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Delaware Canal Vision Study Public Comments – Raw Format

Allen Black (DC21) Comment, Received 1/27/17 and Elissa Garofalo (D&L) Response, Received
1/30/17
AB:
Elissa ,
What a terrific moment for the Canal, for the D&L, and for DC 21. Congratulations all hands!
One small suggestion: Let's call it the 2016-17 idiom
Study. That way it will be fresher for a year longer.
Bravo, bravo! Allen
EG:
Good idea, Allen. I suggest the final release date be listed in the cover: March 2017

Robert McEwan Comments, Received 1/30/17
Dear Elissa,
Thank you for the very detailed work, which I saw via a recent email posting to our Historical Society. . it
is rather overwhelming so i am not sure where you are hope to get comments.
However
Under the top document (winter 2016) GOALS & possible partner opportunities:
1. You may consider working with each township along the canal to insert partnership type language
into that Township’s Comprehensive Plan document.
These plans are by state mandate updated every 10 years and reviewed for goals & actions every year
by each township’s supervisors.
2. Historic Goals and partner opportunities You may consider more outreach to every Historic Society of
each community/township/borough/etc. along the canal.
What are they doing to record and preserve the history?
What are they doing to educate their local population about the canal?
How can they best work with Canal 21.
The answers here for these volunteer organizations may be as simple as linking sites to your web site.
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For example the Solebury Township Historical Society does post some things about the Canal’s history,
especially recently a large section of oral histories.
The National Canal Museum in Easton may want to be linked with your efforts as well.
keep up the good work,
kind regards,
Robert McEwan

James Birdsall, PE Comments, Received on 2/24/17
Dear Elissa,
The comments provided herein are my comments as an individual and not to be considered as
comments from the D&L.
I am very pleased with the thoroughness of this study and the detailed nature of the recommendations.
I do have the following comments for the consultant and the sponsors to consider:
GOALS BY ELEMENT2- WATER:
page 102 Section 2.6 Stormwater
Partnership OpportunitiesAdd the following bullet:
Municipalities whose watersheds drain toward the canal should describe the operation of the canal in
any update of their Storm Water Plans. In many locations the canal receives and discharges stormwater
and "by operation" the canal is already a "storm water management facility". Municipalities should
recognize the critical role of the canal in providing environmental and recreational benefits. Municipal
stormwater management plans should provide a guide for storm water facility designs that will protect
the integrity and benefits of the canal and, where appropriate, provide a guide for designs that will
recognize the advantage of the canal as part of their storm water management system.
3-Structures:
page 109 Section 3.3 Towpath
Partnership OpportunitiesAdd the following:
Applicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
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owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost.
page 110 Section 3.4 River Walls/Canal Walls
Partnership Opportunitiesadd the following:
Applicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost. Bridges over the canal and
walls required for control of the river or for the support of public roads would not be included in the list
of authorized activities covered by this agreement.
Page 112 Section 3.6 Locks
Partnership OpportunitiesApplicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost.
Page 116 Section 3.9 Culverts
Partnership OpportunitiesApplicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost.
Page 117 Section 3.10 Waste Gates
Partnership OpportunitiesApplicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
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replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost.
Page 118 Section 3.11 Overflows
Partnership OpportunitiesApplicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost.
Page 119 Section 3.12 Stop Gates
Partnership OpportunitiesApplicable permitting agencies should enter into an Inter-agency Cooperative Agreement ( or
Memorandum of Agreement) to allow one agency overall permit jurisdiction for repairs and
replacements of the canal, the towpath, trail-heads, locks, culverts, waste gates, overflows, stop-gates
and other structures. Since the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is the
owner, they should be designated as solely responsible for designing, maintaining and building
improvements without the need to obtain a permit from many other governmental jurisdictions. This
permitting and construction option would reduce project timelines and cost.
End of Comments February 24th, 2017

Emma Diehl (PHMC/SHPO) Additional Comment, Received 2/28/17
In addition, we also wanted to point out that a connection or reference should be made to the layered
history of the canal, particularly its connection or tie in with the Rochambeau Historic Trail, but I’m not
sure where that would best fit in the narrative.

Valli Rothaus Aggregate Comments, Received 2/28/17
Elysia,
Let me introduce myself.......Artist, activist, taxpayer and resident
I am the little bird that tweeted to our politicians for the purchase of the Giving Pond.
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I am also the activist that protested the removal of the
historic earthen towpath replacing it with the unstable red grit. Had ya'll listened to the facts, t
axpayers coifers would be $20 million richer
and our historic canal and towpath would be in tack.
I am also a volunteer for the canal painting bridges, planting flowers and I get to clean up the trash
left by the tourist you bring......Not too happy about that.!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

I being an artist, am known for my vision. I have a front road seat experiencing
the end results of your actions. I watched as little kids and adults fall off the
path, I watched altercations between people on the
path, I watched people destroying public property, I watched the illegality of your actions and how
it jeopardizes the safety of the public.
I am also a reasonable person and am open to discussing the issues at
hand. What I bring forth is documented and recorded and am willing to
share and discuss alternatives.
I can be reached at 610-294-9854 or by e-mail.
I also have my property along the canal for sale if anyone is interested in capitalizing
on its location and scenic views.
Remember this.....Hoodlums engage in illegal activities, so do our officials and state
agencies??????A major violation of the public trust. A situation that needs to be
rectified!!
Regards,
Valli Rothaus
Preserve the Canal

Re: Giving Pond
Paving the Giving Pond path....It is a flood zone....There are natural ways to create a path other
than paving...One that will absorb water and also allow the continuity of the natural landscape.
Also, who destroyed the historic Mcgee/stover house at the Giving Pond. This
structure was protected...Historic Registar, etc.
Respect the historic nature of the area when constructing a path!!!
Valli Rothaus
Preserve the Canal
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RULE OF LAW
In a democracy we run by the rule of law....
#1.The access in Uhlerstown is illegal and dangerous, again you are pitting people into
traffic and they are not 4' from vehicles, supreme court rules that a traffic study needed to be
done Taxpayers $$$$ used for illegal activities. There are alternative ways. w/o bringing
reckless lawlessness to the community and endangering lives.
#2 Public places have rules..People feel they have the freedom to
do whatever they wish, they don't. A nuisance has been created.
#3 What to do about the loitering and trespassing on private property? Activities are illegal
#4 There are laws pertaining to noise pollution...John Q Public doesnot have the right to
scream and holler wherever they like on public land...How do you intend to control the
violation of the law?
#5 Drones..yes drones. this situation has occured..What is the policy in the park?
Valli Rothaus
Preserve the Canal

Public Safety Issue:
Although we are all on the same page
as we want our tourist to have an enjoyable experience. We want them to be safe, happy
and law abiding so I bring to your attention a few issues that need to be addressed!
Safety first..isn't that the goal? So I raise the issue of the fact that the multi use path along the
Delaware Canal does not meet standards for same. It is tooo narrow for the
use. due to this fact it is considered EXCEEDINGLY DANGEROUS.
Directing visitors to intersections with roadways is EXTREMELY DANGEROUS. So why is the vision
to do so? Using Pa tax dollars to send our tourists to NJ? There are alternatives to entertain the
public that doesn/t endanger their lives!!!
The sign posted...bicycles need to be 4' from automobiles yet your plan throws them into traffic
and violates that law!!
Can you explain your actions?
Valli Rothaus
Preserve the Canal

RESTORATIONS NEEDED
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#1. Wanted: Trees and soil to restore the destruction done by an encroachment
that has greatly impacted 360' of beautiful canal frontage. Habitats destroyed in a stragetic birding
and scenic location along the canal. Since this area is in a flood zone the removal of the
trees not only damaged the bank of the canal as they hold the soil but threatens the historic
village of Uhlerstown. One tree absorbs 250 gallons of water. Over 20 trees have been removed
not to mention protected fauna. The natural environment disrupted for human greed?
As stewards of the land, we need to preserve the past for future generations. This frontage is
part of the walk back in time and great nature w atching.
Please support the restoration of this historic area......Need trees....Treevitalization?
#2 Wanted: 1 truckload of rocks/stones to restore the babbling brook which was located under
the Uhlerstown Bridge and connects to the park area in town. With the canal being dry
so frequently it seems that the original stones have disappeared. This feature along the canal was
enjoyed by many canal visitors and the great blue heron.
#3 Restore the historic integrity and timeless natural earthen towpath for 1
mile. The red grit puddles and washed away creating a dangerous situation for
the bicycles. Uhlerstown
WAS the most historically intact canal village in the Eastern US. Bring the past into the future not
the other way around.
A true stroll into American history give back the Historic towpath!!!!!!!!!!!!
Valli Rothaus
Preserve the Canal

It's good to hear that the physical deteriotion of the canal
is being addressed. The root of the problem is home grown. The maintenance
department of the Delaware Canal lack an understanding on how to maintain a natural landscape
in a flood zone. You see its the berm and bank that hold the water in yet there is no maintenance
to deal with the erosion which occurs. It doesn't cost tons of
money, it just takes a sustainable approach that deals with the issue. The materials to do so are
available naturally at the park.
Other canals have planted their berms and banks with Myorium, a ground cover that needs no
maintenance but holds the soil. Along the Delaware Canal, mother nature has offered an assostment
of native plants that achieve the same objective plus add interest and beauty.
Presently, they mow the berm and neglect the bank leaving it bare especially in fall just ripe for
erosion. Soil is not replaced when washed away thus erosion sets in.
The fragile conditions in Pt. Pleasant is a result of years of improper maintenance of the landscape...the
natural landscape.
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The DCNR has lacked the understanding on how to maintain a natural landscape in a flood
zone. We need p rofessionals with knowledge!!! Not men with big machines that do damage!!
Valli Rothaus
Preserve the Canal

Nancy Sherlock Comment, Received 3/1/17
Elissa, hello and how are you doing? I wanted you to know that I read the study, (not overnight). It was
extremely comprehensive and so detailed. A wonderful job. I read all the southern communities. I will
need the rest of the year to complete it. Pictures were great also. I do have a question, where did you
get the stats for the income and the below poverty level? We have 50% of our students in school qualify
for free breakfast and lunch. I am surprised that Bristols average income is $20,000 less than
Morrisvilles. Thank you for all the hard work you and your staff did. I hope that the right people will
study this report and realize the work that needs to be done. When you mention partners in the
beginning, I realize it is the established entities that supported this project, but maybe a mention of the
towns along the way and the residents that participated? Just a thought.
Warm Regards,
Nancy Sherlock
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AMC Letter, Received 2/13/17

.............................................................................................................
February 13, 2017
Elissa Garafalo, Executive Director
Delaware & Lehigh National Heritage Corridor
2750 Hugh Moore Park Road
Easton, PA 18042
Re:

Comments on Delaware Canal Vision Study 2016 – Final Draft

Dear Ms. Garafalo,
Thank you for leading the development of the Delaware Canal Vision Study 2016 that helps chart a shared path toward a
sustainable Delaware Canal. The Appalachian Mountain Club (AMC) has reviewed the Final Draft of the Vision Study and
welcomes the approach of creating an “ideas document” rather than a technical report. We wish to support and partner on
projects that advance shared goals for the Delaware Canal and the related resources identified in the study.
A majority of the D&L Trail and access improvement projects discussed in the Vision Study are important to AMC and our
members who frequently use this important recreation resource. In addition trail and park improvement projects, AMC
supports the community enhancements broadly discussed in the study through projects that provide improved recreational
amenities within river towns and other developed areas, such as new bike racks, signage and access points.
Of particular interest, AMC supports a continued conversation about the Lehigh River dam modification project in the City
of Easton. This project would create new opportunities for residents and visitors to connect with the river corridor, build a
safe and accessible opportunity for river-based recreation, and improve shoreline access and enjoyment. AMC is willing to
play an involved and supportive role in continuing a dialogue around this concept.
Additionally, although not specifically mentioned in the Vision Study, AMC is working on a related project in Bucks County
open space in Bridgeton Township. The project will provide a trail connection from Delaware Canal State Park, the D&L
Trail and the Delaware River Water Trail to the proposed Pennsylvania Highlands Trail Network in Ringing Rocks County
Park and eventually to Nockamixon State Park. If AMC is successful in developing a new trail and river access in
Bridgeton, it may advance other plan components that currently lack trail and river access.
AMC looks forward to continuing to work with the Delaware & Lehigh National Heritage Corridor to support these and
similar projects along the Delaware River and the Highlands Region. Again, we applaud you for undertaking this study
and publishing a final draft that provides an exciting look at the opportunities related to the long-term sustainability of the
Delaware Canal. Should you have any questions or wish to discuss the Vision Study or other projects, please do not
hesitate to contact me at 610-868-6906.
Sincerely,

Patricia McCloskey, AICP
Mid-Atlantic Recreation Planner

Main Headquarters: 5 Joy Street • Boston, MA 02108-1490 • 617-523-0636 • outdoors.org
Regional Headquarters: Pinkham Notch Visitor Center • 361 Route 16 • Gorham, NH 03581-0298 • 603 466-2721
Additional Offices: Bretton Woods, NH • Greenville, ME • Portland, ME • New York, NY • Bethlehem, PA
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NPS Letter, Received 2/24/17

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Northeast Region
United States Custom House
200 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106
IN REPLY REFER TO:

L6015 (NERO/NRS-NWSR)

February 24, 2017

Ms. Elissa Marsden Thorne, Executive Director
Delaware & Lehigh Canal National Heritage Corridor
275 Freehold Englishtown Rd.
Englishtown, NJ 07726 - 8813

Re:

Final Draft Delaware Canal Vision Study

Dear Ms. Thorne:
Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the workshops that provided input into the development of the final draft
Delaware Canal Vision Study referenced above.
The Delaware Canal is located along the mainstem of the Lower Delaware, designated a National Wild & Scenic River
(P.L. 106-418). The canal is identified in the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic Study Report as contributing to
the Delaware River’s Outstandingly Remarkable Values. National wild and scenic rivers are protected by Section 7(a)
of the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act. Pursuant to Section 7(a): "no department or agency of the United States shall assist by
loan, grant, license, or otherwise in the construction of any water resources project that would have a direct and adverse
effect on the values for which such river was established."
The National Park Service considers water resource projects to include dams, diversion projects, bridge and roadway
projects involving construction in the bed or on the banks of the river, bank stabilization projects, fisheries habitat and
watershed restoration or enhancement projects, and activities that require a section 404 permit from the Army Corps of
Engineers.
In addition, the Delaware Canal is a National Historic Landmark. National Historic Landmarks (NHLs) are nationally
significant historic places designated by the Secretary of the Interior because they possess exceptional value or quality in
illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United States. The Delaware Canal is one of just over 2,500 historic places
that bear this national distinction. The National Park Service administers the National Historic Landmarks program,
guiding the nomination process and providing assistance to existing Landmarks. NPS should be consulted in any
inventorying, assessment, and treatment approach for canal-related resources.
Because of the NPS role in administering and protecting natural and cultural resources along the Delaware River, we
feel it is important for us to comment on the final draft Delaware Canal Vision Study. NPS general comments are
below, followed by comments specific to individual sections of the draft document.
Thank you for providing the National Park Service with the opportunity to comment on the final draft. If you have any
questions relating to these comments, please call me at (215) 597-6473.
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Sincerely,

Julie Bell
Project Manager, Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
Cc: Jamie Fosburgh, Acting Program Manager, NPS Northeast Region - Partnership Wild & Scenic Rivers
Bonnie Halda, Chief of Preservation Assistance, NPS Northeast Region
Draft Delaware Canal Vision Study - National Park Service Comments
Submitted to Delaware & Lehigh National Heritage Corridor 2-24-17
General
The story maps on pages 7,8, and 9 are most effective and powerful in expressing public sentiments, significance and personal
attachments to the Delaware Canal’s special places. It’s also wonderful to have the timeline and history for the Delaware Canal
laid out visually in such detail.
There is a need to introduce the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River, the Delaware Canal as an essential Wild & Scenic
River resource (and National Historic Landmark), and the NPS administrative and technical assistance role earlier in the
document. The first reference to Wild & Scenic Rivers does not appear until page 111, and there is no explanation accompanying
the reference.
Although individual sections under “Elements” addressed the conservation and preservation of historic structures, historic
preservation issues seemed to be addressed in a piecemeal fashion. For instance, there were references to an historic resources
inventory and update to the National Register nomination being conducted by PennDOT and a separate project under the
auspices of PA DCNR and the CAC to identify the canal’s “character defining features.” The ongoing elimination of historic canalrelated structures through neglect or actively through poorly conceived projects should be addressed holistically. We need to
know first off, what we have remaining in the way of historic canal-related structures (an inventory), their condition and their
significance; and then, once we know what we have, we can discuss “character defining features” that contribute significantly to
the canal’s historic integrity. We also need to know what percentage of these remaining features represent the original canal
features; and then we need a methodology to determine at what point the loss of the character defining features would result in
diminishment or even irreparable harm to the resource and potentially loss of its NHL/NRHP designation. The next phase of such
a process would be to develop recommendations on prioritizing preservation, repairs, rehabilitation, reconstruction or
replacement. As administrator of the National Historic Landmarks program, National Park Service should be identified as a
partner in such an inventorying and assessment process, and it should be conducted with all of the partners together and phased
as necessary. Individual groups should not be conducting their own inventorying and assessment processes separately from one
another.
On a related matter (See page 116), there needs to be adequate justification for why a complete replacement of an historic
structure is needed, and rehabilitation should be seriously considered as a potential option. See comment above regarding the
need for an inventory and assessment of the canal and all related historic structures, a determination as to which are critical to
the historic integrity of the NHL, and guidance on treatments and prioritizing repairs, rehabilitations, or reconstructions.
The following comment relates to several sections, including parking on page 132: There are probably many more options for
parking and restrooms than are noted in the document. Bowman’s Hill includes free parking and restrooms and a portapotty.
Various municipalities have free parking areas and restrooms at local parks, such as Lookout Park and Brownsburg Park along
River Road near Brownsburg (although the restrooms are only open seasonally from May 1 to October 1), which is located within
1,000 feet of the canal. Also, do not forget about the New Jersey side of the Delaware River and please include visitor facilities
along Route 29 such as the restrooms and parking area adjacent to the Route 1 bridge within Delaware & Raritan Canal State
Park (right across the river from Washington Crossing Historical Park). Many of New Jersey’s basic services are within 1,000 feet
of the Delaware Canal and accessible by Delaware River bridges. Please consider whether it is necessary to have all of the basic
visitor services on the Pennsylvania side of the Delaware River, or whether it is more a question of making the existing services
and facilities more visible to the public.
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Under “Partnership Opportunities” on page 148, please be aware that Delaware River Greenway Partnership completed a review
of municipal ordinances in 2006 that was updated in 2014 by NPS as part of a program review for the Lower Delaware National
Wild & Scenic River. The review considered historic district zoning. This review can be used as a starting point for more in-depth
consideration of the effectiveness of the zoning in protecting historic resources, and NPS would be willing to share it with PA
DCNR and other partners.

I found the extensive instructions for how to use the document very confusing – Perhaps some simplification of the instructions
and the document design may be in order. However, at the same time, the graphics are visually very appealing.
Although I chose to concentrate on the document’s content and organization, there are typos and mistakes on just about every
page. You will want to check every paragraph on every page carefully, and perhaps enlist the service of one or more volunteer
proofreaders.
There are some minor inconsistencies in the information presented. For instance, the section summary maps on pages 8 and 9
do not include the locations of the three July meetings, but the map on page 7 does include the locations of the August meetings.
The plan view maps running along the bottom of the pages are inconsistent as to whether or not they identify the specific town
or borough with a red circle. Some maps do and some do not identify the locations for the areas of opportunity being examined.
For example, Bristol Borough is circled in red on the page 16 map, but Bristol Township (crossing at Green Lane) is not circled in
red on the map at the bottom of page 24.
It would be useful to link the Partnership Opportunities to the Elements (included under Elements section), so that one doesn’t
have to flip back and forth between these sections, or perhaps include links in the document so you can click on the opportunity
and it will take you back to the corresponding element. It would also make the document more user friendly if the specific
opportunity is linked to the map at the beginning of each section – For example, opportunity sites 1-6 on the Bristol Borough
map should use those numbers to identify the more detailed description of the specific opportunity. Only then should you apply
the milepost number. Currently part of the confusion is due to the milepost number not being the number indicated on the
overview map. Just as an example, for page 16 you have an aerial map that indicates a number for each of the sites discussed in
that section. If you look at site #2-Mill Street obstruction-and then go to page 19 where this obstruction is discussed, you see
that the number at the beginning of the section is MP 0.4, not #2 as indicated on the overview map for Bristol.
Each aereal view map for each town (the first page for a specific town’s opportunities section) should highlight the canal and
towpath trail sections boldly (perhaps in a bright color), so that they can be seen in relation to other map features such as roads
and better orient the document user.
Pages 51, 65, and other references to backup pumps and new pumps: Please note that any new withdrawals from the Delaware
River would need to be closely coordinated with Delaware River Basin Commission, which has approval authority for reallocations of water in the Delaware Basin, and with NPS, due to the potential for impacts to the Lower Delaware National Wild &
Scenic River.
Hydropower (p. 106): It is very important to note that the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission has jurisdiction over small,
non-federal hydroelectric projects. In addition, one of the challenges of considering hydropower is that existing law prohibits
the FERC from issuing a license or exemption for projects within certain federal lands. The FERC cannot consider sites located
on or within the boundaries of National Wild & Scenic Rivers. (See additional comments on page 4 & 5 of this document.)
Opportunities Section/Section 2-Details (Starts page 15)
Falls section (p. 28): This section mentions Pennsbury Manor but does not show it on the aereal. Any resource mentioned in the
text should be identified on the map.
Falls section (p. 31): Please show the canal and towpath trail, and the location of the pipeline, on the aereal.
Morrisville (p. 33-38): NPS would like to see the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail (W3R NHT)
recognized in this section and in the sections on Tullytown and Bristol. The W3R NHT crosses over from Trenton, NJ to
Morrisville, PA; starts on the PA side at the Delmorr Avenue South intersection with East Philadelphia Avenue; heads south on
West Philadelphia Avenue, which becomes old Route 13; then onto Tyburn Road; and then onto Old Bristol Pike/Route 13; then
right onto Mill Creek Road; and then past the Bristol Bypass, turning left onto Fallsington-Tullytown Road, which eventually
merges into PA SR-13. The NHT then takes a series of twists and turns on local roads. Today’s route forces you to turn around
and head back southwest down Main Street to Old Bristol Pike, which becomes North Radcliffe Street, and continue on Radcliffe
12
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into Bristol, where the road runs on the embankment looking over the Delaware River until you are forced right onto Market
Street. Mill Street, which is the ancient route of the Revolutionary War troops, is one block farther south.
The NHT parallels or crosses the Delaware Canal at various points from Morrisville to Bristol, the southern terminus of the
Delaware Canal. There may be opportunities for PA DCNR to work with NPS and the D&L NHC to sign and interpret the route and
make trail improvements in this area.
P. 37: MP 97 Access-Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge – Is the bridge being considered for replacement historic? Will there be Section
106 related compliance issues?
Yardley (p. 41): Same questions as indicated above for the Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge. What is the age of the Brock Creek
Aqueduct and is it considered historic? Is it canal related?
Upper Makefield section (p. 46-48): Since Washington Crossing Historical Park is an NHL, wouldn’t NPS be a potential partner?
Solebury section (p. 55): Paunacussing Creek should be identified as a designated tributary to the Lower Delaware National Wild
& Scenic River. As such, any proposed modifications to the aqueduct affecting the creek or its banks would likely require a
federal permit, which would trigger review of the project by NPS under the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287; Public

Law 90-542 (October 2, 1968) and amendments thereto).

New Hope section (p. 59): See above comment. Any project proposed to impact the Delaware River or its banks could trigger
the federal permitting process, in which case NPS would review the project under the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act. Delaware River
Basin Commission has review and approval authority for water withdrawals in the Delaware Basin. Perhaps NPS and DRBC could
be listed as potential partners to help assess the feasibility, potential environmental impacts, and the legal requirements for the
project.
New Hope section (p. 61): As Odette’s is an NHL, NPS should be listed as a partner. Bill Bolger is the NPS NHL Coordinator and
can be reached at 215-597-1649. Since he will be retiring from that position in the near future, you may also contact Bonnie
Halda, Chief of Preservation Assistance for NPS Northeast Region, at 215-597-5028.
Tinicum section (p.68): Is the Tinicum aqueduct historic? Would there be Section 106 or other related historic preservation
issues if the aqueduct were to be replaced? Please note that Tinicum Creek is a designated tributary of the Lower Delaware
National Wild & Scenic River. As such, any proposed modifications to or replacement of the aqueduct affecting the creek or its
banks would likely require a federal permit, which would trigger review of the project by NPS under the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act.
Easton section (p. 84): Although the Lehigh River is not itself designated as part of the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic
River, the proximity of the dam to the Delaware River and the dam’s ecological and water quality and quantity impacts to the
river would necessitate NPS involvement along with the US Army Corps of Engineers. The dam is located within the ¼-mile Wild
& Scenic River boundary and therefore any water resource projects requiring a federal permit could potentially trigger NPS
review and approval. In addition, NPS has expertise related to hydropower and FERC relicensing projects that could be applied to
addressing ecological and recreational issues as part of modifications to the Lehigh Dam.
Elements: Safety
Operations (p. 89) and Watering (p. 90): NJ Water Supply Authority and the Delaware and Raritan Canal Commission should be
included as potential partners, since they are experts on the requirements for maintaining a watered canal! Also, it is important
to address the role of DRBC in managing Delaware River water allocations.
Flooding (p. 91): Last sentence under 3rd paragraph of “Challenges” should note that at least 21 miles of the Delaware Canal are
directly exposed to the Delaware River.
Elements: Water
P. 97-106: There needs to be a discussion of the NPS role under the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act and how that affects canal projects
that are related to water withdrawals from the Delaware River. NPS is also a potential partner that can contribute funding and
technical assistance to Delaware Canal projects. NJ Water Supply Authority and Delaware & Raritan Canal Commission should
be cited as potential partners.
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Hydropower (p. 106): Important: Please note that the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission has jurisdiction over small, nonfederal hydroelectric projects. In addition, one of the challenges of considering hydropower is that existing law prohibits the
FERC from issuing a license or exemption for projects within certain federal lands. The FERC cannot consider sites located on
or within the boundaries of National Wild & Scenic Rivers. The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, (16 U.S.C. §§ 1271-1287), states that
the Commission cannot approve a hydropower project that:
•

Is "on or affecting" a designated wild and scenic river,

•

Has a direct or adverse effect on the values for which the river was designated, or

•

Contains developments below or above a designated river area, "or on any stream tributary thereto," which will "invade
the area or unreasonably diminish the scenic, recreation, and fish and wildlife values present in the area [as of] October
2, 1968" (the date of enactment).

To help determine if your project would be affected by the provisions in the Wild and Scenic River Act, you may contact the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Council at http://www.rivers.gov .
Elements: Structures
P. 107: Please add the status of the Delaware Canal as a cultural resource “outstandingly remarkable value” for the Lower
Delaware National Wild & Scenic River. These “ORVs” are not permitted to be adversely affected by federally funded or federally
licensed or permitted projects.
Dams (p. 108): Paragraph three is redundant with paragraph five. It should be noted that the Lehigh and New Hope-Lambertville
dams pre-date the designation of the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River. The Wild & Scenic Rivers Act prohibits the
construction of dams on Wild & Scenic Rivers, since the primary tenet of the Act is that rivers be “free-flowing”; however, the
presence of smaller, low-head dams have not always precluded the designation of a river into the National Wild & Scenic Rivers
System. NPS should be included as a potential partner for the two dam studies because of its role managing the Lower Delaware
National Wild & Scenic River and because of its technical expertise in dam removal and modification projects.
Towpath (p. 110): Fourth paragraph - Gabions and concrete walls have been shown as ineffective over time in preventing flood
and erosion damage – They are at best a temporary fix. Other options such as bioengineering should not be precluded from
consideration. Seventh paragraph – “An upgraded, hidden structural backbone beneath the towpath should be installed
incrementally with each breach repair.” This piecemeal approach could result in a shift of floodwaters and stormwater
downstream or upstream to more vulnerable sections of the towpath and canal, eroding and breaching those sections and
causing additional damage.
River Walls/Canal Walls (p. 111): It appears that this section is the first time that Wild & Scenic Rivers is introduced (at the end of
the second paragraph under “Partnership Opportunities”); however, there is no explanation as to what it is, why it is mentioned,
and how it relates to decisions about treatment of historic resources. There is a need to introduce the Lower Delaware National
Wild & Scenic River, the Delaware Canal as a Wild & Scenic River resource, and the NPS administrative and technical assistance
role earlier in the document. Regarding historic preservation issues, see the NPS comments on page one under the “General”
heading.
Roadway Walls (p. 112): This section appears to give more weight to preserving/maintaining the roadway walls than preserving
the canal walls (p. 111). Under p. 112 “Partnership Opportunities” (first bullet): “These stone walls warrants special proactive
conservation by PennDOT and partners – and must not be left to deteriorate beyond repair.” 2nd and 3rd bullets: “Important
scenic locations and cultural resources such as stone walls require partnership approaches where various jurisdictions overlap
between DCNR, PennDOT, PHMC and both counties – to ensure that the character-defining features and materials that represent
the historic fabric of the Delaware Canal cultural landscape are recognized and properly treated.” “Local partners can assist DCNR
and PennDOT by providing professional mason recommendations for conserving historic stone structures. These supplemental
consulting services are valuable during project planning and programming as well as during construction
phases.” Shouldn’t the canal walls (p. 111) warrant just as much if not more careful consideration and treatment? Instead, it is
presumed that “An alternative to installing the structural spines at river wall / canal wall locations is to build a new structural
concrete wall. Visually, the original structural stone materials should be reinstalled on the new wall structure as a historically
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appropriate façade material.“ Also, “Periodic failures of the historic river walls / canal walls and the towpaths behind them must
be anticipated,” so in other words there would not be the same proactive conservation as in the case of the roadway walls?

Locks (p. 113): Paragraph 6, first sentence – In the long-term, concrete is not as effective structurally as properly laid stone,
although it is somewhat less expensive. The stone construction has lasted more than 150 years in many locations, and it is
doubtful the concrete will last 50 years if that. In addition, although there have been advances in stone on concrete technology,
the stone veneer that is usually used over concrete has structural issues and aesthetically does not create the same visual effect
as the original masonry. Since the NHL nomination recognizes the stonework specifically as one of the “character defining
features” contributing to the canal’s historic integrity, every effort should be made to maintain the existing historic masonry.
Bridges (p. 114): The last sentence of paragraph four seems incomplete.
Locktenders Houses (p. 121): Please spell out the acronym “LCNC.” Although there is a section identifying acronyms used in the
document, LCNC is rarely used and therefore one has to flip back to the beginning of the document to find out what it means. In
this instance, it would be better to just spell it out.
Elements: Access
Portals (p. 123): Wouldn’t New Hope / Lambertville be considered a portal, due to the proximity to a major west-east route
(Route 202) accessing both River Roads (PA SR 32 and NJ SR 29), and also access to many area amenities?
P. 124 (3rd paragraph) – Please note that the crossing over the Delaware River between Trenton, NJ and Morrisville, PA also
includes the nine-state Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail.
Pedestrian and Bicycle (p. 129): 2nd sentence of first paragraph – This sentence is probably not what you intended. “…towpath
especially suited to recreation trail uses of all ages, including horseback riding…” should probably read “…especially suited to
recreational trail uses of all types, including horseback riding…”
Elements: Services
Information (p. 139): It is not clear which entity would create and maintain a central clearinghouse site for the Delaware Canal
on the web. Which are the “strategic partners” who would be included in developing a web-based information directory? Or is it
assumed PA DCNR would develop and/or maintain the clearinghouse? Is the clearinghouse and information directory one and
the same product?
Visitor Centers (p. 142): Look at opportunities for privately run visitor centers such as Independence Visitor Center in Philadelphia
– Why should management and operations of the visitor centers be exclusively the Commonwealth’s responsibility? Consider
partnerships with the private and non-profit sectors.
Elements: Historic
Historic (p. 144): Because the Delaware Canal is an NHL, the NPS should be a key partner in vetting the list of “character defining
features” and considering the implications for preservation. Also, there should be some discussion of the Wild & Scenic Rivers
Act and the NPS role under Section 7(a) of the Act in reviewing water resources projects associated with federal permits. It
should be noted that the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River was designated, in part, due to cultural resource
“Outstandingly Remarkable Values,” of which the Delaware Canal is one.
National Register of Historic Places (p. 145): See NPS general comments on page 1 concerning the holistic consideration of
historic resources. NPS is very concerned that PennDOT is undertaking an inventory of historic resources separately from the
CAC’s efforts to identify character defining features, and that neither effort appears to coordinate NRHP and NHL issues. We are
also concerned about a state agency taking the lead in this effort whose mission is not focused on historic preservation, but on
building and maintaining roads, bridges, culverts and other highway-related infrastructure under its jurisdiction. Most of the
canal-related resources are not within PennDOT’s jurisdiction.
P. 146: Please note the conflicting ideas within this section. (3rd paragraph) – “The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties provide four distinct approaches to the treatment of historic properties: preservation,
rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction – in a descending order of preference. Restoration and rehabilitation are the likely
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treatments used for most Delaware Canal projects. Daylighting filled-in sections of the prism is one example that would likely be
considered reconstruction.” It’s not clear if this paragraph describes the current approach to treatment of canal resources by
default or intention, or a decision has been made regarding future treatment of canal resources.
National Historic Landmark (p. 147): Under “Partnership Opportunities” – How does the draft list of character defining features
from the Vision Study partners relate to PennDOT’s National Historic Register documentation process (p. 146) or does it?
Shouldn’t the two projects be coordinated with NPS before any changes are proposed for the NRHP or NHL nomination? See
NPS general comments on page 1. It doesn’t appear that NPS is represented in either project, and it seems that NPS advice and
concurrence should be solicited for both.
Local Historic Districts (p. 148): The following towns on the list also contribute to the cultural resource ORV (Outstandingly
Remarkable Value) for the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River: Brownsburg, New Hope, Phillips’ Mill, Centre Bridge
(note correct spelling!), Lumberville, Point Pleasant, and Uhlerstown. Under “Challenges,” please note that, aside from the
requirements of Section 106, there may be other federal permitting requirements that trigger NPS involvement in project review,
and that project review can encompass not just environmental impacts but also impacts to cultural resource ORVs. Under
“Partnership Opportunities,” please be aware that Delaware River Greenway Partnership completed a review of municipal
ordinances in 2006 that was updated in 2014 by NPS as part of a program review for the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic
River. The review considered historic district zoning. This review can be used as a starting point for more in-depth consideration,
and NPS would be willing to share it with PA DCNR and other partners. Delaware River Greenway Partnership could be a very
helpful partner in this process.
Cultural Landscape (p. 149): Please replace the 2nd paragraph, as it is not correct. The cultural landscape approach for evaluating
historic resources did not originate with NPS or with Delaware Water Gap NRA, although NPS perhaps refined the process.
Delaware Water Gap actually has many relatively intact cultural landscapes. Cultural landscapes are evaluated as to their degree
of integrity, just as are other historic resources – They are not used as a catch-all for resources that lack integrity. If it is
determined that the cultural landscape has a high degree of integrity, it may be listed in the NRHP as an historic site or historic
district, or it may be included as a contributing feature of a larger district. 2nd paragraph under “Partnership Opportunities” –
NPS refers to this process as a “Visual Resource Assessment” rather than a “Visual Values Survey” and it is similar to identifying
character defining features for the NRHP/NHL. Under “Challenges” (1st paragraph, last sentence), please note that a cultural
landscape assessment may lead to inclusions of new resources as part of an update to the NRHP or NHL nomination, as indicated
above.
Conservation Options (p. 150): Under “Challenges” (1st sentence), please note that the loss of canal features is not only a result of
PA DCNR actions, but also those of other state agencies.
Education (p. 151): Another “Partnership Opportunity” could be to work with Delaware River Greenway Partnership, whose focus
is on education related to Delaware River resources. They have conducted various speakers’ programs in the past and they have
been involved with the Delaware River Sojourn, another opportunity for an education partnership to highlight the canal’s history
and significance.
Elements: Civic
Park-Community Integration (p. 153): 3rd sentence under “Context” – You probably intended to say “Many developments use
proximity to the Delaware Canal as a marketing tool.” The next sentence should state: “Many commercial establishments are
oriented to and feature the nearby Delaware Canal.”
Economic Development (p. 154): Under “Partnership Opportunities” there should be a discussion of the Delaware & Raritan
Canal and partnerships that have developed for the Route 29 Scenic Byway as a potential business model for the Delaware Canal
(even if the Scenic Byway designation itself is not proposed). There is no reason that both the Delaware and Delaware & Raritan
canals and their respective scenic roads can not be marketed and promoted together. Both are also Outstandingly Remarkable
cultural resource values for the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River.
Transportation (p. 155): It should be noted that PA Routes 611 and 32 are identified as resources that contribute to the
Outstanding Remarkable Values of the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River in the “Scenic” category.
National Heritage Area/Wild & Scenic River (p. 156): There is no reference to the Delaware & Lehigh as a National Heritage
Corridor in this section, even though “National Heritage Area” is referenced in the title. This section is all about Wild & Scenic
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Rivers. Either National Heritage Area should be dropped from the section title or some additional information and context
should be provided related to the Delaware & Lehigh as a National Heritage Corridor.
Please explain that NPS has review and approval authority for projects in/along the Delaware River that are part of a federal
permitting or funding process, or where there is other federal involvement. This authority stems from Section 7(a) of the Wild &
Scenic Rivers Act. In addition, under Section 10(a) of the Act, NPS can review projects and provide input on other projects that
are not federally permitted but may potentially impact Wild & Scenic resources within the designation boundary. The Act also
permits NPS to provide technical assistance and funding under Section 11(b)(1): The Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of
Agriculture, or the head of any other Federal agency, shall assist, advise, and cooperate with States or their political subdivisions,
landowners, private organizations, or individuals to plan, protect, and manage river resources. Such assistance, advice and
cooperation may be through written agreements or otherwise. This authority applies within or outside a federally administered
area and applies to rivers which are components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System and to other rivers.
The first sentence is incorrect. It should be re-stated as follows: “The federal Wild & Scenic Rivers system is administered by four
agencies, including the National Park Service, through the US Department of the Interior.”
3rd sentence: Please note that the “recreational” classification has nothing to do with the river’s resource values, but is only
related to the level of development on/along the river at the time of designation. People often mistakenly assume the
recreational classification indicates that recreational significance was the primary reason for Wild & Scenic designation. Actually,
the Lower Delaware’s Outstandingly Remarkable Values include Cultural/Historic, Recreational, Geologic, Scenic, and Ecological.
A Wild & Scenic River can be classified as “recreational” and have no outstanding recreational values!
4th sentence: It’s better to re-state this sentence as: “The designation terminates in the North, just below the boundary between
Harmony and White townships in New Jersey, and extends south to Washington Crossing, paralleling the Delaware Canal south
of Easton.” Also combine sentences four and five like so: “Three segments of the Delaware River are not included in the
designation either because of pre-existing industrial uses or because municipalities on opposite sides of the river did not adopt
the original designation.” The last sentence under “Context” should state: “The Delaware Canal and three of the tributaries that
flow under it…”
Elements: Environment
Habitat (p. 158): First paragraph under “Context” refers to red-bellied turtles but does not include any additional information
about their significance. Please include their Latin (Pseudemys rubriventris) and appropriate common name (northern or
American red-bellied turtle) and indicate their status as being federally listed as endangered. This species is also identified as
contributing to the ecological value of the Lower Delaware National Wild & Scenic River.
2nd paragraph under “Challenges” – It should be noted that stocking non-native fish in/near rivers is considered controversial in
some geographic areas and by some wildlife management agencies. Fish stocking should be carefully considered or reconsidered as to its ecological impacts to the Delaware River and the actual economic and recreational benefits should be
identified.
Last sentence: Removal and/or relocation of an endangered species should never be undertaken by volunteers without the
direction and approval of the appropriate wildlife authorities, in this case US Fish and Wildlife Service and Pennsylvania Fish and
Boat Commission.
Vegetation (p. 159): Last sentence of “Challenges” – NPS would suggest taking another look at the grass vegetation and not
dismissing the native species. Native warm season grasses mixed with certain cover species have been shown to be tolerant of
erosion, and some native species are tolerant of seasonal inundation.
Administrative: Physical Plant
Page 161, 1.1 Inspections: Who maintains or will maintain the GIS database developed during the Vision Study, mentioned under
“Inspections” (3rd paragraph)?
Administrative: Management
Page 164, 3.5 Compliance: “NPS - National Register of Historic Places regulations,
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Wild & Scenic River Program regulations” – Technically, these aren’t regulatory programs. We suggest substituting
“requirements” for “regulations.” ACOE’s federal permitting is considered regulatory. NPS works through the ACOE and other
federal agencies – Wild & Scenic Rivers does not in itself include a promulgated set of regulations, just general guidance.
Administrative: Planning
Page 165, 4.2 Strategic: Does the definition of “strategic” include planning for recreational use and preservation?
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American Rivers Letter, Received 2/28/17

February 28, 2017

Ms. Elissa Garofalo
Delaware & Lehigh National Heritage Corridor, Inc.
2750 Hugh Moore Park Road
Easton, PA 18042

Re: Comments in response to the Delaware Canal Vision Study 2016
Dear Ms. Garofalo,
American Rivers commends your effort to identify opportunities for the future
stewardship of the Delaware Canal and is grateful for the opportunity to provide
comments on the Delaware Canal Vision Study 2016. Our primary interest is ensuring
balance between the future stewardship of the canal and the natural resources of the
Lehigh River.
American Rivers was founded in 1973 to protect and restore our nation’s rivers. We have
worked to designate 12,000 miles of rivers across the country as “Wild and Scenic,”
safeguarded public health by helping eliminate sewage pollution in waterways, restored
habitat for fish and wildlife, provided scientific and legislative expertise on behalf of
rivers and clean water, and delivered advocacy leadership to the nation’s growing river
conservation movement.
We strongly encourage the expansion of the environmental and safety goals listed on
pages 10 and 11 to include the lower Lehigh River. Specifically, we would like to see
future canal visioning and planning exercises objectively account for the negative
impacts of the Easton Dam (AKA Lehigh River Dam) on public safety, river ecology, and
fisheries. Because of the dam’s role in providing water to the northern end of the canal, it
is logical to expand these goals to ensure that selected approaches fully integrate
stewardship of the connected natural and cultural resources provided by the river and
canal.
We recognize that a watered canal has greater socio-economic value and agree that “the
issue of migratory fish habitat in the Delaware Valley is very important and needs to be
solved in a way that does not result in de-watering of the Delaware Canal” (page 108).
Yet, we are also aware of the challenges associated with simultaneously addressing the
need to maintain the current use of the dam and lessen its negative impacts. In 2013, we
partnered with Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, Wildlands Conservancy, and
KCI Technologies to evaluate options for improving fish passage at Easton Dam
(www.fishandboat.com/Fish/Fisheries/Documents/LehighFishPassageFeasibility.pdf;).
During the course of our study, we evaluated concepts similar to the one you present on
page 84, which integrates recreation, fish passage, and maintenance of a pool for
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watering the canal. While such multi-benefit concepts look promising, they will require
significant operations and maintenance investment to ensure the movement of sediment,
wood, and debris through the system to avoid filling of the canal entrance, and will be
challenging to design and construct with the utility crossings upstream of the dam. We
recommend that you reference the site specific opportunities and design constraints
identified in the 2013 study to guide future planning.
American Rivers appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Delaware Canal Vision
Study 2016 and looks forward to engaging in future discussions surrounding the need to
balance stewardship of the canal and the natural resources of the Lehigh River. If you
have any questions or require additional input, please contact me by phone (856-7869000) or e-mail (lcraig@americanrivers.org).

Sincerely,

Laura Craig, PhD
Director of Science & Economics and River Restoration
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F&BC Letter, Received 2/28/17

Bureau of Fisheries

450 Robinson Lane
Bellefonte, PA 16823
(814) 359-5181 – 814-359-5153 (FAX)
E-MAIL: ASHIELS@PA.GOV

February 28, 2017
Ms. Elissa Garofalo
Delaware & Lehigh National Heritage Corridor, Inc.
2750 Hugh Moore Park Road
Easton, PA 18042
Re: Delaware Canal Vision Study 2017 comments
Dear Ms. Garofalo:
The Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PFBC) appreciates the well thought-out and carefully
planned Delaware Canal Vision Study 2016 (Study). It is clear that the Canal served an important role in
Pennsylvania’s history and is still important to many along the Delaware River and Canal corridor. While it is
appreciated that the Canal provided services that were once not available any other way, it also must be
acknowledged that these services did not come without a cost. Dams constructed to support canal systems
extirpated American Shad and other migratory fishes from natal spawning/nursery waters. Shad and river
herring once supported the largest and most important commercial and recreational fisheries along the East
Coast. Our industrialization legacy, overfishing and other anthropogenic impacts have left populations at a
fraction of historic numbers supporting remnant fisheries.
The PFBC was formed over 150 years ago to restore American Shad to our rivers, which we still
pursue to this day. We recognize improved connectivity to reinstate our natural aquatic legacy can only
proceed when the public supports such efforts. The PFBC has been stocking American Shad fry into the
Lehigh River upstream of the Easton Dam since the 1980s and continues to this day. The purpose of these
stockings has been to establish a run of fish that seeks to return to the Lehigh River. Annual electrofishing
sampling proves that American Shad do return to the Lehigh River and some are able to successfully use the
current fishways to move upstream. Various methods have been employed in an attempt to pass shad and
other migratory and riverine fishes by dams with little success. Unfortunately, no fishway is as effective and
efficient as an open river and a lack of sufficient passage through concrete technical fishways at Easton and
Chain Dams on the Lehigh River led to PFBC pursuing the Lehigh River Fish Passage Feasibility Study
(http://www.fishandboat.com/Fish/Fisheries/Documents/LehighFishPassageFeasibility.pdf; KCI Technologies
2013). This study identified many site specific opportunities and constraints for improved fish passage into the
Lehigh River. The PFBC recommends referencing the KCI (2013) study, when exploring options to address
fish passage at the Easton Dam.
The conceptual drawing depicted on page 84 of the Study would appeal to many user groups. We are
encouraged that addressing fish passage was part of the discussion and hope that continues. Yet, the
substitution of a whitewater course as a mechanism for fish passage may not be feasible. Whitewater features
tend to require water velocity and turbulence that fish, such as shad, cannot effectively navigate in many cases.
PFBC staff were involved with the development of the whitewater course below the Holtwood Dam on the
Susquehanna River and worked with PPL’s design consultant to evaluate flows, velocities and routes of
passage to ensure that American Shad biology was addressed. As a result, the original concept for a whitewater
course and features was altered to a different approach which has served the needs of the whitewater
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community but not negatively impacted American Shad. I share this story as an example that multiple needs
can often be designed into such a project; but, it is not a simple “if you build it, they will use it” situation. The
wing dam is a concept that may be worth exploring as it is believed to pass fish sufficiently in the Delaware
River. We strongly agree any conceptual design would require thorough technical review and would avail
ourselves and recommend the involvement of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services’ fish passage engineers for
the Northeast Region. The one thing we have learned about fish passage over the years is that a free flowing
river passes fish the best so we always advocate first for open rivers but will work with others to explore all
possible opportunities for improved fish passage.
One of the strengths of the Canal Study is the community-based origin. Accomplishing any of this
work will require careful leadership and a coordinated community effort, especially when discussing proposed
improvements in areas like the Easton Dam. As conversations continue we encourage you to include other
interested community organizations to help shape the future of the Delaware and Lehigh Rivers and Canal
corridor. The inclusion of organizations like the Delaware River Shad Fisherman’s Association could provide
valuable insight into your initiative. Outdoor recreation is an important business in Pennsylvania and anglers
and boaters provide a large contribution to that industry. The Lehigh River Fish Passage Feasibility Study has
a comprehensive listing of other interested community stakeholders.
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Delaware Canal Vision Study 2016. As fish
passage discussions progress we look forward to inclusion in the conversation, especially in the vicinity of
Easton Dam. Mr. Ben Lorson (814-359-5106; belorson@pa.gov), is available at your convenience for further
discussion of fish passage into the Lehigh River. We believe there are ways to preserve the cultural
importance of the canals while restoring one of our valued natural resources. The restoration of American
Shad to the Lehigh River, while retaining services to other parties would be a monumental accomplishment.
We applaud your initiative.

Sincerely,

Andrew L. Shiels, Director
Bureau of Fisheries
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Summary of PHMC/PASHPO Comments, within Report,
Received 2/28/17

Summary of Comments on
170126_DC_VISION_PLAN.PASHPO Comment_February
2017.pdf
Page: 4
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 11:39:07 AM
This timeline is fantastic - but what would be even more beneficial is then following this timeline with a short, concise narrative of the history of
the canal as well.

LOCATION

HISTORY

Please tell us how you see it.

DELAWARE CANAL STORY

(1831 - 2015)

Conceived before the American

Revolution,
Built before the Industrial Revolution,

Delaware Canal
Please tell us how you see it.
www. d&l c o r r i do r . o r g

Owned publicly since the dawn of the Digital

1750

1800

French &
Indian War

WORLD
EVENTS

1850

War of
1812

Revolutionary
War

1900

1950

Spanish
American
War

Civil
War

Mexican
American War

Great
Depression

World
War I

World
War II

Revolution.

2000

Korean
War

Great
Recession

Gulf
War

VietnamWar

War in Iraq
War in Afghanistan

ELEMENT

Washington Crosses
the Delaware

ANTHRACITE COAL

OIL

IRON

U.S. Canal Era- Dreams and Schemes

INTERSTATE HIGHWAYS
COMPUTERS

STEEL

1859

Delaware Canal Private Ownership

Delaware Canal State Ownership

99 years of continuous commercial operation

70 years of conception, innovation, and construction
Erie Canal opens

Delaware Division
of the Pennsylvania
Canal Company

Pennsylvania Canal Company

82 + years of stewardship, collaboration & partnerships
Management by Department of
Environmental Resources

Management by Department of Forests and Waters

Canal leased to and run by Lehigh Coal and Navigation Company

Lehigh Canal opens

Management by DCNR, Bureau of
State Parks
Years of
recreation/amenities
improvements

Years of recreation/amenities improvements

Morris Canal opens
American Industrial
Revolution begins with
smelting of iron and
coal in the Lehigh and
Delaware valleys

Delaware & Hudson Canal
opens
Delaware & Raritian
Canal opens
Delaware Canal
opens to traffic from
Bristol to New Hope

PECO purchases
Hendrick’s Island

4

1
0

7
9

2

2

“Friends”
hosts Peer
to Peer
Canal
Conference

Friends Delaware
Canal
of the
Master Plan
Dela
-ware
Canal
formed

Delaware River
flood of record

Damaging
floods

0

8

2

Virginia R.
Forrest
founds the
Bucks
County
Conservation
Alliance

1

2

8

7

9

9

Hal C. Clark takes
over the Delaware
Valley Protective
Association

1

1

2

9
1 52
9
1 55
9
5
7

1

3

6

4

3

3

9

9

9

1

1

1

3
1

9

0

2
8

6

0

1

5

4

6

4

8

7

7

8

9

9

9

5

1

DESIGNATIONS

‘01

‘04

1928
Okeechobee
Hurricane

‘05 ‘06

Damaging floods

Hurricane 2 0 0 5
Ivan
Hurricane
Tropical Storm Katrina
Allison

Hurricane Connie
Hurricane Diane

1

Section

http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/

http://www.delawareandlehigh.org/

2012
Hurricane Sandy

2011

Hurricane Irene
Tropical Storm Lee

4

INTRODUCTION
SUMMARY

Delaware Canal Vision
Study, New Partnerships
for a New Era
Delaware Canal 21
formed

Levittown built

1900
Great Galveston
Hurricane

Hurricane Floyd

Please tell us how you see it.

IMPROVEMENTS &
ACCOMPLISHMENTS

2
0
0
2 01
0
2
6
9
9
1
0
9
9
1 89

1

5

0

1

Damaging
floods

1

9

4

3

Historic Lumberville covered
toll bridge washed away

Damaging
floods

1

1

9

9

Lehigh Valley
becomes America’s
leading iron
producing region

Becomes
a National
Recreation
Trail

1999

Delaware Canal

Years of repair/
restoration

ACQUISITIONS
ADMINISTRATIVE

Giving Pond
acquired

Tohickon Creek
Aqueduct Restored

1

1

5

8

1934

5

4

2

Damaging
floods

WEATHER
EVENTS

Canal
changed
becomes a to
National
Delaware
Historic
Canal
Landmark State Park

Canal appears
on the National
register of
Historic Places

Delaware Valley
Protective
Association
organized by
William F. Taylor.

REGIONAL
EVENTS

State purchases
Hendrick’s Island,
becomes part of the
Delaware Canal
State Park

Tohickon
aqueduct
fails.

8

8

7

1

Known as the
Groundhog Lock, locks
22 & 23 were combined
to form one double lock,
making it the highest on
the canal

1

1

1840

7

2
3
8
1 31
8
1 30
8
1 28
8
1 25
8
1
9
1
8
1 17
8

1

1

CANAL
ORGANIZATION
EVENTS

Commonwealth acquires
all 60 miles of the
Delaware Canal , and it
becomes Theodore
Roosevelt State Park

Name

Durham
Furnace
reopened
by Cooper
and
Hewitt

Commercial
operation of
Delaware
Canal
begins

1

Benjamin
Franklin
advocates for
canal
construction
as a means
of internal
improvement

Commercial
operation ends,
Commonwealth
acquires 40 miles
of the Canal.

0

INDUSTRIAL
MILESTONES

1956

RAILROAD

0

1791

2
0
2 13
0
1
5

the

Delaware Canal

Section

DETAILS
http://www.delawarecanal21.org/

2

http://www.fodc.org/

Section

BACKSTORY
http://www.williampennfoundation.org/

3

http://www.simonecollins.com/

Site Map
July 14 2015

25

Page: 5
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 8:46:30 AM
While most know that DCNR manages the park, if this is intended for all users of the canal - they may not put 2 and 2 together. Might be worth
adding a sentence to the overview that explains something along the lines of the canal is a state park owned by the Commonwealth, managed
by the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) and publicly accessible for all (or something like that); especially because
DCNR is then referenced below.
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 8:36:13 AM
Pennsylvania acquired first section in 1931, then 60 miles in 1940 (according to intro graphic/timeline)?
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 1:26:37 PM
Historic (all references to NHL should be National Historic Landmark) not just National Landmark because there's various kinds engineering,
technological, etc.

Welcome

to the Delaware Canal Vision Study
You are part of a growing community who seek a sustainable Delaware
Canal. Use this report to understand the issues and become a steward of
the Delaware Canal in the 21st Century.

Delaware Canal

Please tell us how you see it.
www. d&l corr id or .org

Project: The Delaware Canal Vision Study is the first step in a
comprehensive partnership strategy to assist DCNR with the complexities
of Delaware Canal stewardship.

• Constructed
between 1827 and
1832; refinements
until 1834

Partners: The study was conducted by Delaware & Lehigh National
Heritage Corridor, Inc. (D&L, Inc.) in partnership with Delaware Canal
21 (DC21) and in cooperation with the PA Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources (DCNR). Multiple organizations and agencies
participated in the process . Refer to acknowledgements.
Funding: The William Penn Foundation funded the study and DCNR
dedicated critical staff support. D&L, Inc. was the grant recipient.

• Transportation
waterway
• 100 years of
commercial operation
• Pennsylvania
purchases in 1945 as a
state park
• Original greenway and
blueway
• National Register of
Historic Places – listed
1974
• National Landmark
designation – 1976
• Devastating Delaware
River floods of 2003,
2004, 2005 and 2011
• Vision Study, New

Partnerships for a
New Era – 2016

www.delawareandlehigh.org

p. 610.923.3548
Delaware Canal 21
www.delawarecanal21.org

p. 610-945-4069

PA DCNR

www.dcnr.state.pa.us

p. 888-PA-PARKS

2. It’s About the Water
3. Conserving Our National Landmark
4. A Network of Trails and Connections
5. Stewards of the Canal and River
6. A Park of Many Users
7. We’re All in This Together

Next Steps

Process

The Vision Study doesn’t provide all the answers,
but identifies multiple opportunities to advance a
sustainable Delaware Canal.

Steering Committee: D&L, Inc. and DC21 retained Simone Collins
Landscape Architecture (SC) and Harris Steinberg, AIA to conduct the
study tasks, working closely with DCNR.
Project Committee: Representatives from state and federal agencies,
the Friends of the Delaware Canal, and other non-profit partners met
periodically to review progress and provide guidance to the team.
Meetings: Six public and five stakeholder meetings were conducted
across the 60-mile corridor during the process. Additional local and agency
meetings were conducted.
Synthesis: Comments and research were recorded, assessed, and
formatted for re-presentation. Seven major “Principles” were distilled from
the findings that represent the core values of the community vision for the
Delaware Canal.

Public comments: A record of public / stakeholder comments was
published, as recorded and collated, within the study appendix.

Delaware & Lehigh
National Heritage
Corridor, Inc.

1. It’s Our Delaware Canal

Scope: The “visioning” process included gathering, organizing, and
presenting public ideas for sustaining the Delaware Canal.

Products

Contact

Please tell us how you see it.

Guiding Principles

Overview

Delaware
Canal History

LOCATION

Delaware Canal

Mapping / Graphics: GIS databases from DCNR and various sources
were used to create new mapping for the corridor. Other data were
developed as pictorial graphics by SC.
Website: D&L, Inc. created and maintained a website with all project
information: www.delawarecanalvision.org

ELEMENT

A list of vision opportunities are included in this
summary section. Most of these opportunities
demand dedicated partnerships with DCNR to solve
the complex issues that cannot be achieved by any
single agency.
Federal, state, municipal, county, non-profits,
resident, and visitor support are all needed to assist
DCNR to restore, maintain, and operate a watered
Delaware Canal.

ADMINISTRATIVE

Next steps include “early action” projects; feasibility
studies to identify technical and cost details; and
programming / administrative improvements. DCNR
professional staff provides technical, cost estimates
and administrative changes.
The project partners look forward to continued
collaboration with DCNR.
The 2031 Bicentennial anniversary was identified as
an achievable target to complete the sustainability
strategy for the Delaware Canal. Much will need to
be decided in 2016-17 to reach that goal.

Report
The study was created as an idea document, not a technical report. It is
presented in a web-based format for ease of review. The report is divided
into three sections: Summary, Details, and Backstory (where all supporting
documents can be accessed.) Study details and navigation are described
in this summary. An acronym glossary is provided for agencies and
programs. Comments are solicited.
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Page: 58
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 2:25:58 PM
This closing statement is confusing because it sounds like the historic towpath (bullet above) is not a historic property. I would remove.

LOCATION
LOCATIONS

• Historic towpath
Other issues that deserve consideration as part of the Odette’s
adaptive reuse agreement include:
• Towpath Trail Bridge – Access / Safety – the temporary bridge to
be constructed at the north end of the site should be the permanent
location for a primary trail crossing and construction access between the two sides of the canal.
• Traffic study – this should be prepared to identify impacts to river
road traffic from renewed operation of a new Odette’s, including the
advantages to creating a northbound deceleration/staging lane to
serve the northern entrance.
• Driveway entrance – eliminate the non-historic southern (single
lane) culvert located directly south Lock #8.
• Pedestrian bridge – after the upstream construction bridge is in
place, eliminate non-historic existing bridge over the canal (south of
Odette’s). Replace with a pedestrian-only bridge at the point where
the Delaware Canal meets the river outlet canal.
• Control Lock – reconstruct lock structure in combination with the
new canal bridge at the upstream construction bridge location
None of the structures (above) that would be demolished or reconstructed at a modified location are historic resources.

MP 24 HISTORIC: National
Historic Landmark- Odette’s Site
Redevelopment

Existing Assets

Place

Opportunities / Potential Partners

The Odette’s Inn sits between Lock #8 and the inlet / outlet canal,
overlooking the Delaware River in New Hope. The inn has been
a cultural center, at the place where Canal boats would cross the
Delaware River to reach the Delaware and Raritan Canal for points
south and east in New Jersey. A series of floods in recent years
through New Hope have rendered the Odette’s Inn resource derelict.

The Odette’s owner is in negotiations with DCNR to redevelop the
Inn site for resumed commercial uses. Issues to be resolved include:

1

Section

New Hope
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Point Pleasant
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ELEMENTS
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Safety
Water
Structures
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Amenities/Services
Historic
Civic
Environment
ADMINISTRATIVE
ADMINISTRATIVE

• Odette’s is a privately-owned resource listed on the National
Landmark designation

Physical Plant
Maintenance
Management
Planning

• The existing parking lot is owned by the Commonwealth

• Access/parking agreement
• Historic stone inn core structure

Delaware Canal

• Lock #8
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What interpretation needs to be vetted? And by whom?

LOCATIONS

LOCATION

3.7 Bridges
Context
The landscape of crossings has changed dramatically since 1931.
Only 6 original bridges remain. Originally the Commonwealth built
47 private road bridges, 49 public road bridges, 3 toll road bridges
and three footbridges. As of 2014 there were 32 private road
bridges, 32 public road bridges , 31 culverts, and 12 footbridges.
The scale and design of bridges has also changed dramatically.
There are now at least five major highway crossings. The width,
grading, and paving materials of roadways has also been altered.
The six bridges that remain are not original, but they do retain their
authentic configuration and materials. The County of Bucks owns
several bridges over the Canal.
At least six levels of jurisdictions exist for bridges that span the
Delaware Canal – DCNR, PennDOT, PA Turnpike Commission,
Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Commission, Conrail, and local
governments. DCNR owns more than 50 bridges over the Delaware Canal that provide public access to the state park and to
private properties on the opposite sides. Some DCNR bridges are
vehicular and some are for pedestrian-bicycle uses only. The original bridges spanning the waterway were called “Camelback” truss
bridges due to the hump-shaped deck, and featured an engineering
design unique to the Delaware Canal system. Six restored authentic camelbacks remain. The original camelback structural materials
were stone, timber, wrought and cast iron. The bridges do not carry
vehicular loads.

Challenges
Camelback Bridges are an iconic symbol of the Delaware Canal
that can help brand the Canal crossing, in many cases where
bridges over the Canal are replaced, repaired, or when new bridges
are added.

only be used when it is documented that a Camelback bridge was
there historically, to avoid creating a false sense of history. In other
locations, a bridge that is compatible in massing, size, scale, materials, etc. should be used, perhaps one that employs the substructure of the bridge and a simple railing. This interpretation needs to
be vetted,
DCNR and FODC have reused the historic metal materials in rebuilding several non-vehicular camelbacks and this tradition should
continue an important interpretation of the original artifacts and the
craftwork of bridge building. Many engineering techniques exist
to conserve and adaptively reuse original stone abutments, and
these priorities should continue for all Delaware Canal replacement
bridges – even when the original stone may only be reused as a
façade surface treatment in new abutments.
DCNR through extensive collaboration with FODC and input from
PHMC, has worked with a consulting engineer to create the design/
prototype of the Camelback truss design – to be used where appropriate.
In recent years, PennDOT has demonstrated sensitivity to the
Delaware Canal cultural landscape with several replacement bridge
design decisions that reflect the cultural landscape, including:
perpendicular bridge alignments; adaptive reuse of existing stone
abutments; design exceptions for new deck widths; member design details, scale, color, details, and mounting façade Camelback
trusses on modern highway bridges over the Delaware Canal.
Non-camelback bridges that span the Delaware Canal may not be
appropriate for façade Camelback treatments, due to scale, skewed
alignments, or superstructure types. The Pennsylvania Avenue
Bridge in Morrisville is a PennDOT-owned steel stringer system on
a skewed alignment and not appropriate for a faux Camelback truss
façade. Other mitigation treatments will be needed for the upcoming replacement span at Pennsylvania Avenue.

The PHMC view of “Camelback” truss bridges is that they should
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This is not true. We are not in a process currently of evaluating and listing its character-defining features?
As noted in the original draft distributed for comment to the partners, that intro noted that the CDF need to be defined and "After deciding what
they are, deciding the best ways to accomplish the goal will be an evolving process."

LOCATIONS

LOCATION

6. HISTORIC
The Delaware Canal, like the neighboring D&R Canal, is one of the
last of the original US towpath canals that remains capable of being
fully watered. Changes have been continually made to the Delaware Canal during its one hundred years of commercial operation,
and changes must continue to occur for inevitable maintenance
needs and modified uses. But despite well over a century of modernity advancing all around it, the original essence and possibilities of the Delaware Canal have not been lost. The primary goal
must be to conserve its essential “character-defining features.”
Maintaining a watered canal has been identified by this study as a
primary character-defining feature of the Delaware Canal. Accomplishing this goal will be an evolving process. Other character-defining features have been identified during this study process, and
the process of evaluating and listing character-defining features
is underway, led by PHMC. This list should be vetted by strategic
partners with DCNR, and used as the principles for making treatment decisions for every intervention to the resource in the future.
This process will present many complexities, for instance, before
the late 1990s little to none of the work done on the canal met the
Secretary of Interior’s Standards for the treatment of Historic Properties.
Aspects of the Delaware Canal related to historic resources include:

6.1 National Register of Historic Places
6.2 National Historic Landmark
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6.3 Local Historic Districts
6.4 Cultural Landscape
6.5 Conservation Options
Delaware Canal

6.6 Education
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Which NRHP/NHL inventory? PennDOT's study is focused solely on the NRHP, NOT the NHL - so perhaps revise to say, "Identifying characterdefining features is important; this can build from the NRHP inventory underway in 2016." - Identifying who would lead this effort would be the
first concern/goal.

LOCATIONS

6.2 National Historic Landmark (NHL)
a resource and twelve other structures outside the Delaware Canal
boundary that were considered by the author and the NPS at the
time to be closely associated with the Canal’s history – including
Chez Odette Restaurant in New Hope, the Mountainside Restaurant in Point Pleasant, and the entire village of Uhlerstown. The
NHL inventory was a general list. It did not establish the benchmarks for inclusion as contributing features. Any future amendment
of the NHL will need to do this.
A NHL designation affords another level of review of potential effects in addition to the National Register designation, but neither
can prevent all potential adverse effects. The intent of Section 106
of the NHPA is for the lead federal agency to consult and consider
the effects of an undertaking on historic properties in consultation with other stakeholders. The law only mandates the process
through which those decisions are made; it does not mandate nor
does it dictate a preservation outcome in regard to historic properties. The federal agency is responsible for the final Section 106
decisions.

Context
The intent of the NRHP listing was to list only the Delaware Canal
features owned by the Commonwealth. The NHL implied, but did
not document, a broader Delaware Canal-related historic district.
The Delaware Canal became a National Historic Landmark in 1976
long after multiple modern “improvements” had already impacted its
integrity. Yet, even with those impacts, the National Historic Landmark designation describes the value of the Delaware Canal as a
landmark because it retained most of its original integrity from 1831,
and possesses the ability to demonstrate an intact original waterway of that era. The NHL Nomination states “On no other canal in
the United States can one walk its towpath through a setting that is
as little changed from its historic period as is the Delaware Canal.”

Challenges

In addition, consideration of potential effects to historic properties
is not mandated if there is no federal and/or state involvement. If
activities are occurring on private land without the use of state and/
or federal funds and/or permitting, the private property owner is not
required to consult with any agency or stakeholder regarding the
potential effect of their project on the Canal. This presents a serious challenge when publicly owned land is bound for a large extent
of its 60-mile length on at least one, if not both sides by privately
owned land.
The NHL designation for the Delaware Canal begins to describe
its “character-defining features” that contribute to determining the
areas of significance and integrity of a resource. The public Vision
Study process began to describe specific elements of an initial list
of those features, including:
•

Water – as the reason for its being the transportation medium

The NHL description for the Delaware Canal is generally broad and
non-specific in areas. The designation includes both the Canal as

•

Alignment – as the visible logic of its early landscape engineering

1

•

Context – as its integration with regional communities

Section

SUMMARY

Section
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2

•

Extant structures – as the artifacts of early hydraulic engineering

•

Scale – as the visible frame of reference for the original
construction period

•

Materials – as the structural palette and craftsmanship of
the industrial revolution

•

Others to be determined

The character-defining features are essential to developing a
guidelines manual for the treatment of each element of the Canal
resource – as a fundamental, system-wide conservation tool for
DCNR staff and partners that seek to protect the integrity of the elements that contribute to the NRHP and NHL eligibility.

Partnership Opportunities
•

•

Character-Defining Features – The draft list of
character-defining features should be formalized
and vetted by DCNR partners – in cooperation with
the agency, PHMC-PASHPO, and with input from
NPS and the FODC. This may be accomplished by
convening a short-term committee of the CAC with
the task of creating a list that describes the essential
resources that define the Delaware Canal. Identifying
character-defining features is important, and will be
based on the NRHP/NHL properties inventory underway in 2016.
Treatment Guidelines – The list of character-defining
features is needed to inform the next task of developing treatment guidelines. This is a technical task that
requires more in-depth analysis of existing conditions, restoration history, and potential options. For
instance, if water is considered a primary characterdefining priority to maintain the Landmark integrity,
then all options for supplying and retaining water
would need to be carefully assessed to draft treatment guidelines that serve all DCNR conservation
decisions for the Canal. DCNR strategic partners can
extend the CAC committee that developed the list of
Character -Defining features to continue to work with
technical experts to create a Treatment Guidelines
Manual in cooperation with DCNR.
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Summary of PHMC/PASHPO
Comments, Received 2/28/17

Summary of Comments on
170126_DC_VISION_PLAN.PASHPO Comment_February
2017.pdf
Page: 4

Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 11:39:07 AM
This timeline is fantastic - but what would be even more beneficial is then following this timeline with a short, concise narrative of the history of
the canal as well.
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Date: 2/28/2017 8:46:30 AM
While most know that DCNR manages the park, if this is intended for all users of the canal - they may not put 2 and 2 together. Might be worth
adding a sentence to the overview that explains something along the lines of the canal is a state park owned by the Commonwealth, managed
by the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) and publicly accessible for all (or something like that); especially because
DCNR is then referenced below.
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 8:36:13 AM
Pennsylvania acquired first section in 1931, then 60 miles in 1940 (according to intro graphic/timeline)?
Author: emdiehl
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/28/2017 1:26:37 PM
Historic (all references to NHL should be National Historic Landmark) not just National Landmark because there's various kinds engineering,
technological, etc.
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This closing statement is confusing because it sounds like the historic towpath (bullet above) is not a historic property. I would remove.
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What interpretation needs to be vetted? And by whom?
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This is not true. We are not in a process currently of evaluating and listing its character-defining features?
As noted in the original draft distributed for comment to the partners, that intro noted that the CDF need to be defined and "After deciding what
they are, deciding the best ways to accomplish the goal will be an evolving process."
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Which NRHP/NHL inventory? PennDOT's study is focused solely on the NRHP, NOT the NHL - so perhaps revise to say, "Identifying characterdefining features is important; this can build from the NRHP inventory underway in 2016." - Identifying who would lead this effort would be the
first concern/goal.
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