Land Use Changes in Allegheny and Garrett Counties, Maryland 

2 
16,980 

454 

103 137 

0.0 

Source: Comacho, R., 1991, "Potomac River Basin Land Use Data ... "; and State of Maryland 
Office of Planning, 1991, "Maryland's Land 1973-1990: A Changing Resource" 

Table 4: Population of the United States, Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania 

Somerset 

Data for areas within Jennings Randolph Market Area 
Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, 1990 Census of Population and Housing 
*Population estimated for the year 2000 through 2040: Data not available 



Table 5: Percent Employment Change: 2000 to 2040 

Table 6: Household Formation and Changes in Population: 1980-1990 



Table 7: Percent Per Capita Income Change: 2000 to 2040 

12.3 48.0 
16.3 62.3 
N/A N/A 
15.2 53.3 
13.5 50.6 
14.5 



DAY UNIT VALUE 

(User Needs Survey) 



Willingness to Pay: User Survey and Unit Day Value 

The procedure used to determine willingness to pay for recreation activities at Jennings 
Randolph Lake is the unit day value method. The unit day value method relies on expert or 
informed opinion and judgement to estimate the average willingness to pay per recreation 
visitor. The number of points is generally established by a panel of recreation experts under 
five recreation criteria. Point values are converted to dollar amounts and they are combined 
with current and projected visitation figures to estimate national economic development (NED) 
benefits of expanding and improving the project. This method was chosen to estimate the 
willingness to pay based on criteria in ER 1105-2-100, Chapter 6, Section VIII, paragraphs 6-
98, and 6-112 through 6-115. This method may be used when a regional model is not 
available, the project does not have any specialized recreation activities, estimated annual 
project visitation does not exceed 750,000, and annual recreation costs do not exceed 
$1,000,000. 

The Unit Day Value method used for Jennings Randolph was modified specifically for this 
study by using a more empirical approach to assign point values. An empirical approach is 
advocated according to ER 1105-2-100, Chapter 6, Section VIII, paragraph 6-98, c.(2). This 
section states, "[t]o explain the selection of a specific value, a point rating method may be used 
to reflect quality, relative scarcity, ease of access and aesthetic features. Appropriate use 
should be made of studies of preferences, user satisfaction and willingness to pay for different 
characteristics ... " To link the Unit Day Value with empirical information, a user survey was 
designed with the purpose of learning more about the preferences of visitors participating in 
recreation activities at Jennings Randolph Lake. Another purpose of the survey was to 
establish the level of satisfaction experienced by visitors under current facility conditions. The 
survey was designed with a point system that could be equated to the Unit Day Value Point 
System, as defined in ER 1105-2-100. Through a careful analysis of the survey results, a 
ranking criteria was established to assign points to the activities the users participated in. while 
visiting the lake. The ranking criteria was measured on a point scale ranging from excellent to 
poor; the points assigned to the survey ranged from 5 to 1, with 5 as excellent and 1 as poor. 
Survey questions I through VII were written to apply directly to each of the five unit day value 
criteria; 1) recreation experience, 2) availability of opportunity, 3) carrying capacity, 4) 
accessibility, and 5) environmental quality. In one case, "Availability of Opportunity," the 
criteria was not obtained through survey data, but is tied to objective factual information, 
which is based on the number of similar recreation facilities within an established travel time 
period. 

The survey was conducted by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on July 3, 4 and 5, 1996. 
The survey was administered over a holiday when the average use of the recreational facilities 
is at its highest. The results of the survey sample were tabulated and a weighted average was 
computed to represent the point value of each criteria. The sum of the weighted average for 
each criteria is equal to the Unit Day Value for recreation at Jennings Randolph Lake. 

This section documents the survey results and explains the connection to the five Unit Day 
Value recreation criteria. Each criteria is defined, the survey question identified, and an 



individual table shows how the criteria is broken out with the total points, and how the points 
relate to the information in ER 1105-2-100 (all cited definitions are taken from this ER). The 
survey results and their applicability to unit day value criteria are identified in the remainder of 
this section. 

Criteria 1: Recreation Experience 
The recreation experience criteria is based on the number of general activities accommodated 
at the site, and the quality of these activities. General recreation activities are defined as 
common to the region and of normal quality (i.e. picnicking, hiking, fishing, etc.). Whereas, 
high quality value activities are those that are not common to the region and/or Nation and are 
of high quality. All activities at Jennings Randolph are general recreation activities. The 
rating for recreation experience was based on survey responses to Questions I and II. 

The point values were assigned on the basis of the number of activities listed by each 
respondent and the quality rating they gave each activity (excellent to poor). The activities 
mentioned in the user survey are described in the following paragraphs. The survey points are 
also listed in Table 1. 

Bicycling. During the past 10 years there has been a tremendous national interest in bicycling; 
this is also true in West Virginia and Maryland. The survey results indicate that out of the 9 
participants that responded to this question, 7 of them ranked bicycling as an excellent activity 
to participate in while visiting the lake, while 2 respondents ranked this activity as very good. 
The average rating for this activity is excellent. 

Boating. Recreational boating, canoeing, and motor-boating continue to be popular and 
growing visitor activities at the lake. The survey results indicate that out of 22 responses for 
motorboating, 11 ranked these activities as excellent, and 10 respondents ranked these as very 
good. The survey results indicate that out of 2 responses for canoeing, 2 ranked these activities 
as very good for an average rating of very good. The results of these activities are aggregated 
to produce an average of very good for boating activities. 

Camping. According to our survey results camping continues to be a popular activity at 
Jennings Randolph Lake. There were 39 participants who responded to this question. The 
survey results indicate that out of these 39 responses 27 ranked this activity as excellent, 6 
ranked it as very good, 5 ranked it as good, and 1 ranked it as fair. The average rating for 
this activity is excellent. 

Fishing. West Virginia waters offer excellent opportunities for freshwater fishing in some 
areas and extremely limited opportunities in other areas. When Jennings Randolph Lake was 
first constructed, the water quality was poor due to the pH levels. However, in the past 10 
years, water quality at the lake has improved dramatically and is suitable for fishing and other 
water contact activities. The survey results indicate that out of 33 responses to this question, 7 
ranked these activities as excellent, 2 ranked them as very good, 11 ranked them as good, 5 
ranked them as fair, and 8 ranked them as poor. According to the survey results the overall 
rating for this activity is good. 



Hiking and Walking. Hiking and walking are two of the fastest growing activities in the 
states of West Virginia and Maryland. A total of 26 participants rated the hiking areas with an 
overall rating of very good. The survey results indicate that out of the 26 responses, 11 
ranked hiking as excellent, 6 ranked it as very good, 6 ranked it as good, and 3 ranked it as 
fair. 

A total of 29 participants rated the walking areas with an average rating of very good. The 
survey results indicate that out of these 29 responses, 14 ranked walking as excellent, 8 ranked 
it as very good, 6 ranked it as good, and 1 ranked it as fair. 

Hunting. West Virginia is known to offer some of the best hunting opportunities in the 
United States, and Jennings Randolph has approximately 3,000 acres available to hunting 
(approximately 85% of project lands). Only 2 participants responded to this question and both 
ranked this activity as fair; the average ranking given for this activity was fair. However, the 
time of year in which the survey was given was inappropriate to get an accurate profile of the 
preferences of recreational hunters. Due to an extended archery season, early deer 
muzzleloader season, and an extended deer firearm season, there has been an increase in use of 
project lands in Maryland for hunting. Therefore, the survey responses (a rating of fair) do 
not accurately reflect a normal sample for this activity; the survey question and results were 
kept as part of the overall survey rating. 

Picnicking. Participation in this activity continues to indicate that picnicking is an extremely 
popular outdoor recreation activity. The picnic area for Jennings Randolph is located on the 
West Virginia side, which gives it a scenic, panoramic view of the lake and the project lands. 
The picnic area has approximately 20 acres of land. There were 31 particip~ts who 
responded to this question. The survey results indicate that out of these 31 responses, 15 
ranked these activities as excellent, 11 ranked them as very good, and 5 ranked them as good. 
The average ranking given for this activity is very good. 

Swimming. The survey showed that some users at the lake participate in swimming even 
though there are no designated swimming areas. Fourteen (14) participants responded to this 
question. Since there are no designated swimming areas at Jennings Randolph this activity is 
usu~lly participated in by people who are also boating. The survey results indicate that out of 
the 14 responses 4 ranked this activity as excellent, 5 ranked it as good, 2 ranked it as fair, 
and 3 ranked it as poor. The average ranking is fair to good. 

Waterskiing/Jetskiing. At the time of the survey these activates could only be accessed from 
the West Virginia side. For Waterskiing there were 6 participants who responded to this 
question. The survey results indicate that out of these 6 responses 3 ranked these activities as 
excellent, and 3 ranked them as very good for an average rating of very good for these 
activities. For Jetskiing there were 5 participants who responded to this question. The survey 
results indicate that out of these 5 responses 4 ranked these activities as excellent, and 1 ranked 
them as very good. The average ranking for these activities is excellent. 



TABLE 1 
Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 

Summary of Survey Results 
Recreation Activities 

Activity Total Number of Total Number of Average Point Qualitative Rating 
Responses Points Assigned Value 

Bicycling 9 43 5 Excellent 

Boating 
-Motorboating 22 95 4 Very Good 
-Canoeing 2 8 4 Very Good 
Camping 39 176 5 Excellent 

Fishing 33 94 3 Good 

Walking 
-Hiking 26 103 4 Very Good 
-Nature Walking 29 122 4 Very Good 
Hunting 2 4 2 Fair 

Picnicking 31 134 4 Very Good 

Swimming 14 52 3 Good 

Water Sports 
-Waterskiing! 6 23 4 Very Good 
-Jetskiing 5 24 5 Excellent 

Table 2 combines the point values of user responses for all the recreation activities to get an 
overall weighted average for the "recreation experience" criteria. Tables 3 through 6 for the 
remaining recreation criteria are constructed the same as Table 2. In each case the number of 
responses equated to each judgement factor was multiplied by the midpoint value for that 
factor. The sum of these products was divided by the number of responses to derive the a 
weighted Average Unit Day Value points. 

The points are broken out by the type of responses given by the users. The users were asked 
to respond through point values of 1 to 5; one equaling poor, and 5 equalling excellent. These 
point values were then equated to the judgement factors for each criteria category in ER 
1105-2-100. For example a rating of poor equates to the judgement factor located in the first 
column on the left: "two general activities". A rating of Excellent equates to the judgement 
factor in the right column: "numerous high quality value activities; some general activities" 
The weighted average of user responses is used to provide the overall rating for this criteria. 



TABLE 2 

Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 

Criteria 1 - Recreation Experience 
UDVPoint Range .. Two Several· Several General Sevetal.General Numerous High 

General General Activities; One Activities; More Quality Value 
Activities .. Activities High Quality Than One High Activities; Some 

I (0-4) (5~10) Activity Quality Activity General 
··(n~16) (]7':23) Activities 

< .. (24-30) 

Midpoint UDV 2.5 7.5 13.5 20 27 

Total # of Responses 11 14 45 40 111 
(222) 
Total # of Points (4539.5) 30 105 607.5 800 2997 

Average UDV Points 20 = Total Points (4539.5) / Total Responses (222) 

Criteria 2: Availability of Opportunity. 
Availability of opportunity is based on the proximity of comparable recreation substitutes. The 
higher the number of competing facilities that are in close proximity to the project, the lower 
the value for this criteria. Since the availability of opportunity criteria is based on the 
observable number of similar recreation substitutes within a certain driving distance from the 
project, it was decided that it was not necessary to ask a question about this on the survey. 
The recreation facilities that serve as substitutes to Jennings Randolph were identified using 
maps and recreation data from Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania. Since there are no 
similar facilities within 30 minutes, but several within 1 hour, a point value of 6 was assigned 
to this criteria (Table 3). 

TABLE 3 

!ennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 
Criteria 2 - Availability of Opportunit 

UDVPoint Several w/in 1 Several w/in 1 One or two w/in 1 None w/in 1 hr. None w/in 2 hr. 
Range hr. travel time; a hr. travel time; none hr. travel time; travel time travel time 

few w/in 30 min. w/in 30 min. travel none w/in 45 min. 
travel time time travel time 

(0-3) (4-6) (7-10) (11-14) (15-18) 

Average Point value of 6 was not based on survey - it was based on a review of state maps 
UDV and recreation plans 
Points 

Criteria 3: Carrying Capacity 
Carrying capacity is the adequacy of the design load to accommodate the projected demand 
under good to optimal recreation conditions, without deterioration of the resource. There is a 
desired design load for each activity within a facility and the value increases as this goal is 



reached. However, the value begins to decrease if the design load is exceeded and the facility 
becomes subject to overuse; this decrease is not reflected in Table 4. 

The purpose of this question was to establish whether the existing carrying capacity was 
adequate to support participation in each recreation activity during a peak season day. Survey 
Question IV asked participants to rate the availability of the recreation facilities that they made 
use of on this or previous trips to the lake. Question VI on the survey asked users to indicate 
how specific facilities and amenities (i.e. access to trails, hunting, and natural areas) at the 
project benefitted them. The intent of these question was to identify if each recreation facility 
had an adequate carrying capacity to provide a specific level of satisfaction to the user. Users 
were asked to respond on a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 being a very large benefit and 1 being no 
benefit at all. The survey results indicate (Table 4) that out of the 50 responses, 25 were 
excellent, 16 were very good and 9 were good. None of the respondents gave a ranking of 
fair or poor. These responses averaged to a point value of 10.96; rounded to 11. 

TABLE 4 

Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 
Criteria 3 - Carrying Capacity 

UDV})ointRange .... Minimuln~icfa<:ilities Adequate facilities to Optimum Ultimate 
·faci1itY~Yf()rt~pOIlcfuCr •.••.....••.•••••. ~ondu~tw/()Ut facilities to facilities to 

. . ..pijbHche;ilth·· .. ·<~¢t~vity •... .......de~ep~rati()n,o:. .•. .£Ondu~tactivity·. achieve intent of 

.. ... ..... . .ii~~~it\II!lii~JI~~l~':"~~"itO;:tiaJ . 
(12-14) 

Midpoint UDV 4 7 10 13 

Total # Responses (50) o o 9 16 25 

Total # Points (548) o o 63 160 325 

Average UDV Points 11 = Total Points (548) / Total Responses (50) 

Criteria 4: Accessibility 
Accessibility is somewhat self-explanatory. Largely, this criteria is based on the quality of the 
roads leading to the project and access within the project between recreation sites. 

Question V on the survey asked users to rate accessibility of various activities in and around 
Jennings Randolph Lake. However, as stated in the preceding paragraph, part of the 
accessibility criteria depends on the accessibility to the project (roads outside the project). 
This was not part of the survey question. Of a total of 50 responses to this question, 20 were 
excellent, 13 were very good, 10 were good, 6 were fair, and 4 were poor. The survey 
responses averaged to a point value of 11.6 (Table 5), rounded to 12. An adjustment was then 
made to account for the accessibility to the project on outside roads. Access to the project 
may be from either Maryland or West Virginia. There are two ways to access the project from 



Maryland; 1) WV SR 46, which is a two lane dirt and gravel road originating in Luke, 
Maryland, that changes to paved road about 1 mile northwest of the project, and 2) MD SR 38 
to WV SR 42 to Elk Garden, West Virginia to WV SR 46 to the project. The access from the 
West Virginia side is through Keyser, West Virginia on WV SR 42 to WV SR 46 which is a 
paved two-lane state highway providing access from West Virginia. Since these are the only 
roads to the project, and one of them is not completely paved, the total point value for this 
criteria was adjusted to 9. This accounts for the limited access to the project. A point value 
of 9 is described as: "fair access, fair roads to site; good roads within site", which reflects the 
existing condition more accurately than a point value of 12. 

Midpoint UDV 

Total # Responses 
(53) 
Total # Points (613.5) 

TABLE 5 

Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 
Criteria 4 - Accessibility 

1.5 5 

4 6 

6 30 

Fair access, fair 
road to site; fair 
access; food rads 

w/in site 

8.5 

10 

85 

Average UDV Points 12 = Total Points (613.5) / Total Responses (53) 

Good access, 
good roads to. 

site~ fair access, 
good roads w/in 

site 

12.5 

13 

162.5 

Good access, 
high standard 
road to site; 
good access 

w/in site 

330 

Adjusted to 9 - Points for the accessibility category were adjusted to reflect the 2-part 
criteria; roads on the site (survey) and roads to site (maps and professional 
'ud ement). Roads to site were not art of a surve uestion. 

Criteria 5: Environmental Quality 
Environmental quality is a criteria for rating a combination of aesthetic (visual) factors and 
environmentally desirable factors. ER 1105-2-100 states that the factors that contribute to low 
quality in this category include: air and water pollution, pests, poor climate and unsightly 
adjacent areas 

In order to quantify the environmental quality of the facilities, Question VII asked the users to 
rate various problems related to recreational use of the project using a scale of 1 (not a 
problem) to 5 (a very large problem). Problems such as litter, noise, crowding, and traffic 
relate to the overuse or degradation of the facilities. Out of a total of 52 responses (Table 6), 
48 were not a problem, 3 were a slight problem, 1 was a moderate problem. The average 
point value for this criteria, based on the user surveys, is 17.5, rounded to 18. A point value 
of 18 is one that is described as having "outstanding aesthetic quality, with no factors to lower 
quality." Ninety-two percent of the 52 users surveyed responded this way. 



TABLE 6 

Jennings Randolph Lake Master Plan 
Criteria 5 - Environmental Quality 

UDV Point Range Low aesthetic Average Above average High Aesthetic Outstanding 
factors that aesthetic a.esthetic quality; quality; no aesthetic 

significantly quality; factors any limiting factors exist that quality; no 
lower quality exist that lower factors can be lower quality factors exist that 

quality to minor reasonably lower quality 
degree rectified 

(0-2) (3-6) (7-10) (11-15) (16-20) 

Midpoint UDV 1 4 8.5 13 18 

Total # Responses 0 0 1 3 48 
(52) 
Total # Points (911.5) 0 0 8.5 39 864 

Average UDV Points 18 = Total Points (911.5) I Total Responses (52) 

Total Unit Day Value Points 
The total number of unit day points based on survey responses to the five recreation criteria is 
64 points. According to the FY 97 Economic Guidance Handbook, 64 points relates to a value 
of $6.00 per visitor day. 

This value is used to estimate the National Economic Development (NED) benefits of the 
existing condition. The value is derived by multiplying the visitation rate for the plan by the 
dollar value associated with unit day value points for the existing condition. Since, the unit 
day point value of the existing condition is 64 and this number eequates to a value of $6.00 
per visitor day, the NED value associated with the existing condition is $6.00 X 76,000 
(visitors), or $456,000. 



Figure 1 

JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE 
LAKE RESIDENTS RECREATION SURVEY 

Ilcllo. My nallle is I work for the Corps of 

Engineers, and we are conducting a recreation survey at Jennings 

Randolph Lake. The Corps of Engineers has been estimating the 

amount of recreation use at developed park areas at this projeet for 

some tillle. This survey is being done to learn more about the 

recreation activities of people living ncar the project. Would you be 
willing to take 15 minutes of your time to answer some questions 

about your household and recreation usc of .Jennin1!.~ Randolph Lake. 

ALL INFORMATION yOU rROVIDE IS VOLUNTARY AND 

WILL BE KEI'T IN STRICT CONFIDENCE. 

This section will cover recreational activities only. 

I. What recn:ation.i1 activities did you or your party participate in 

while viSiting the Lake? 

I. c.unplllg 

2 c'IlHlcing/kayaking 

J. (Ishlllg 
<I. from bank 
h. from boat 

.\. horseback riding 

5.hilo,ing . 
6. hunting. 
7. jetskiing 

8. picnicking 

9. motor boating .: ... . 
10. sail (boat) . ; , 

II. swimming 

12. water·skiing 

U wildlife or nature w<llking 
I·} willlhllr fillg/saillxlarding 

f). otiler 

II. From the activities listed above, how would you personally rate 

the quality of these activities at the Lake? ( Interviewer: read the 

rated activities back to the participant-list in column 1.) 

Activities I. Excellent 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Fair 

I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

(II. How would you rate the quality of the following facilities that 

arc on or ncar the Jennings Randolph Lake? (Within the park) 

1. Uoat Access sites? 

\. Excellcnt 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Fair S. Poor 

2. Trails for walking, hiking, and biking? 

I. Excellent 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Fair 

3. Public facilities? (restroom, water fountains) 
1. Excellent 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Fair 

4. Quiet are,l~ to sit and view the I.ake'! 
1. Excellent 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Fair 

S. Puor 

5. }'oor 

5. I'oor 

5. Educational dispbys (visitor center, bullcntin hoard and wa!lle rock)? 

I. Excellent 2. Very Goud 3. Good 4. Fair 5. Poor 

5. poor 



(J. Call1jllllg facilities? 

I heellent 2. Very (jood J. Good 4. Fair 5. Poor 

7 Other progr;ulls'l (camp lires, movies) 

I. bcelknt 2. Very Good J Good 4. Fair 5. Poor 

Ii Pi,lllC Srlcs? 

Exccllent 2 Very Good J. Good 4. Fair 5. Poor 

IV. Ilow would you rate the availability of the above facilities 

that occur along or ncar the Lake? 

Activities I. Excellent 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Fair 

I. 

2. 

.1. 

.1. 

5. 

(,. 

7. 

Ii 

I. What other type of additional facilities would you like to see 

at Jellnings Randolph L~ke? 

V. How would you rate accessibility in and around the Lake? 

(Within tlie -pa~k) 
(i. c .. how cmy is il 10 get from the campgroulld 10 lake, or from a 
picnic sitc 10 tmils) 

t hcellent 2. Very (jood J. Good 4. Fair 5:.i~Qr 

V I. Please indicate to wll .. t degree the project in this area and its 

val iaus facilities has benefitted you. Please indicate with a /lllmber 

II)' tHing the scale below. 

rhe I.al-es Provides: 
\{ccrcltlollal opportunitIes 

Not "I All Slight Modcrate 
2 

I.Mge 
4 

Very large 

5 

5. Poor 

I 

2. Scenic eluoyment 
Not at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

I 2 J 4 5 

J. Access to hunting areas 
Not at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

I 2 J 4 5 

4. Access to natural areas 
Not at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

I 2 3 <1 5 

5. Increased access to trails 
Not at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

t 2 J 4 5 

6. Access to entertainment 
Not at All Slight Moderate l.arge Very large 

I 2 J 4 5 

7. Improvcd community services 
Not at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

t 2 J 4 5 

R. A high quality of life 
Not at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

I 2 J 4 5 

VII. People mayor may not experience the types of problems 

listed below because of recreational usc of the Jennings Randolph 

Lake in the West Virginia area. Please indicate a rating to what 
degree you find each items to be a problem. 

Litter 
Not at All 

I 

Noise 
Not at All 

Fear for sarety 
Not at All 

Slight 
2 

Moderate Large 

3 4 

Slight Moderate 
2 J 

Stight 
2 

Moderate 
J 

Large 
4 

Large 
4 

Very large 

5 

Very large 
5 

Very large 
5 



Crnwding Oil 
Nol 011 All 

I 

hil..ing lrails, in parks, and other recreational areas? 
Slight Moderate Large Very large 

2 J 4 5 

VanJ"II\m'? 
Not at All Slight 

2 

Moderate Large 
4 

Very large 

5 

rralflL (onge,tioll Oil roads alollg, or leading to. the project .uTa? 
Nut at All Slight Moderate Large Very large 

2 J 4 5 

Ilrghcr coot of goods amJ services'? 
Nul at All Slight Moderale Large 

2 4 

Alcohol and drug ill lhe pWJcd area? 
N,lt .Il All Slight Mu,krate Luge 

2 J 4 

V Ill. 

Very large 

5 

Very large 

5 

I. Ilow onclI do you visit the lake? 

2. What is your one-wa,y travel distance frol11 your hOl11e to the 

Lal..e? 
Miles one-way 

J. How long docs it take you to get to the Lake? 
Hours {minutes 

4. Ilow many nights will you stay at the Lake? " 
_____ Nights 

THIS PART OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE WILL ADDRESS TIlE 
PROFILE OF YOUR HOUSEHOLD. 
Your answers arc strictly voluntary. (Base on observation questions 

1,2) 

I. Male 2. female 

2. Race I. White 2. iliacI.. J. Amercian Indian 4. Ilispanic 

3. What is your age? I. 20-under 
4.40-50 

2. 21-29 
5.50+ 

3. 30-39 

4. What is your highest level of education? I. 8lh Grade or less 

2. Some lIigh School 
3. Iligh School Graduate 

4. Some College 
5. College Grad or more 

5. What is your employment status? 

I. self-employed 
2. employed full-time 
3. employed part-time 
4. student 
5. retired 
6. homemaker 
7. not employed 

6. What is your occupation? 

7. What is your zipcode? 

8. !low many years have you recreated on Jennings Randolph 
Lake? ____________ __ 



Survey Results 
3-5 July 1996 

JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE 
LAKE RESIDENTS RECREATION SURVEY 

Hello. My name is I work for the Corps of Engineers, and we are conducting a recreation survey at 
Jennings Randolph Lake. The Corps of Engineers has been estimating the amount of recreation use at developed 
park areas at this project for some time. This survey is being done to learn more about the recreation activities of 
people living near the project. Would you be willing to take 15 minutes of your time to answer some questions about 
your household and recreation use of Jennings Randolph Lake. 

I. What recreational activities did you or your party participate in while visiting the Lake? 

JelUlings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

9; Motor BOll1mg' 
::::::tQt:$mr_~)::::::::::::::::::'::!:::::!:::::::::!:::::!:::!j!m!:)!::!::m(.,;.;;.,.;.,.,;;;. 

11. Swinlming 

:::lg~:::w.~ii~$.fiwg:!:::::::!:!:::]>::',: ::::::::::::}::::::::::""':':: ... ",::.. ::::)::):::r::):):r1.f::::::m:::::}:::::::::'i 
13. Wildlife or Nature Walking 37 

:ti@::w#.i~~_U~~::':"'\:::':.::::::::.,::::::::::: :!:!::j!:!::f:::!:!{:::!t:!::::::::{,::}!::!{:!: 
15. Other 

Bike RiJing 
Programs 
Horseshoes 
Basketball 
Playground 
Roller-blading 
Relaxing 
Volleyball 

Appendix A 
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1 
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II. From the activities listed above, how would you personally rate the quality of these activities at the 
Lake? 

III. How would you rate the quality of the following facilities that are on or near the Jennings Randolph 
Lake? (Within the park) 

3. Public Facilities 
(restrooms, water fountains) 

S. Educational Displays 
(Visitor Center, Bulletin Boards 
and Waftle Rock) 

2S 8 

17 16 

13 S 2 

2 o o 
iiF¢@¥¥gi~4i@¥:}: )':;))(:::/ ::::t:t:::::7X:::::i::::::? ??:??::::)*l./::::/:? ::::::1: :/:::?: :::/i:l@/::t:?@ ::: 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

15 5 

Appendix A 
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IV. How would you rate the availability of the above facilities that occur along or near the Lake? 

3 .. Public Facilities 
(restroomS. water fountains) 

iiiI1~~~:I]lilil~.il:.il~::::::: 
5 .. Educational DisplaYs .. 
(Visitor Center,Bulletin Boards 
and Waffie Rock)· 8 4 2 o 
jW~jW~~IW4::::::::::::: /) ::::::::})::~Q:::): I:::::) ((:::((Jk:))(((( ((())?4.(())::)) e))){jg:::e.ei: =iii?Jl.ir{: 
7. OtberPrograms 
(Camp Fires; Movies) 15 3 3 o o 

::::~r:r:ijiM,i$#.~::::::::::):::::?::?:::)::::::::::): }: ?????::((~~(:::)???? (: (:{):))l?():) (() {))))) Jt).((??? ???:?::?F?::t\:? \):i3f::::ii 

V. How would you rate accessibility in and around the Lake? (Within the park) 
(i.e., how easy is it to get from the campground to lake, or from a picnic site to trails) 

VI. Please indicate to what degree the project in this area and its various facilities has benefited you. 
Please indicate with a number by using the scale below. 
The Lakes Provides: 

3. Access to HUnting Areas 12 o 2 

¥A_@R~@t@~}i ::1.. Uif 1••• :.U)~i... }ff)~... fn: 
)Mti@iiilM4.W~WWt.r.@¥::i).UjjUJ:..J; 

6. Access to Entertainment 

ZiWi@@t¢¥.M.@illWU 
$.l.#'@l.Hr.&~;Pii@~)?. 
8. A High Quality of Life 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update 

10 

3 5 

Appendix A 
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9 14 

10 
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VII. People mayor may not experience the types of problems listed below because of recreational use of 
the Jennings Randolph Lake in the West Virginia area. Please indicate a rating to what degree you find 
each items to be a problem. 

Traffic Congestion on Roads 
along. or leading to the Project 
Area 

::.·.:: .... :::l.·~.::·.,I .... L.:::.~:.·.·.:.::.,.~.,: .• :.,:: .•.• C&f.,: .. ;: ••• ~f~Mffl •••••• :.' ••••••• 
~.,..}\.~+l"!_ ;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:;:; ::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Alcohol and Drugs in the 
Project Area 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 l:pdate 

46 7 o 
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What other type of additional facilities would you like to see at Jennings Randolph Lake? 

From Surveys taken at Campground, Picnic Area, WV Overlook, and Boat Launch 
Concession 
Need Floating Dock 
More Handicap Facilities 
More Access Points to the Lake 
Golf Course 
Water Slide 
More Stockings, larger sizes 
Fish Habitat 
Bar 
Sell Lake-Front Activities 
Beach Area 
Boat Launch Closer to Dam 
More Ranger Patrol of Fishing (Conservation Officers) 
More Picnic Sites 
HR Picnic Area - set of steps to water 
HR Boat Launch - telephone, lighting, year-round access 
Rangers very knowledgeable and courteous 
More Stores 
More Shoreline Access 
Fish Structure 
Boat Dock 
Floating Dock 
Potable water at Boat Launch 
Fish Attractors 
More overlooks, trails, displays, programs on weekdays, facilities at boat launch 
Primitive campsites away from campground 
Backpacking trail at least 5 miles one way 
Improve swimming - add sand beach 
New Recreation Area at end of Old Shaw Road 
Trail from campground to lake 
More trashcans 
Improve 46 to get to lake 
More Recreation around campground - volleyball, swimming 
Swimming area and beach 
Post Camping rates at Overlook 
Recreation Areas for kids at Campground 
Improve signs to lake (Elk Garden) 
Keep it the way it is 
None 
Escalator at Visitor Center 
Boat Launch - another location in West Virginia 
Dock by Picnic Area wi access to campground 
Boat Rentals 
Swimming area and beach 
More Horseshoe Pits 
Designated area for people with pets 
Water at Picnic Area 
More Electric Sites 
Dump Station - move asphalt on trailer side so gravity will kick in, right now it slopes away from trailer 
Speed Bumps - put further down on hill so can pick up speed to get trailer up hill with less strain on 
motor 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Update Appendix A 
Survey Results 

3-5 July 1997 



Swim Area at Lake 
Speed Bumps - make wider so not so bumpy 
Swim Area and Beach 
Campsites closer to water 
More Trails 
Nature Center 
Sandy Beach at Lake 
Remove Debris along shoreline 
Swimming Pool 
Another flush toilet at campground 
Tennis Courts 
Game Room - pool, Ping-Pong 
Better hiking trails 
Basketball 
Tennis Courts 
Swimming Pool 
More Camping Areas 
Store/snack shop 
Bait shop 
Tennis Courts 
Boat Docks 
Gas - boats 
Mobile store 
Volleyball 
Primitive Camping Area in Maryland (want to spend $ in Maryland) 
Gas 
Shooting Range 
More Fish 
Boat Docks 
Volleyball 
Swim area (lake and campground) 
Clear Debris from High Timber Trail 
Water at Campsites 
More Comfort Stations 
Maintain Privacy at Campground 
Convenience Store (ice, firewood) 
Swim Area in Campground 
2nd playground at campground 
Beach Area 
Better Fishing 
Skunk Patrol 
Fire for Sale 
Playground for Young Children 
Update Visitor Center - aquarium to see fish in lake, more interactive displays 
More Stands for lanterns at Campsites 
Laundry Facilities 
Reservation System 
Designated Handicap site close to bathroom 
Thing to do for young and teenagers 
Ice Machine 
Stock more fish 
Storage area at Campground for boats and campers 
Light at Boat Launch 
Swim Area - Cove by county road - old roadbed 

Jennings Randolph Lake 
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Vending Machines 
Parking for Boats 
Increase Shoreline Access 
Hiking Trails at other places than campground 
Shelter for picnic tables 
Trails from lake to picnic area 
Put signs at beginning of road that leads to Maryland Overlook that states area is closed, and include 

directions/map to West Virginia Overlook 
Need Potable Water at Picnic Area 
Dock at boat launch 

From Surveys Downstream of Dam 
Trash Cans 
Port 0' Johns 
Install horn to signal releases 
Open area immediately downstream of dam to fishing 

Jennings Randolph Lake 

Master Plan, 1997 Cpdate Appendix A 
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EXISTING RECREATION AREAS 

'Vest Virginia 
Maryland 

Pennsylvania 



state Parks 

... allo .. ralh 
State Parlt 

Herrington 
Manor State 
Parlt 

Deep ereelt 
~e State 
p;u:1t 

Big !'tun State 
p;u:1t 

New Gena.any 
State Parlt 

ca •• elaan 
River Bridge 
State Parlt 

Total State 
Parks 

state Forests 

Savage River 
State rorest 

Potcaac State 
rarest 

Total State 
roreet. 

1 2 

1 2 

1 2 

1 2 

4 8 

° ° 

TABLE 

EXISTING RECREATION FACILITIES 
IN THE 

TWO HOUR MARKET AREA 

GARRE TT COUNTY 

64 1 112 

20 1 225 

10 WS 112 400 

30 1 30 

37 11 3 5 

30 

10 WS 243 31 10 802 

80 10 

45 1 '0 

° 125 ° 1 50 

1 

1 1oC. 

1 

2 
1 1oC. 
bea.ch 

0 

o 

° 

Wildlife Management Areas 

Mt. Nebo 
Wildlife 
Management 
Area 

Marina, • ~lip.s 
Pools 
Trai1.5, miles/type 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle3 
X - Cross CountrY Ski inq 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

10 H 

7 H 

5 H 
6 11M 

6 H 

9 H 
14X 

37 H 
6 11M 

14X 
5'7 

34 11M 
23 X 

10 NB 
20 ORV 

10 NB 
20 ORV 
3' 11M 
23 X 
87 

7 H 

lfuQting 
A4e ... , 
-Acree 

i,OOO 

1,200 

54,000 

1,000 

74,200 

54,000 

19,000 

73,000 

1,709 

1 



Other Public Recreation Facilities 

.R~.6r$ation 
A.<e4 

.... 

Gr~t.ville 
Caamunity 
Park 

Mt. Hebe Rest 
Area 

Route 219 
Bi.keway 

Weetern 
Maryland '-H 
Center 
(Pleasant 
Valley) 

Spring Goop 

rift .. en Mile 
Creek 

Broadford 
Lake 

Caap Hickory 

!:aetern 
Goorrett Co. 
Recrea.tion 
Area 

Kita.iller 
El_ntary 
School 

McHenry 
c:a.aunity 
Park 

'lougbioqheny 
River Lake, 
Marlyand 
Portioa. 

Accident 
c:a.aunity 
Park 

Qrantavill. 
c:.-unity 
Park 

Wotmtain wk. 
Park 
c:a.aun.i. ty 
Recreation 
Center 

Piney 
Reeervo.ir 
(B'ro.tburq) 

Alpine 
Villaqe IDll 

Bill'. Marine 
Servioe, Ino. 

Brenneman'. 
Grove 

Colonial 
Lakeoide 

Marina, • slips 
Pools 
Trails, miles/type 

Boat 
!.4tmch 
R&mi"'.:. 

1 

1 

1 

Boat: Kirina~ 
Launch •.• 1i:p.· 

t.an.. I... •.••.. 

1 

1 

1 

30 

16 lCS 

225 DS 
30 lCS 

8MS 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 

...: .. 

2 

, 
1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

15 

F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - HOr!l6 Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Orf ROdd Vehicles 
X - Cr093 Country Skiing 

, 

7 

20 

137 

8 

, 

12 

30 

1 

, 

30 

10 

lle&che.i •. 
liD.ear':"· , ...... ~ ..... . 

.1 

1 

1 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SH - Snowmobile 

2 

9MB 

3 H 

1 H 

1 H 

382 

1 H 

1 N 1,571 

1 N 



-', 
Cl:yaUl. 
Watera WariJa 

Double G 
ca.pgroundoo 

Dreamland 
Motel 

Echo )Urina 

End of rra.il 
camp Situ 

Garrett Co. 
l"airqround.8 

Lake Breez 
Notel 

Lake.ide 
Notor Court 

LitUe Brown 
Lake 

LitU. 
Meado". Lake 

Wountain 
Lodge '0, 
r.o.p. 

NoWltainer 
Marine, Inc. 

Patter.OIl'. 
BoAt ~y 

Piper '. Path 
camp Sitea 

Point View 
Inn 

Ponderosa 
Hunting Area 

RadIWn Inn 

8. Uld H. 
Warina 

Silver 'free 
Inn 

Sleepwell 
campaite 

Sleepy Hollow 
C4UD.pqround. 

Sporlein' • 
Grove 

S\m Cove 

The Inlet 

The Wisp 

Marina, • ~lip3 
Pools 
TraiLs, miles/type 

BoAt. 
Launch 
Lane.· 

200 OS 
20 WS 

'WS 

15 WS 

2WS 

3WS 

25 WS 

110 OS 
20 WS 

10 WS 

19 WS 

go OS 
20 WS 

15 WS 

10 WS 

19 WS 

179 

20 

92 

50 

200 

60 

35 

12 

10 

DS - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slip!! 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 

Pavilioa.. 

,,' 

F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Hor"e Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle~ 
X - Cross Country Skiing 

'0 

25 

20 

20 

10 

10 

5 

3 

. :· ..... ~~t.·· .-:": . ·PCOl..· 
l:~.U<::: . 

'" ',,'>' 

1 

.17 

.1 

.1 1 

,,1 

.3 

.1 

HE - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

, H 

30RV 

3 ORV 

28M 

2 H 

12 WP 

2 ORV 

3 

-t:i.n9 
~eallt 

' .. ~:-: 

50 

30 

500 



Reereatioa. 
Area 

Water'. Edge 
Court 

We.te:cra 
%rail •. Inc/ 

Will o the 
Wisp Re.ort 

Wi~ Re.ort 

Carey Run 
Bird 
Sanctuary 

Crane.ville 
Swamp 

Finzel Swamp 

'rotU i"or 
Other Publio 
Recreation 
raoilitie. 

t"otal For 
Garrett 
County 

Marina , • 31ip!! 
Pool,:, 
Trails. miles/type 

Boat Boat Marina, t"otal cabin. Pavili=. Hcnic 
Launoh Launoh • dip.' Caaping t",u,2e. 
lI.ampa Lane. Site. 

•• •• 

13 MB 3 

100 

50 MB 

5MB 

3 3 625 DB 777 15 12 407 
302 WI 

7 11 625 OS 1,145 46 23 1,259 
312 MB 

os - Dry Slip~ MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne~3 H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
HP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle3 
X - Cross Country Sklino 

Bea.ch",: POollr~ 
lin •• r.~: 
............... 

600 feet 1 

.1 1 

1.07 6 
600 feet 

2 beach •• 6 
1.07 Iii. 
600' 
1 AC. 

HE - Mountain Bike 
SM - SnCJ\o'mlobile 

4 

. 'fni:t. .~ ion •• l Ar 
I;.yt;<>' ao 

54 H 175 
25 X 

1 H 

1 H 

5 H 

73 H 2,708 
9 NIl 
12 liP 
2 N 
80FY 
28M 
25 X 
i31 

117H 151,617 
19 NIl 
12 liP 
2 N 
280FY 
42 8M 

~ 
282 



state Parks 

. 
Reor.atien . 
.Area 

Rocky Gap 
State Park 

Dan 
Mountain 
State Park 

Total Sbte 
Park. 

state Forests 

Savage R.i ver 
State Fornt 

Green Ridge 
State roreat 

Garrett State 
roreat 

Total State 
rore.t. 

2 

2 

1 1 

1 1 

Wi1~ife MAnagement Areas 

Billmeyer 
Wildlife Mgt. 
Area 

Dan '. Noun tain 
Wildlife Mgt 
Area 

Sidelinq Hill 
Wildlife 
Management 
Area 

Warrior Nt. 
Wildlife Mgt. 
Area 

I.l~d. of the 
Potcaac 
Wildlife Mgt. 
Area 

Total Wildlife ° 0 
Wanageaent 
Area. 

0 

0 

varina, .. . 

dip"- ••. 

o 

other Pub1ic Recreation Faci1ities 

Allegany County 

·'rotal 
C-pinq 
Sites 

278 

278 

11 

18 

29 

1 

1 

cal:>in" •.• 

5 

o 5 

1 

0 1 

° ° 

2 

130 

130 2 

~ 

30 

3~ 0 

3 

3 ° 

1 oly 

1 oly 

0 

° 

!uil •. · 
llil •• / 
t.~. 

o 

22 H 

12H 

158M 

94 H 
15 8M 
109 

2 H 

15 H 

7 H 

7 H 

31 H 

HlmtiIl9 
Are.a.( 
.aorea 

o 

230 

40,000 

40,230 

658 

8,353 

455 

3,087 

80 

12,633 

Bel Air 
CcaaWli ty Park 

i'lintstone 
CcaaWli ty Park I I 1 1 1 I, I' 1 1 1 I I 

Marina, • 91ip~ 
Pool.::!' 
Trails, miles/type 

DS - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slip~ 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
r - Fitne3S H - Hiking HB - Hor.3e Back Riding ME Mountain Bike 
MP - Multi-Purpo~e N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicles SM - Snowmobi1e 
X - Cr033 Country Skiing 

5 



RacreatiOQ 
Area 

Fort 
Cumberland 
Playground 

ha.zier 
Playground 

Sorrell Ridge 
Hiker Biker 
Overnight CuIp 

Spring Gap 
Drive-In Camp 

Westernport 
I6.micipal Park 

Allegany 
ec-.unity 
College 

Al~eg;any 

County 
Fairgrounds 

Ellenlie 
ec-unity Park 

1'1intstone 
School 

La Va.le 
District Park 

Ht. Sa.v~e 

C<:Gauni ty Park 

Na.rro". Scenic 
Park 

P~k.ide 

El ..... ntary 

C and 0 CAnal 

Devil. Alley 
Hiker Biker 
CuIp 

Evitts Creek 
Hiker Bik.er 
CuIp 

I'ifteen Mi.le 
Creek Aqueduct 

Indigo Hiker 
Biker 
Overnight CuIp 

Iron Mountain 
Hilter Biker 
Overnight Camp 

North Branch 
Picnic Area 

Oldtown-Battie 
Nixon Picnic 
Area 

Paw Paw Tunnel 
Picn.i.c Area. 

Marina, • !llip!5 
Pools 
Trails, miles/type 

Boat Boat. lU...rina·~ Tota~ Cabin. P.avi.lion. 
Launch I.&unoh • slip." Culping 
R.amps Lan ... Sit •• 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

17 

1 

1 

1 

1 

DS - Dry Slip!! MS - Mooring Slip", 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne!l!l H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo!le N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle!! 
X - erO!!!! country Skiing 

· .. 
Picnic ... Beac;h •• , Pool.·· 
Tables 

19 

20 

9 

6 

16 

17 

, 
, 

, 

l.inear' 

1 oly 

1 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - SOQ\olmobile 

..... 
Tl:ails Huntinq 
ail •• ; Ju:.u., 
typ6* acres 

lWP 
1 11 

I 

2 H 

1 H 

48 WP 



......... 

a.cJ:ea.tioo 
Area' 

L:.,.. ..•. ·.·.,· 

Pigmans J'erry 
Hiker Biker 
Caap 

Potc:ailC Forks 
Hiker Biker 
Overnight camp 

Pur.lane Run 
Hiker Biker 
camp 

St1ckpile Hill 
Hiker Biker 
camp 

Town Creek 
Hiker Biker 
camp 

Benjamin 
Bannecker 
Playground 

Braddook Park 

Centte Street 
Playground 

Coo..ti tution 
Park 

Frostburg 
ec-unity Park 

Wo\.m.t Pleasant 
Recreation 
Area 

Pine Avenue 
Playground 

RidgedUe 
PlAyground 

Southend 
RecreAtion 
Are .. 

Westernport 
Weaorial Park 

Westernport 
Downtown Park 

Fort Hill 
Rifle and 
Pi.tol Club 12 

Little Orlean. 
~pqroWld and 
Park Area 

South End Rod 
and Gun Club 

Spring Valley 
Fishing Lak.e 

Marina, • slips 
Pools 

to Trails, miles/type 

I :Boat'· .·Boat'; 
I.a.unch I.a.unch 
Ramp.. Lane .. 

lC:U-ina;, ,. ,. 
• dip.-

.. , 

!roW.·," 
campin9 
Site .... 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

130 

24 

31 

DS - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 

··1··. .. 

1 

F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - 1\or"e Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - N4ture ORV - Off Ro~d Vehicles 
X - Cross Country Skiing 

1 

6 

1 

100 

15 

8 

3 

1 

1 

10 

2 

10 

liB - Mountain Bike 
SH - Snowmobile 

1 

1 

!r~ill~ 
til"./· 
t~-·· 

1 H 

1 H 

22 H 

2 H 

.1mI>t1nq 
Aro., 
acres 

22 

200 



"cz::~tioa:""" 
:Are& 

: ... 

Union Grove 
Camprgrouncia 

Warrior 
Mountain 
Sport_n'. 
Club 

Zilhman Bal.! 
Field 

Cre .... ptown 
Park 

Potoaao 
Council B.S.A. 
o...y CUop 

Belle Grove 
Ga.e 
&'~/Prea.ve 

I'roatburg 
tJn.ivaraity 

Rout. 36 
Bikeway, 
Claberland to 
Barrellsville 

Total For 
Other Publio 
Recreation 
&'acilitiea 

Total For 
Alleqany 
County 

Total For 
ICaryland 

Marina, • slip~ 
Pools 
Trails, miles/type 

:·BOat;.:· BOat>: ":~>/>"-: total:. tibiA.:: P~ri.i.ion. 
··L'lUriOh ··Laurioil • :.lipoo-: : ... :: ca.piDg 
~ .. Lane. Sit •• .. :: I: ::. 

1 0 0 214 0 

4 5 0 522 0 12 

11 16 625 DB 1,667 46 35 
312 MB 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicles 
X - Cross Country Skiing 

Hc:m!c" " ::~:~~" > :p;"'i.~ 
'table • ..• lin*ar':.· ••...••• i>:>\ 

f··· 

11 

12 

10 

.2 

296 .2 4 
1 oly 

468 2 beach •• 4 
.2 2 oly 

1,727 4 beach •• 10 
1.27 2 oly 
600' 
1 AC. 

ME Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

'!rill. Hunting 

ilil"./ Az:,.,.., 
type" acre. 

" 

10 H 

356 

1 N 

6 IG! 

39 H 652 
6 IG! 

49 WI? 
2 N 

96 

164 H 53,515 
6 IG! 

49 WI? 
2 N 

15 8M 
i36 

281 H 205,132 
25 IG! 
61 WI? 

4 N 

28 OIN 
56 8M 
62 X 
518 



State Parks 

~uc..i. 
:"M .• a";" 

.. 
cathedral 
Suts Puck 

. !IOat .• : 
LaunCh 
lWIp-

Boat •. 
La.mch. 
>~.-: .. , 

Preston County 

Warizia,: . .":" ", 
It ·sli.ps 

. 

2 

other Pub1ic Recreation Faci1ities 

Pre_too County 
4-H ca.p 

Kirlqvood 
l6.DU.oipal Puck 

Na.sontovn 
ec-uru.ty Park 

IIewburg 
ec-unity Puck 

Reed8ville 
Puck 

Rowle.burg 
town Park 

brraAlu 
l6.DU.oipal Park 

I'ellowsville 
Road8ide 
Picnio 

PrestaD County 
IIou:d of 
Education 

Brown P~k 

:rotal Other 
Publio 
Recreation 
Areas 

:roUl i'or 
Pr •• ton County 

Marina, t slips 
.. Pools 

Trails, miles/type 

2 

2 

3 

5 

2 

1 

1 

0 0 0 0 0 16 

0 0 0 0 0 18 

DS - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oiy - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicles 
X - Cros~ Country Skiing 

20 

12 

9 

4 

18 

36 

20 

6 

3 

108 

128 

0 1 

0 1 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

9 

5 H 

1 1 I' 

1 I' 
1.5 H 

1.5H 

2 I' 0 
3 H 
5 

2 i' 0 
9 H 
10 



state Forests 

Rec:;eatiOll 
Area 

Cooper. Rock 
Sta.te i'orest 

Boat 
Launch 
Ramps 

Boat 
Launch 
"Lanes 

Monogahela County 

~inar 
f· slip." 

Total ..... c.bw 
camping.'· 
Site. 

25 3 

other Public Recreation Facilities 

Cheatnut Ridge 
Park 

Waaon-Dixon 
Park 

camp )6Jffly 
4-H camp 

White Park 

Krepp. Park 

Marilla Park 

Slmcre.t 
Minipark 

Kinq '~.t 
Minipark 

Whiteaore Park 

Jercae Park! 
PlAyground 

Riverfront 
Park 

Mea Fi.hinq 
Pier 

Jack Robert. 
Park 

South 
Univeraity 
Avenue ParJc. 

Caperton Trril 

Westover Park 

Osage Park 

Sur City Park 

Granville Park 

Board of 
Educ.ation !l.ec. 

West Virgilti..a 
Univeraity 

Total Other 
Public 
Recreation 
Are .... 

Total for 
Mon~ela 

County 

Marina, # slips 
Pools 
Trails, miles/type 

162 a 4 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

4 

0 0 0 162 8 20 

0 0 a 187 8 23 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne~3 H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo3e N - Nature ORV - Off Read Vehicle3 
X - Cr03!1 Country Skiing 

Picnic ." ~~;~).:: 
%ahl..s· "luear Co 

200 

67 

15 

100 

24 

40 

45 

2 

6 

10 

6 

, 

13 

10 

2 

3 

2 

11 

42 

402 

602 

.... ., 

1 1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 oly 

3 oly 

1 6 
4 oly 

1 6 
4 oly 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

. 

10 

tr~i. ., ... R\.uitiDg 
'·:.i1"./< ·Areu, 
.tyPe-~:: .... ~~.r;e.· 

50 H 15,000 

2 H 

2 H 

2 H 

2 H 

--1 H 

3 H 

51 H I 

20 H 

83 H 0 

133 H 15,000 



state Parks 

bor~atiOa.: 
·Ar .... 

"". 
Black Water 
Falh State 
P;u:k 

can .. an V .. lley 
SUte Poark 

can .. an Vdley 
Resort St~te 
Park 

Total Stat. 
Park. for 
Tucker County 

" 
... ~at·.·"·". 

Launch 
. Rallps 

o 

BOat' 
LaunCh 
Lanes 

o 

}(arinia, 
tsliP .. O 

" ,.,. 

o 

Tucker County 

... 
Total 

. Camping 
'Situ· . 

65 

34 

34 

133 

lIavilioa.. 

.... , ..... . 

25 2 

25 

50 2 

MOnongahela National Forest 

Dolly Sods 12 
SCenic Area 

Otter Creek 
Widerne •• Area 

canonn 
Wountain 
BackcOUll try 

Horseshoe Run 13 1 
Area 

Pheasant 
Wountain 

Tot:al For 0 0 0 25 0 1 
Wonahela 
National 
)'orest 

Wildlife Refugee 

~aan Valley 
Nation&! 
Wildlife 
Refugee 

Other Public Recreation Facilities 

White Gra •• 
Ski Tour:i.ng 
Center 

Tiaberline 
I"our Sea..on. 
Resort 

BlAck Bear 
Re.ort 

c...p Kide! 

llalllpllhl.re Park 
in ac.ney 

Central 
IIaIIIpohire Park 

Reaney Public 
Sw~ng Pool 

Marina, .. slips 
Pools 
Trails, miles/type 

82 

50 

7 

5 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slip!! 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo!le N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle.!!' 
X - Cro!!!:! Country Skiing 

300 1 

2 

1 

300 1 3 

30 

30 0 0 

1 

75 

45 

1 

MB - Mountain Bike 
SM - SnClWIDobile 

. Tra.d .. 
iiil~.1 •. 
. typ.o 

25 H 

20 H 

20 H 

65 H 

.5 H 

42 H 

18 H 

6 H 

8 H 

74.5 H 

0.2 H 

50 lea X 

17 lea X 

.9 F 

11 

Ilimt1nq 
Area.,. 
aerea 

o 

901,000 

..... 
901,000 

746 
acres 



~Cr.atiOD Boat Boat W:a.rina, ToUl Cabin. Pavili"". 
Area Launch Launch t. slip •• CalIpinq 

, 
. . '. . >:. R.aIop. Lan •• ... .: , Sit •• , 

M:>unt StoOl 1 2 
Lake 

Will a.&ce Park 3 
in Par.on. 

Knights of 1 
Columbwo Park 

Red Creek 8 
c:-pground 

Total Other 1 2 0 58 82 16 
Public 
Recreation 
AreA. 

Total for 1 2 0 216 132 19 
Tucker County 

Randolph County 
state Parks 

I x..brabo .. 
State P~k 

13 5 1 

Other Pub1ic Recreation Faci1ities 

Elkin City 3 
Park 

Davia Street 1 
Park 

River Bend 2 
Park 

Blue Gra •• 1 
Park 

total Other 0 0 0 0 0 7 
Public 
Reorea lion 
Are ... 

Total for 0 0 0 13 5 8 
Randclph 
County 

Mineral County 

state Parks 

Other Public Recreation Faci1ities 

Keyaer 
l-6.micipal 
Swi.mm.ing Pool 

Marina, • slips 
Pools 
Trails, mlles/type 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oiy - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicles 
X - Cro~~ Country Skiing 

,p.;Ji.~ . ,Pianic &eaCh ... ;: 
Tabl ... linear(. :. 

.> .i. .. ,> 

120 0 2 

'50 1 5 

50 

13 

3 

16 0 0 

66 0 0 

1 

ME Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

12 

, 

.~ i"u18 
lIileal 
..~ype.~., ... 

,2 H 

,9 i' 0 

.:1..l! 
1.1 

67 lao X 

,9 &' 901,746 
139,9 K 
~ 

67 lao X 

14K 9,500 

,5 i' 

.5 i' 0 

.5 &' 9,500 
14K 
iT.5 



f 

Rec~.a.tiOD 
.Area 

We. tend 
Playground -
Key.er 

Ea. tend 
Playqround
Keyser 

~otal. Other 
Public 
Recreation 
Area. 

~ot.al. for 
llineru County 

Boat Boat 
Laurich Launch 
Ramps Lanes 

0 0 

o o 

war~a, ~ot.al. ~ins Pavili.CII1. 
f dip.- c.mpinq 

Site. 

1 

1 

0 0 0 2 

o o 24 4 

Grant County 

other Pub1ic Recreation Faci1ities 

City Park of 
.... t.nburg 

Welton Park 

Day Park 

Echo Park 

rurner Park 

Nt. 'fop Park 

'fot.al. Other 
Public 
Recreation 
racilitie. 

'fotal 
Qrant 

Marina, ., slip~ 
Pools 

... Trails, mile~/type 

for 
County 

5 

5 

3 

5 , 
2 

3 

0 0 0 0 5 22 

0 0 0 0 5 22 

os - Dry Slip' MS - Mooring Slip. 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne.!!!:l H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo.e N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle. 
X - CrO!5!1 Country Skiing 

Picnic. Beaclue.; Pool .... · 
'fabl ... . lib.ear:~· .. : . ............ /. ..... 

.•...... 

15 

10 

25 0 1 

75 o 2 

75 

75 

25 

50 

25 

50 

300 0 0 

300 0 0 

MB - Mountain Bike 
5M - 5n""""obile 

13 

.;.:.-:;..:.:;.;.;. 
!i:a.i.~. HUnting 
iliI •• ! .•.. Ar • .a~, 
It~ •• a.Q: ... 

0 0 

25 H o 

1 H 

-',. I 
--1 H 0 

1 H 0 



Hardy County 

Georqe Washinqton Nationa1 Forest 

·· ... t#aat";i .. (> <1'.,.,.··Boau." •... ·' •• ··lIIlf ••.. · /.·.· .•.•. ·' .•... ·' ... ··'~t >lI.Qi.#.:\ )~} 
.... ~-" ".' 'li' ......... :.: .•.•. , ...•• :.:' .•. , ... ~ ..... ---·.·.··W· ....• ' ........... : ...... :: .• ' ...•... ,' .... :.: .. ,' ...•..• 
..... ::.,~ ... , ..... , ...... ':: .. ,.'~. "".... ,....... ...... ~~: .. ---

Trout Pod 4a 

Wolf GoIp 10 

Total 58 

Other Pub1ic Recreation Faci1ities 

City Park of 3 
Moorefield 

J. Allen 2 
Hawk..in. 
c-.uuty Park 

Total Other 0 0 0 0 0 5 
Publio 
Itaoreat.i.CD 
Faoilitie. 

Total For 0 0 0 58 0 5 
Hardy COUD ty 

Hampshire County 
Georqe Washinqton Nationa1 Forest 

Hawk 

WV DNR Huntinq and Fishinq Areas 

lIathaoiel 6 
Mountain 
Hunt/Fie Area 

Short Mountain 6 
Hunt/Fie Area 

Edwarde ItuD 6 
Hunt/Fie Area 

Springfield 
Hunt/Fie Area 

Total 19 

Total for w..t 1 2 0 447 174 SISI 
Virginia 

Pendelton County 

Georqe Washinqton Nationa1 Forest 

Brandywine 

C~ 

Total 

Marina •• !!llip3 
Pools 
Trail~, rnile~/type 

Run 

30 

9 

39 

os - Dry Slips H.S - Mooring Slip!!! 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne~~ H - Hiking HB - Hor~e Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo!!le N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle!!! 
X - Cro~~ ~ountry Skiing 

10 

5a 

30 

15 

45 0 0 

103 0 0 

1,67S1 2 14 

30 

8 

39 

4 oly 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SH. - Snowmobile 

14 

.75 H 

.5 H 

1.25 H 0 

1.25 H 0 

21 H a,976 

15 H 9,005 
12 OPY 

400 

I 10,000 

36 H 27,291 
12 OPY 

3.4 i' 953,527 
359.15 
__ H 

373.55 

67 lao X 

~ 



i 

%oUl for w..t 
Viz:giAi& 

+ Marina, • slip., 
.. Pool" 
t Trail.s, mile!/type 

1 2 0 U7 174 SISI 

DS - Dry Slip. MS - Hooring Slip' 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne.. H - Hiking HB - Hor.e Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo!J9 N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle., 
X - eros!' country Skiing 

l,67S1 2 

MB - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

14 
4 oly 

15 

3.4 I' 953,52 
358.15 7 

H 
373.55 

67 lao 
X 



SOMERSE T COUNTY 

state Parks 

. B.ecreatioa ~a Boat.>. ,. aoat< 
LaUAC!l'· ',Laaitdl. 

. ·'·!taIpa '.r.an ••. 

Kooaer 

Laurel HJ.9hl.&IlcH 
HJ.Jd.n9 3:ra1.1 

La ural HJ.ll 

roUl. sUt .. 
Parlc& 

2 

2 

State Game Lands 

'27 

'111 

'231 

1228 

'82 

'104 

'26 

,50 

'42 
1261 

rot ... l SUt .. a- 0 
LancH 

2 

2 

0 

*h~; ··~w 
'.l1pa~c..pj;a9 . 

··Ute.·, 

45 

15 Y8 3.5 

15 Y8 "0 

0 0 

Other Public Recreation Facilities 

cc.munJ.ty center 
PlaY9round 
Confluence 
Borouqh 

<:ab1.na"· 

!. 
'.'.' <' ... 

f 

0 

• Marina, • 31ip~ 
Pools 

os - Dry Slip. MS - Mooring Slip. 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 

PaY1.l.J..".. 

..", ... 
. ,. 

1 

3 

4 

0 

1I'1.CJi1.c .. 
3:abl. .. 

-"-
370 

5" 

934 

0 

1 

TLail.s, mile3/type F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo3e N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicle. 
X - CrO~3 country Skiing 

B..i.Ch~~.: 1I'oo1.~ ... 
l1o.t' .. 

~ 

350 

1,200 

1,550 0 

0 0 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

15 

~a1.l •.. ' BIInt.1n9 
atl ... l , .. Area., 
.typa.~ ...... acra • 

2.5 H 

70 H 

12 H 2,100 
10 X 

84.5 H 2,100 
~ 
u.s 

1,855 

, H 10,324 
10 SW 

4zg 

3 H 3,462 
6.4 SW 

6,708 

2,'93 

3 H 5,20g 
15 lIB 
15 l1li 
12 SW 

7 H 3,157 
7 SW 

l,8g0 

3,248 

19 H 3g,275 
15 lIB 

15 WB 
35.4 

~ 
84.4 



... <.. .. ,. . .. 

Maple Vuley Park 
, Pool 
Meyend.ale 
Borough 

Stoystown
Quellahoning 
Township 
Rear ... tion Park 

J. B. Shcrock 
c..auni ty Park 
Berlin, PA 

'rurkeyfoot Hiking 
Trail 

BVi"D Recre.a tion 
Ground. 

Union Street 
Playground 

cannel Drive 
Pliayground 

Suiebury Little 
Leaque Park 

Meyered.ale Area 
School Dietrict 

Shade Center 
Ccunty School 
District 

Hoover i'i.ld 

Windber 
Recreation Park 

Shankeville
Stonycreek 
Recreation Pa..rk 

Saaerset Historic 
Center 
Lincoln :r ... hp 

&a.er •• t Hi.torio 
Center 
Saaer •• t r •• hp 

i'orbee State 
ror •• t 
District ." 

!!oat· 
Laurich 
R.alop-

Boa.t 
Launch 
Lane. 

Total 
caaping 
Situ 

Pavili.OIHI 

1(400) 

1(1,200) 

1(1,350) 

1(400) 

1(40) 

1(350) 

1(500) 

1 

6(800) 

2(2,832) 

1 

Picnic 
Table. 

1 

6 

1 

13 

5 

6 

30 

3 

40 

18 

30 

15 

25 

Youqhiogheny t.ke 2 316 MS 63 

Tot&! Other 2 
Public Recreation 
Areas 

Totu Somere.t 4 
County 

.. Marina, • slips 

.. Pools 
Trails, miles/type 

1 

o 316 MS o o 18 257 

331 WS 22 1,191 

DS - Dry Slip. MS - Mooring Slip • 
01y - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne!!ls H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature ORV - Off Road Vehicles 
X - Cross Country Skiing 

.. 

2(800) 

2 
1,550' 

1 

1 

2 

2 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

5 H 

.3 H 

1 H 

5H 

2 H 
2 X 

9 H 
30 fIB 
30 8M 
51 X 

1 H 

29,273 

370 

23.3 H 2g,643 
30 fIB 
30 8M 
53 X 
136."3 

126.8 H 71,018 
45 HB 
15 Ie 
65.4 

8M 
63 X 

3l'5.'2 

16 



Bedford County 

state Parks 

. , ... , .... 
Reo.reation. .Are~ ~t: .. 

Laim<=h 
Marina, Total .. f~vili""'· pi~o '.&.. .. ~h<= •• 
• dip.

I': ... '.:.' :<: 
CaIoping.' ... Table. liJie¢··< , ... 

~'""'. hu. .., .. ,:. :" .. :, ... :, ..... , 
Warriors Path 1 1 45 

lIl.ue Itnob 13' 6 200 

Sh,avn •• 2 183 WB 300 

Total State farka 3 5 183 WB 434 o 8 245 

state Game Lands 

197 
•. frov:l.dence 

1104 
Londondarry 

173 
Hopewell 

148 
~land 

Valley 

126 
Lincoln 

In 
w..nn 

Total lute S- O 0 0 0 0 ° 0 
Lande 

other Pub1ic Recreation Faci1ities 

COlara:l.n 
Racraat:l.on fark 
COlara:l.n 
T"""ah:l.p 

snAke Spz-lnq 
CCIImunlty Park 
Snake Spri.nq 
Town.h:l.p 

Cumberl .. nd 
Valley 
Recreat.1on Park 
Centerville, 

Marina, • !llip3 
Pool~ 

fA 

Trail~, miles/type 

1(400) 15 

1(1,600) 20 

1(',000) 4O 

DS - Dry Slip!!! MS - Mooring Slip3 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne.53 H - Hiking HB - Ho:-"e Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo3e N - Nature ORY - Off Road Vehicle!! 
X - Cross Country Skiing 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

ME - Mountain Bike 
SM - Sn~obile 

Ti~b· 
~.I 

·,·tJt'P4l~, ' 

3 H 
6 X 

17 H 

12 H 
11 SIC 

32 H 
11 SIC 
6X 
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3 R 
l511B 15 _ 

12 11K 

2 H 

5 H 
15 lIB 
15 WI! 

ll....J!!! 
n 

17 

30 

5,000 

3,000 

8,030 

7,312 

5,188 
, 

14,742 

10,807 

5,208 

4,760 

48,017 

~I~ 



Re~:r:t&tiOQ. Are .. 

). . ......... 

Northern Bedford 
Co H.S.lEle. 
School 
Loy8burg, PA 

Hyndman 
I6..miciple Sperts 
Caoplex 
(S. 1st St 
Hyndlun, PA) 

Hyndlun LitUe 
Leaque rield 
Rt g6-H, 
Hyndman, PA) 

Saxton 
Reer.a lion Park 
Saxton, PA 

Nann Town.hip 
Recreatioa Park 

Nev Pari. 
c.-unity Pu:k 

Six Nile Run 
c.-unity Center 
andPu:k 
~dU. Borough 

cu.berland 
Valley 
Recreation 
Building and 
Park 

Mann. O1oice 
ec.a.unity Center 
Harri.on 
Township 

The Greens 
Bedford Borough 

The Green 
Cuaeron Ave 

Engolf Park 
Snake Spring 
Valley Town.hip 

Tobl. Other 
Public 
bcreatiOll Area. 

Tot.&l Bedford 
County 

Tot.&l 
Penn.ylvania 

Mar ina, • !Slips 
Pool' 
Trails, miles/type 

Boat. Boat. .. Marina,. Tot.&l cabin. P;'vili.QII;O . Picn.i.c 
Launch· LaUDCh .. .li.p.* Caap~ <: .•.. 

bbl •• · 
1Iaap<I. Lan •• Site. . ... 

1 (300) 4 

1 (400) 4 

1 

1 (300) 10 

2 

1 (300) 4 

2(3,240) 4O 

1 (600) 1 

1 (975) 2 

1 (500) 3 

0 0 0 0 ° 12 146 

3 5 193 MIl 434 0 20 3g1 

7 7 514 MIl 974 g 42 1592 

os - Dry Slips MS - Mooring Slips 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitness H - Hiking HB - Horse Back Riding 
MP - Multi-Purpo.e N - Noture ORV - Off Road Vehicle. 
X - Cross Country Skiing 

> 

aea~ •• f. POOJ. ... 
liMu~ . 

Ii . .: ......... 

0 0 

1 1 

3 beaahe. 3 
1,550' 

HE - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobi Ie 

18 

rio .... l •. ._UDg 
..11 •• / 

.. ~:.' ~ ... (. 

1. 75 H 

1 H 

2.75 H 0 

3g.75 56047 
H 

15 He 
15 NIl 
23 8M 
6 X 
98."75 

166.55 127065 
H 

60 He 
30 NIl 
99.4 

SM 
6g X 
4l3."gs 



Marina, • .,:lip.,: 
Pools 
Trail~, miles/type 

.1Io&t.> < 
.. =-01> ..... . 

·aoat 
·L&"""b 
. t.aD ..... : . 
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.~~ •• ··tat&l 
'.l;i.p;;o'· Cailpu>g . 

lit;e .. 

625 DS 
826 WS 

3,085 229 

os - Dry Slip3 MS - Mooring Slip3 
Oly - Olympic Size Pool 
F - Fitne~~ H - Hiking 
MP - Multi-Purpose N - Nature 
X - Cro33 Country Skiing 

176 5,084 

HB - Hor,:,e Back Riding 
ORV - Off Road Vehicle. 

9 beach ... 
2,150' 
1.27 ai. 
1 IIC. 

27 
6 ol.y 

HE - Mountain Bike 
SM - Snowmobile 

20 

3.4 r 2,211,970 
805.7 

H 
60 lIB 
55 WEI 
61 IG' 

4 II 
40 OPY 
145.4 

8M 
131 X 
1.305.5 
67 lea X 



() 
, .... :. 

MARYLAND 

National Forest 

George Washington and 
Jerrerson Nationa~ Forest 
5162 Va~~eypointe Parkway 
Roanoke, VA 24019 
.540-26.5-6054 

state Forests 

Garrett state Forest 
1431 Potomac Camp Road 
Oakland, MD 21550 
301-334-2038 

Green Ridge state Forest 
28700 Headquarter. Dr, NB 
F~intstone, MD 21530-9525 
301-478-3124 

Potomac state Forest 
1431 Potomac Camp Road 
Oakland, MD 21550 

Savage River State Fore.t 
349 Headquarter. Lane 
Grantsvi~~e, MD 21536 
301-895-5759 

state Parks 

Big Run State Park 
Casse~man River Bridge State Park 
c/o New Germany State Park 
349 Headquarters Lane 
Grantsvi~~e, MD 21536 
301-895-5453 

Dan. Mountain State Park 
Water Station Run 
Lonaconing, MD 21539 
301-777-2139 

Deep Creek State Park 
898 State Park Road 
swanton, MD 21561 
301-387-5563 

Herrington Manor State Park 
c/o Swa~~ow Fa~~s state Park 
222 Herrington Lane 
Oak~and, NO 21550 
301-334-9180 

Rocky Gap State Park 
12.500 P~easant Va~~ey Road 
F~intsone, MD 21530 
301-777-2139 

PENNSYLVANIA 

stat. Forests 

Buchanan state Forest 
RD2, Box 3 
McConnellsburg, PA 17233 

Forbe. state Fore.t 
PO Box 519 
Laugh~intown, PA 15655 

Ga~~itzin state Fore.t 
131 Hi~~crest Drive 
Ebensburg, PA 15931 

Stat. Parks 

Warrior Path state Park 
Commonwea~th of PA 
Bureau of state Parks 
Park Manager, Terry L. Wentz 
RDl1, Box 211 
James Creek, PA 16657 
814-695-6807 

126/261 

PA Stat. Game Lands 
PA Game Commission 

Chief Fed-State Coor, Roger Lehman 
2001 Elmerton Ave. 
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797 
717-787-9612 
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OTHER PUBLIC RECREATION FACILITIES 

Tuacarora Trai~ 
RD1, Box 42-A, 
B~ain PA 17006 



WEST VIRGINIA 

National Forest 

Monongahela Nationa1 Forest/ 
Borseshoe Recreation Area 
304-478-3251 

state Forests 

Coopers Rock state Forest 
Al. Kerns 
304-5g4-1561 

Lost River State Forest 
304-8g7-5372 

Savage River Comp1ex 
34g Beadquarters Lane 
Grantsvi11e, Kary1and 21536 
301-8g5-575g 

state Parks 

B1ack Water Fa11s State Park 
Rob GiUigan 
Drawer 4g0 
Davis, West Virginia 26260 
304-25g-5216 

Canaan Va11ey State Park/Resort 
Rob GiUigan 
304-866-4121 

Cathedra1 state Park 
De11 pace 
304-735-3771 

FairEax Stone State Park 
Rob Gilligan 
304-25g-5216 

Kumbrabow state Park 
Al. Dean 
304-335-221g 

Rocky Gap State Park 
125000 Pleasant Va11ey Road, NE 
F1intstone, Hary1and 21530-g712 

Wildlife Refugee 

Canaan Va11ey National Wild1ife Refuge 
304-637-7312 

Edwards Rlln 
Public Bunting and Fishing Area 
WV Dlm. 
Division of Wild1ife 
Charleston, WV 25305 
304-822-3551 
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Nathanie1 Mountain Wi1E1iEe Management Area 
WV Dlm. 
Wi1d1iEe Resources Section 
State Capito1 Comp1ex, Bui1ing 3 
1900 Kanawha Bou1evard, Bast 
Char1eston, WV 25305 
304-822-3551 

Short Mountain Wi1d1ife Management Area 
Wi1f1ife Resources Division 
1 Depot Road 
Romney, WV 26757 
304-822-3551 

Springfie1d 
PULbic Bunting and Fishing Area 
Division oE Wi1d1iEe Resources 
Drawer C 
Romney, WV 26757 
304-822-3551 

other Public Recreation Areas 

Region VI, P1anning and Deve10pment 
Richard Wood/Kent Ro11ins 
Bxecutive Director 
7003-C Mountain Park Drive 
Fairmont, WV 26554 
304-366-56g3 
304-367-0804 fax 

Region VII, P1anning and Deve10pment 
Robert Coit 
Executive Director 
4 West Main street 
Buckhannon, WV 26201 
304-472-6564 
304-472-65g0 fax 

Region VIII, Planning and Deve10pment 
Kenneth Oyche 
Executive Director 
Grant County Industrial Park 
PO Box 8U 
PeterSburg, WV 26847 
304-257-1221 
304-257-22g2 fax 

Grant County Parks and Recreation 
Lewis Al.t 
Director of Parks and Recreation 
5 Bighland Avenue 
PeterSburg, WV 26847 
304-257-1725 
304-257-25g3 Eax 

Bampshire county Dev. Authority 
David Pancake 
Bxecutive Director 
PO Box 883 
Romney, WV 26757 
304-822-4320 



Hardy county Rural Dev. Authority 
Mallie J. Combs 
Bxecutive Director 
PO Box 209 
Moorefield, WV 26836 
304-538-6398 
304538-6995 fax 

Mineral County Dev. Authority 
Kay Vaughan 
Route 4, Box 15D 
Keyser, WV 26726 
304-788-3383 
304-788-0481 fax 

Mineral County City Park 
Ken Sanders 
304-788-1511 

Mineral County Parks and Recreation 
304-788-5732 

Penelton County Dev. Authority 
Gary Wilson 
Coordinator of Bconomic and Community 
Development 
PO Box 602 
Franklin, WV 26807 
304-358-7573 
304-358-2473 fax 

Preston County Dev. Authority 
Holly Childs 
Secretary 
200 1/2 W Main Street 
Kingwood, WV 26517 
304-329-0576 

Preston County Board of Bducation 
Random 304-329-0508 

Randolph County Dev. Authority 
Denver Barnett 
10 Bleventh Street 
Blkins, WV 26241 
304-637-0803 
304-637-4902 fax 

Randolph County Chamber of Commerce 
304-636-2717 

Randolph County 
Parks and Recreation Department 
Mr. Gainer 
304-636-3960 

Tucker County Dev. Authority 
Ralph L. Moore 
Treaser 
PO Box 765 
Davis, WV 26260 
30-478-2866 
304-478-4434 fax 

Tucker County Coordinator 
Tom Tuesing 
304-478-2866 

Tucker County Chamber of Commerce 
Barbara Bllison (Secretary Kate) 
304-472-6564 

Tucker County Parks Authority 
304-256-6702 

Tucker County Parks and Recreation 
304-558-2764 

Tucker County CVA 
PO Box 565 
Davis, WV 26260 
1-800-782-2775 

Chestnut Ridqe Park 
Bryan Fluharty 
304-594-1773 

Camp Muffly 4-H Camp 
ABel Kennedy 
304-291-7201 

Westover Park 
Seasonal 304-296-0186 
City 304-296-6860 

Star City Park 
304-599-3407 

Granville Park 
304-599-5080 

Board of Bducation Recreation 
304-291-9210 

West Virginia University 
Tom Pinto 
304-293-5221 

Preston County 4-H Camp 
Tracy Waugh 
304-329-1391 

Ci ty of Kingwood 
Kingwood Municipal Park 
304-329-1225 

Masontown Community Park 
304-864-5551 

Newburg Community Park 
304-892-3341 

Reedsville Park 
304-864-3437 

Rowlesburg Town Park 
304-454-2441 

Terra Alta Municipal Park 
304-789-6664 

Hill Race Park in Parson 
Gale Bloom 
304-478-2311 

Camp IUdd 
304-478-2710 
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Potomac Highlantd outfitters 
304-259-2219 

Red Creek campqround 
304-257-4488 

Holly Meadows Golf Club 
304-478-3406 

Timberline Four Seasons Resort 
304-866-4801 

White Gras. Ski Touring Center 
304-866-4114 

Black Bear Resort 
304-866-4391 

Edna Harman 
City of Petersburg 
PO Box 669 
Petersburg, WV 26847 
304-257-4944 

Penny Sanders 
City of Keyser 
111 Noth Davi. Street 
Keyser, WV 26726 
304-788-1511 

Phyllis Sherman 
Town of Moorefield 
Winchester Avenue 
Moorefield, WV 26836 
304-538-6142 

John Sayer. 
Town of Warden.ville 
PO Box 7 
Warden.ville, WV 26851 
304-874-3067 

Doris Hark. 
Town of Carpendale 
PO Box 7 
Ridgeley, WV 26753 
304-738-1612 

Garry Bucltbee 
City of Romney 
260 School Street 
Romney, WV 26757 
304-822-5118 

Warren Harness 
Town of Ridqeley 
3 Williams Street 
Ridgeley, WV 26453 
304-738-9400 

Gred Berderidge 
Town of Capon Bridge 
PO Box 183 
Capon Bridge, WV 26711 
304-856-3733 

Ci ty of Morgantown 
Board of Parks and Recreation 
Jeff Berryman 
304-296-8356 

Preston County Commission 
304-329-1805 
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National and Regional Benefit Analysis 

The economic benefits of implementing a new recreation plan at Jennings Randolph Lake 
can be divided into two categories: national economic benefits (NED) and regional 
economic benefits. NED benefits are primary benefits accruing tot he project as a result of 
increased visitation and the increased value of the recreation day (unit day value). NED 
benefits are used to measure the economic value of the proposed project to the national 
economy, and represent only a fraction of the total economic value of the project to the 
study area. Regional economic impacts of the proposed project are based on the 
estimated expenditures of visitors to the region as a result of improved access and 
recreation facilities Typical expenditures are estimated by recreation group (i.e., Non
resident-camper-boat user) for each party visit. A party visit is not the same as annual 
visitors. A party visit is defined as a typical group recreating for a specific period of time. 
F or example: a typical camping party is estimated to consist of an average of 3.4 people 
and lasts approximately 2.8 days. A summary of NED and regional benefits are presented 
in this section. 

Definitions: 
Economic Activity: The market structure of the two county area determines the economic 
activity in that area. Economic activity is the total value of goods and services produced 
in that area. The value of that production is equal to total sales in the area less the 
purchases from outside the area. If a sandwich is purchased for $1.00 from a restaurant 
and the restaurant purchased the ingredients outside the area for $0.40, then only the 
$0.60 of the value of the sandwich was produced in the area. The other $0.40 of value 
was imported from another area. The economic activity associated with the purchase of 
that sandwich is $0.60 although $1. 00 was spent. Therefore the economic activity of the 
area is determined by both the demand for goods and services purchased in the market and 
the supply of goods and services that can be produced in the market without imports. 

Economic Impacts: Economic impacts are associated with a change in total demand or 
supply in the study region. Non-resident spending as a source of income will change the 
level of demand in the study area. In effect, an increase in non-resident spending transfers 
demand from another region to the study area. However, shifts in demand within the 
study area will not have any economic impacts. 

Changes in demand and supply equate to changes in the economic activity of the study 
area. The value of economic activity is equal to the total sales less purchases from 
outside their area. Therefore, a change in the amount of sales in the area would equal the 
change in economic activity in that area. A non-resident visitor who purchases a sandwich 
from within the study area has a positive economic impact to that region, however, the 
dollar spent within the study area is a negative economic impact to the visitor's own area 
of residence. Therefore the net economic impact to the national economy is zero. 
Similarly, if a resident of the study area purchases a sandwich, the positive and negative 
impacts of the purchase will both be included within the study boundaries. Therefore, the 
net economic impact to the study area will be zero. The economic impacts presented in 



this analysis will be zero. The economic impacts presented in this analysis are regional 
impacts, that in the increase experience in the region from expenditures by visitors from 
outside the area. 

Recreation Benefits: Participation in recreation provides a benefit to participants. The 
value of that recreation experience to those participants can be estimated using various 
methods. These methods attempt to estimate how much a participant would be willing to 
pay for the recreation experience. The travel cost method assumes "willingness to pay" is 
at least equal to the time cost of resources required for the trip to the recreation area. The 
contingent value method relies on surveys of the general population to determine what fee 
people would be willing to pay if a fee were required. The unit day value method uses a 
table of values for various activities to assign a monetary level to a user day. 

NED Benefits 

The current condition and selected plan were the two plans analyzed for the NED plan. 
Each scenario utilizes a different visitation and unit day value. The existing condition has 
an estimated annual visitation rate of76,000. The selected improved plan is estimated to 
have a projected visitation rate of 118,500, which is an increase in visitation of 56 
percent. Using methods from the Principles and Guidelines ER 1105-2-100, Chapter 6 
(Recreation), unit-day value points were assigned for each of the plans, based on the 
following criteria: recreation experience, availability of opportunity, carrying capacity, 
accessibility, and environmental quality. Table A_ is taken from the Planning an Guidance 
Notebook and lists the guidelines for assigning points for general recreation. Recreation 
points are then converted to dollar values, using the annual Economic Guidance 
Memorandum for FY 97 to be used with unit day values. Table B is a copy of the 
conversion table from the cited guidance. 

Benefits are derived by multiplying the visitation rate for each plan by the dollar value 
associated with unit day value points for each plan, and then subtracting the product 
associated with the improved or "with project" condition from the product associated with 
the existing condition. The number of unit day value points assigned to the existing plan 
are 64. This number was derived from the compilation of results of a recreation survey 
administered at Jennings Randolph Lake in July 1996. A unit day point value of 64 
equates to a value of$6.00 per visitor day. Therefore the NED value associated with the 
existing condition is $6.00 X 76,000 (visitors), or $456,000. Points for the selected 
improved project were not assigned at the time this report went to review. The 
points and corresponding dollar value will be assigned and multiplied by the visitor 
days of 118,500 to estimate an NED value associated with the improved condition., 
and the NED benefits accruing to the proposed project. 
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TABLE D - 8 

ER 1105-2-1 
28 Dec ~'-

Guidelines for Assi~nlng Points for General Recreation 

Criteril 

(a) le~rutlon Two generl' 
experlenee Ictivities2 

Totll Points: 30 
Point vllue: 0·4 

(b) Av.il.bilitr Severll within 
of oppor tun i ty 1 III'. trevel 

:"Ie; I f.w 
wi th in 30 Iftin. 

I trav.1 time 
Total points: 18 

i Point value: 0-3 

(c) Ca~ry~ng I MinillUll faci I-
capac I ty I ity for de-

I velopment for 

I publ ic lI~al th 
and satety 

I 

- I 
Total points: 14 I 
Point velue: l 0'2 

(d) Accessibility I Limit~ Iccess 

Total poInts: 18 
Point value: 

(el Envir~ntal 

Total points: 20 
Point valu~: 

by Iny means 
to site or 
within site 

0-3 

Lowestllgtic 
factors that 
that si9niti· 
cant I y ~ow.r 
quail ty 

0-2 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

SeveI'll geneI'll 
Ict ivi ties 

5· to 

Sev.rll witllin 
1 hr. trlvel 
t illll!; none 
wi thin 30 Iftin. 
trlvel ti~ 

4-6 

Basic hcility 
to cona..ct 
Ict i vi ty( I es) 

1-5 

Flir Iccess, 
poor qual i ty 
roads to site; 
I ilfti ted Iccess 
witllin site 

4-6 

Average esthet· 
ic qlJlUty; 
flctors uist 
tllit lower 
qullityto 
Ifti nor ~rte 

3-6 

I 

Judi~t flctors 

SeveI'll geneI'll I Several geneI'll 
Ictivities;ont I Ictivi tits; 
high qullity more tllan one 
vllue Ictlvity] lIigll quality 

I IIi gh ICt i vi ty 

I 
"'16 17'23 

One or two lion. witllin 
within 1 hr. 1 hr. trlvel 
t illll!; none time 
within 45 Iftin. 
trlvel tiilll! I 

I 
7-10 11·14 

Adequate fa· Opt illUll feci I-
cil ities to it i es to con' 
conduct wi th- duct Ictivity 
out det.rlor· It Ii te po. 
uian of the tentill 
resource or 
Ictivltyex- I perlence 

I 
6·8 I 9·11 

Flir IcceSl, I Good Iccess, 
fafr road to 
siu; flir 
access; good 
rOlds witllin 
site 

7-10 

Above Iverlge 
esthetic qual' 
i ty; any 1 ifll' 
I t i ng fie c of £ 

cln be reason
Ibly rectlti~ 

7·10 

good roads to 
litt; hir 
ICceSS, good 
roads witllin 
sit. 

"-14 

Higll estllnic 
quality; no 
hCf~rs uin 
t~ .. 1t lo~-r 
quality 

"-15 

lIunerous hi"h 
qui I i ty val~ 
let ild ties; 
some geneI'll 
act i vi ties 

24·10 

1I0ne witllin 
Z hr. trav.1 
ti~ 

I 

I 15-18 

I UI t imat. fa· 
I cHities to 

I Icllieve in· 
Unt of St,-

I lected al· 
I ternative 

~ 
J 

12-14 

I GoOd Iccess, 
higll standard 
road to ,i te; 
good access 
wittdn sitt 

15-18 

Outstlnd in9 
esthetic 
~~'. i tv; no
flctors ellist 
tllit lower 
qual i ty 

16·20 

1 
2 Val~ for w.ter·ori~nt~ actIvities sllovld be adjusted if Ilgnificlnt .elsonal water level clllng~s occur. 
Ce~ral activities include those thlt Ire common to the region and tllit are usually of normal qual ity_ Tnls 
includ~S pIcnicking, c~mping, nlking, riding, cyCling, Ind fishing and hunting of normal QUllity. 

, 
S 

HIgh Qu~l ity vllue activities includ~ tllose that are not common to tile region .nd/or ~ation and tnat are 
usually 01 hign QUII iry. 
Llkel inoo<:t of success at fishing and hunrir-g. 
Yalue snould ~ ~djusted for overuse. 

~ ~aJor esthetIC QualIties to be consider~ Includ~ geology Ind topogrlphy, wlter, and vege~ion. 
Factors to be considered to lo .. ertng QualIty include air and .. ater pollution, ~sts, poor ClImate, 11M 
~nSlg~tly adjacent .re.s. 



Revised Table 6-28 (FY 97) 
Conversion of Points to Dollar Values 
(See ER I 105-2- I 00, Chapter 6, 
Section VIII, for Table 6-29 and 6-30) 

General 
Point Recreation 

Values Values (1) 

0 $2.52 

10 2.99 

20 3.31 

30 3.78 

40 4.72 

50 5.35 

60 5.83 

70 6.14 

80 6.77 

90 7.24 

100 7.56 

(1) Points from Table 6-29 
(2) Points from Table 6-30 

General 
Fishing and 

Hunting 
Values (1) 

$3.62 

4.09 

4.41 

4.88 

5.35 

5.83 

6.46 

6.77 

7.24 

7.40 

756 

Specialized 
Specialized Recreation 
Fishing and Values other 

Hunting than Fishing and 
Values (2) Hunting (2) 

$17.63 $10.23 

18.11 10.86 

18.42 11.65 

18.89 12.60 

19.37 13.38 

21.26 15.12 

23.15 16.69 

24.56 20.15 

26.45 23.46 

28.34 26.77 

29.92 29.92 



Regional Economic Impacts of Jennings Randolph Lake 

While the maximum NED benefit is $6.00/day this value represents what the recreationers 
would be willing to pay for their recreation experience and not what they actually pay on a 
typical visit. The economic impacts from visitation are measured as the estimated 
expenditures made in the service area immediately surrounding the project area. The area 
within 30 miles of the project is considered to be the market area which will receive the 
regional economic impacts associated with the improved recreation conditions at the Lake. 

Study Area : The market area consists of two counties which are contiguous to Jennings 
Randolph Lake: Garret County in Maryland and Mineral County in West Virginia. These 
two counties have a combined projected population for the year 2000 of 108,150. 

Methodology: The software package IMPLAN, along with spending and visitation data 
from Jennings Randolph_Lake, were used to calculate the value of economic activity in the 
two county study area, the economic activity contributed by Jennings Randolph Lake, and 
the economic impacts of visitation to Jennings Randolph Lake. IMPLAN was developed 
by the United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service specifically for estimating 
impacts offorestry management on local economies. The model contains information 
about market structure and industry interrelationships in each county in the US This data 
was developed by the University of Minnesota using data from various sources, including 
the Department of Labor Statistics and the Commerce Department. 

The University of Minnesota and the United States Army Corps of Engineers, Waterways 
Experiment Station (WES) in Vicksburg, Mississippi, developed the recreation module for 
IMPLAN. Spending patterns of visitors to Jennings Randolph Lake were based on similar 
Corps of Engineers recreation projects, through interviews conducted by WES in 1991. 
Visitors were grouped into two visitor types: local residents and non-residents. These 
visitor types were then broker. down into three recreation groups: day users, campers and 
other overnight users. These recreation groups were broken down further into two 
subgroups: with boat and without boat. The spending patterns of the interviewed visitors 
were aggregated and averaged according to these groupings (see Table C). The spending 
patterns identified were used to estimate the economic impacts of visitation within the 
study area. 

Baseline Economic Conditions 
Total Economic Activity. Table D shows the baseline market structure of the study 
region. Through these interrelationships, industries, demand and supply each other inputs 
and outputs. An industry that cannot obtain the inputs needed must purchase them from 
outside the region which acts as a leakage from the local region. 

Total economic activity for the study region is $1. 1 billion which supports 23 thousand 
jobs. Construction is the largest sector of the economy, contributing $176 million to the 
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oJRFINAL $MM 1993 Impact Report #90 I A 

Base Year Infonnation 7/11/97 

Employee Property Total PoW Total Value Employment 

Industry Final Demand TIO Comp Income Income Income Added (Number 

(MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) of Jobs) 

AG, FOR & FISH 41.7472 46.6018 5.1966 22.9594 28.156 28.8247 1320 

37 MINING 59.6258 62.8768 22.5289 13.8733 36.4022 40.5093 424 

4X CONSTRUCTION 176.4242 224.4422 39.7689 34.8477 74.6168 76.1477 2350 

69 FOOD PROCESSING 13.9397 14.4631 1.7881 2.6018 4.3899 4.6036 100 
124 APPAREL 33.1099 33.9165 9.393 4.0576 13.4506 13.6352 571 
133 MANUFACTURING 188.356 218.6342 65.5361 28.5321 94.068 98.395 2251 
433 TRANSP. & COMMUNIC 59.368 93.3447 34.2241 14.3627 48.5867 52.1347 1080 
443 OTHER SERVICES 140.5659 173.096 68.9767 36.0652 105.04Il 107.59 4292 
447 Wholesale Trade 14.6598 22.9524 11.3794 3.1785 14.5579 21.0574 593 
448 RETAIL 70.0052 74.2085 37.2051 12.6197 49.8249 61.6835 2908 
454 Eating & Drinking 23.4767 24.3038 8.5144 1.9717 10.4861 11.7673 1035 
456 F.I.R.E 169.1023 197.3952 23.9609 60.2772 84.2381 106.1124 1199 
463 Hotds And Lodging Places 21.8527 25.5356 9.5731 8.9468 18.52 21.3719 745 
477 AUTO SERVICES 14.8975 20.6888 2.0972 3.3626 5.4598 5.7411 192 
4X3 OTHER AMUSEMENTS 2.9124 4.6848 0.7032 0.9175 1.6208 1.7301 112 
4X8 Amusement And Recreation 3.1984 3.204 1.0805 1.2275 2.308 2.3936 110 
510 GOVT & OTHER 89.1973 93.7736 87.3141 -0.7289 86.5852 86.5898 3464 

Total 1122.439 1334.122 429.2403 249.0724 678.312 740.2873 22746 
Population = 563()O. 



regional economy. Finance, insurance and real estate contribute 169 million and other 
services contribute $140 million to the regional economy. Sectors of the economy that 
would generate most of their revenue from recreation include Retail Trade, Eating and 
Drinking, Hotels and Lodging Places, Amusement and Recreation and Other 
Amusements. These sectors account for 120 million, or 11 percent of the total economy. 

Current Visitation: Of the 76,000 visits to Jennings Randolph Lake, approximately 87 
percent are day users. The remaining 13 percent are either campers or other overnight 
visitors. Visits broken down by segments for residents versus non-residents, day versus 
overnight, and boating activity, are shown in Table E. Table E expresses visitation in 
the form of party visits. A party visit consists of an average 2.8 visitors for day use and 
3.2 visitors for overnight use per group or party. It is necessary to convert visitation to 
party visits because visitor spending profiles use party visits, rather than visits or visitors 
as inputs. The 76,000 visitor days equates to 26,804 party trips. 

Visitor Spending: Spending profiles were developed by WES fore each of these segments, 
as shown in Table C. This table shows the complete spending profiles by segment. 

Economic Impacts. During the 76,000 visits to Jennings Randolph Lake per year, 
approximately $1,500,000 is spent (see Table F). Annual spending is calculated by using 
the spending profiles in Table C with the visitation shown in Table E. This spending is 
responsible for about $850,000 in direct effects and $670,000 in induced effects. 
Spending by residents accounts for 57 percent of the economic activity. Since resident 
spending does not contribute to the economic impact ofthe area, the remaining 43 
percent, or $660,000, is the economic impact of visitor spending, as shown in Table G. 

The economic impact of $660,000 is the total value of resources used to supply those 
goods and services purchased. Therefore economic impacts can also be measured in the 
quantity of resources used instead of the value of these resources. Part of the $660,000 of 
value comes from the resource of labor. The amount of labor needed to supply the goods 
and services demanded is equal to 21 full time equivalent jobs. A full time job is a 
measurement of labor equivalent to 2,000 hours of labor. 

Various sectors of the economy are impacted differently by visitor spending. The largest 
portion of visitor expenditures is on food, lodging, and amusement, resulting in the 
greatest impacts to these sectors of the economy. The Eating and Drinking establishment 
sector receives the greatest impact, with a value of approximately $150,000. Hotel and 
Lodging and Amusement and Recreation sectors have impacts of $114,000 and $20,300. 
Two other sectors that appear to have measurable impacts are the Retail sector, with 
$110,000 in impacts and Other Services with impacts of $90,600. 

Economic Conditions - Proposed Plan 

Visitation: The proposed plan for Jennings Randolph Lake (as presented in Chapter 8) 
will increase the availability of recreation activities for the lake area. The plan includes 



6. FINAL RESULTS ESTIMATE OF PARTY VISITS BY 12 SEGMENTS 

Party Visits Percents 
Gp. Total Subgp. Gp. Total subgp. 

Local Residents 
Day Users 14,643 55% 

No Boat 10,309 38% 
Boat 4,334 16% 

Campers 1,663 6% 
No Boat 1,187 4% 
Boat 475 2% 

Other Overnight 537 2% 
No Boat 269 1% 
Boat 269 1% 

Non-residents 
Day Users 3,711 32% 

No Boat 7,073 26% 
Boat 1,638 6% 

Campers 713 3% 
No Boat 475 "9-

"" 0 

Boat 237 1% 
Other Overnight 537 2% 

No Boat 269 1% 
Boat 269 1% 

Total Party Visits 26,804 100% 100% 



· JRFNL_E $MM IYY3 Impact Report #906 
Su:nario JRFNL_EN: Total Effects 7/14/97 

Employee Property Total PoW Total Value Employment 

Industry Final Demanu TIO Comp Income Income Income Added (Number 

~MM$~ (MM$~ ~MM$~ ~MM$~ ~MM$~ ~MM$2 of Jobs2 

, 
AG, FOR & FISH 0.0071 0.0093 0.0017 0.0047 0.0062 0.0065 0.45 

37 MINING 0 0.0003 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0 

4X CONSTRUCTION 0 0.0286 0.0056 0.0045 0.0102 0.0104 0.3 

(,l) FOOD PROCESSING 0.0084 0.0101 0.0022 0.0025 0.0047 0.0049 0.11 

124 APPAREL 0.0066 0.0068 0.0019 0.0008 0.0027 0.0027 0.11 

133 MANUFACTURING 0.0053 0.0097 0.0023 0.0014 0.0036 0.004 0.13 

433 TRANSP. & COMMUNIC 0.0176 0.0306 0.0083 0.005 0.0134 0.0147 0.36 

443 OTHER SERVICES 0.0962 0.1113 0.0445 0.0252 0.0697 0.0719 2.65 

447 Wholesale Trade 0.0233 0.0263 0.013 0.0036 0.0167 0.0241 0.68 

44X RETAIL 0.1105 0.1113 0.0546 0.0193 0.0739 0.092 4.49 

454 Eating & Drinking 0.1501 0.1505 0.0527 0.0122 0.0649 0.0729 6.41 

456 F.I.R.E 0.0683 0.0821 0.0069 0.0322 0.039 0.052 0.41 

463 Hotels And Lodging Places 0.114 0.1151 0.0432 0.0403 0.0835 0.0963 3.36 

417 AUTO SERVICES 0.0219 0.0236 0.0025 0.0041 0.0068 0.0071 0.24 

4X3 OTHER AMUSEMENTS 0.0037 0.0052 0.0009 0.0011 0.0021 0.0022 0.13 

488 Amusement And Recreation 0.0201 0.0201 0.0068 0.0077 0.0145 0.Dl5 0.69 

510 GOVT & OTHER 0.0088 0.0113 0.0051 0.0021 0.0072 0.0072 0.22 

Total 0.6619 0.7522 0.2523 0.1668 0.4193 0.4841 20.74 

Change in Population = 51 



increasing the number of campsites and cabins 20, and other lodging by 100 rooms, picnic 
tables by 20, marina slips by 50. The annual visitation that corresponds 
with the proposed plan is projected to be 118,500 visitor days per year or 41,563 party 
trips 

The proposed plan will moderately increase the number oflodging available, excluding 
camping at Jennings Randolph Lake. It is assumed that the increase of 100 rooms at the 
lake will impact the "other overnight" users such that the current other overnight use will 
increase from 4 percent of non-camping users to 10 percent. Since the proposed plan 
does not impact any other user group in a way that would change their percentage of 
overall visitation, no other changes from the baseline condition will occur. (see Table H) 

Visitor Spending: Although the other overnight group of visitors is a small group by 
percentage of overall visitors, this group spends more money per party group than the 
other two groups. This group also has the highest percentage of non-resident recreation 
visitation and generates most of the economic impacts to the area. 

Economic Impacts - Proposed Plan The estimated increase to visitation expected with 
the proposed plan is 42,500 for a total of 118,500. This increase in visitation will result in 
an economic impact from both resident and non-resident sectors of approximately 
$3,500,000 (see Table I ~Total effects, Final Demand), an increase of $2,000,000 from 
the existing condition. However, non-resident spending is used to measure the overall 
impacts of visitor spending within the study area of Jennings Randolph Lake. This 
increase in visitation will result in non-resident spending impacts of$2,000,000. (see 
Table J - Non-Resident- Total Effects-Final Demand) Approximately 63 full-time 
equivalent jobs will be needed to supply the labor necessary to produce these goods and 
services Based on visitor spending patterns, the Hotel and Lodging" with impacts of 
$573,000, Eating and Drinking with impacts of $342,000, Retail Trade with impacts of 
$300,000 and Other services with impacts of $290,000 are the sectors that would be most 
affected by the proposed plan. These combined sectors would receive 75 percent of the 
annual $2,000,000 economic impacts in the area. 



6. FINAL RESULTS: ESTIMATE OF PARTY VISITS BY 12 SEGMENTS 

Party Visits Percents 
Gp. Total Subgp. Gp. Total Subgp. 

Local Residents 
Day Users 23,614 57% 

No Boat 15,184 37% 
Boat 8,430 20% 

Campers 2,580 6% 
No Boat 1,842 4% 
Boat 738 2% 

Other Overnight 840 2% 
No Boat 420 1% 
Boat 420 1% 

Non-residents 
Day Users 9,692 23% 
No Boat 8,432 20% 
Boat 1,260 3% 

Campers 1,476 4% 
No Boat 1,107 3% 
Boat 369 1% 

Other Overnight 3,361 8% 
No Boat 1,260 3% 
Boat 2,100 5% 

Total Party Visits 41,563 100% 100% 



· JRFNL_F $MM 1993 Impact Report #906 

Scenario JRFNL_FA: Total Effects 7/14/97 

Employee Property Total PoW Total Value Employment 

Industry Final Demand TIO Comp Income Income Income Added (Number 
(MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) of Jobs) 

AG, FOR & FISH 0.0501 0.06 0.0099 0.0291 0.039 0.0396 3.37 
37 MINING () roo 1 0.0015 0.0005 0.0003 0.0009 0.001 0.01 
4X CONSTRUCTION 0 0.1504 0.0298 0.0236 0.0535 0.0547 1.54 
69 FOOD PROCESSING 0.0465 0.0523 0.0114 0.0131 0.0246 0.0256 0.56 

124 APPAREL 0.031 0.032 0.0089 0.0038 0.0127 0.0129 0.54 
LB MANUFACTURING 0.0663 0.0884 0.0196 0.0107 0.0304 0.0316 1.19 
433 TRANSP. & COMMUNIC 0.1173 0.1882 0.0498 0.0286 0.0786 0.0855 2.13 
443 OTHER SERVICES 0.5096 0.5885 0.2347 0.1321 0.3668 0.3765 14.08 
447 Wholesale Trade 0.1371 0.151 0.0749 0.0209 0.0958 0.1385 3.9 
44X RETAIL 0.6771 0.6811 0.3326 0.1194 0.4517 0.5622 27.63 
454 Eating & Drinking 0.5001 0.5021 0.1759 0.0407 0.2166 0.2431 21.38 
456 F.I.R.E 0.3537 0.4239 0.0357 0.1663 0.2019 0.2682 2.12 
463 Hotels And Lodging Places 0.6937 0.6998 0.2623 0.2452 0.5075 0.5857 20.42 
477 AUTO SERVICES 0.0949 0.1043 0.0113 0.018 0.0295 0.0309 1.04 
4X3 OTHER AMUSEMENTS 0.0165 0.0239 0.0039 0.0051 0.0087 0.0095 0.6 
4XX Amusement And Recreation 0.142 0.1421 0.0479 0.0544 0.1023 0.1061 4.88 
5 I () GO V'T & OTHER 0.045 0.0587 0.0273 0.0106 0.0378 0.0378 1.16 

Total 3.481 3.9482 1.3364 0.9219 2.2583 2.6094 106.55 
Change in Population = 264 



· JRFNL_F $MM 1<)<)3 Impact Report #906 
SCl:nario JRFNL_FN: Total Effects 7/14/97 

Employee Property Total PoW Total Value Employment 
Industry Final Demand TIO Comp Income Income Income Added (Number 

(MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) (MM$) of Jobs) 

AG, FOR & FISH 0.0198 0.0258 0.0047 0.0127 0.0174 0.0177 1.25 

37 MINING 0.0001 0.0009 0.0003 0.0002 0.0005 0.0006 0.01 

48 CONSTRUCTION 0 0.0903 0.0179 0.0143 0.0321 0.0328 0.92 

69 FOOD PROCESSING 0.0208 0.0245 0.0053 0.0062 O.oI15 0.012 0.27 

124 APPAREL OJ'153 0.0159 0.0044 0.0019 0.0063 0.0064 0.27 

133 MANUFACTURING 0.0218 0.0341 0.0086 0.0046 0.013 0.0133 0.48 

433 TRANSP. & COMMUNIC 0.0558 0.094 0.0254 0.0153 0.0408 0.0443 1.07 

443 OTHER SERVICES 0.2896 0.3346 0.1357 0.0758 0.2113 0.2168 7.88 

447 Wholesale Trade 0.0612 0.0693 0.0344 0.0096 0.044 0.0636 1.79 

448 RETAIL 0.3007 0.303 0.1484 0.0528 0.2011 0.2505 12.21 

454 Eating & Drinking 0.3423 0.3434 0.1203 0.0279 0.1481 0.1662 14.62 

456 F.I.R.E 0.2079 0.2486 0.021 0.0973 0.1184 0.1573 1.25 

463 Hotels And Lodging Places 0.5735 0.5769 0.2163 0.2021 0.4184 0.4828 16.83 

477 AUTO SERVICES 0.0501 0.0552 0.006 0.0095 0.0155 0.0162 0.55 

4S3 OTHER AMUSEMENTS 0.0098 0.014 0.0022 0.0029 0.005 0.0054 0.34 

4SS Amusement And Recreation 0.0681 0.0681 0.023 0.0261 0.0491 0.0509 2.34 

510 GOVT & OTHER 0.0256 0.0335 0.0157 0.0059 0.0215 0.0216 0.67 

Total 2.0624 2.3321 0.7896 0.5651 1.354 1.5584 62.75 

Ch,mge in Population = 155 



// 

Site 
RWC Campground 
(General) 

Howell Run Boat Launch 

Peninsula A 
(new rec area) 

Hogback Ridge 
(new rec area) 

Element 
Outdoor Recreation Area (Volleyball, Tennis, 
Basketball, Horseshoe Pits, Miniature Golf) 
Recreation Center/Game Room 
Wading Pool 
Extend Sunset Trail 

Fishing Pier 
Canoe/kayak Launch (non-power boats) 
Fishing Access Points along Trail 
Path from Picnic Area to Shoreline 
Call boxIT, 

Area 
Water-Ski Slalom Course 
Jet Ski Slalom Course 
Boat Launch for non-power Boats and Jet Skis 
Canoe Trail alon2 WV shoreline (upstream) 
Trail from Boat Launch to Picnic Area 
Telephone/Call Box 
Potable Water 

Plan Selection Matrix 

Pubiicl 
Environmental Infrastructure Institutional 

Impacts Needs Support 

4 
3 
3 
4 
3 

4 
4 
5 
5 

5 
5 
2 
5 
4 
3 
3 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 
2 
5 
5 
4 
3 

2 
2 
1 
3 
2 

3 
1 
3 
3 

1 
1 
1 
2 
3 
5 
5 

Direct 
Economic 

Benefit 

o 
3 
4 
o 
4 

0 
3 

0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
1 

Sponsor 
Availability Operations 

3 3 
2 3 

1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
2 3 
3 3 
3 5 
3 3 

Raw Score 

18 
19 
19 
19 

18 
18 

13 
13 
10 
17 
18 
20 
18 

Upgrade Vault Toilets 3 3 5 1 3 3 18 
_~_.lwj';~'ffi!:jf,1jjm1li,!i;;;;;;'1!ji,\\ji; iii ;h mElil¥I*;~mtM1Mi'.·;f,;j'itt;;ll;;!l hf;;m;§jj;;Wj lliifUIi:;ln\'!;;;;;'·'···I~ii:;;;;'jtili;l;jl'41lj~, % ltaQ 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area/Boat Mooring 3 5 2 0 1 12 
Trail to Lake 4 5 2 0 1 13 
Picnic Areas alon2 Rt 46 4 4 3 0 1 13 
Observation Tower 2 3 1 0 8 
Parking Area at Trailhead 2 3 1 0 8 
Equestrian Trails 2 4 1 0 9 
Boat-to-Shore Picnic Area/Boat Mooring 3 5 2 0 12 
Swim Floating Pier/Mooring ArealWater Slide 5 5 3 0 15 
Shooting/Archery Range 1 0 1 5 5 13 

Weighted 
Score 

48 
50 
51 
52 
55 

51 
53 

51 
56 
58 
58 

31 
35 
38 
21 
21 
22 
31 
43 
43 



Site 

(new rec area) 
MD Boat Launch 

Element 
Campground 

Boat-to-Shore Camping Area/Boat Mooring 

Fishing Pier 
Campground 

i Cabins ........... . 
··········i M~diGfu:~ited 

Backwater Area (new rec a Boat-to-Shore Camping Area/Boat Mooring 
Barnum/Downstream Recreation Areas and Parking 

Foot Bridges across River 
Canoe Trail (downstream) 

Miscellaneous Water Taxi 
Hunting BlindslTree stands 

Plan Selection Matrix 

Publici Direct 
Environmental Infrastructure Institutional Economic 

Impacts Needs Support Benefit 
1 0 4 4 
1 0 5 4 

2 2 
5 5 4 0 
3 5 3 4 

<2 . 5 ·····•••.· .. ·· ••. ··~ .•• ··•·· ••. ··········/ .• 5 ·2 ··5· ····.3 ········.<.,·5 
3 3 2 3 
2 3 1 3 
4 5 3 0 
5 5 3 0 

4 3 1 4 
5 5 3 0 

2 

Sponsor 
Availability 

2 
2 

1 

1 
3 

Operations 
5 
5 

5 
5 

5 
5 
5 

5 
4 
5 

Raw Score 
16 
17 

Weighted 
Score 

55 
59 

51 
21 59 

13 
15 
18 
19 

18 
20 

Largest Value: 
Smallest Value: 
Average Value: 
Median Value: 

Std. Dev.: 

Low Priority: 

( 

44 
40 
43 
47 

53 
56 

87 
20 

52.3 
55 

13.7 

Below 60 
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