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Section 1

Introduction

1.1 Overview

The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Little Rock District is proposing to revise the Beaver
Lake Master Plan (MP) and Shoreline Management Plan (SMP). Initially, USACE proposed to update the
plans sequentially and conducted scoping in early 2015 on the proposed update of the MP. Comments
received during MP scoping workshops held in March 2015 indicated that significant changes to the Beaver
Lake SMP could be needed or requested by interested parties. Because of the way the two plans are
related at Beaver Lake, changes to the MP could limit SMP alternatives and direct changes in the SMP
before the SMP could be fully discussed with the public and lake stakeholders. Therefore, USACE is revising
the MP and the SMP concurrently to allow the public the opportunity to understand the relationship
between the plans and to comment on the effects of proposed revisions.

The MP is the guidance document that describes how the resources of the lake will be managed in the
future and provides the vision for how the lake should look in the future. USACE Engineer Regulation (ER)
and Engineer Pamphlet (EP) 1130-2-550 with Change 7 and Change 5, respectively, dated January 30, 2013,
establish guidance for developing MPs for USACE Civil Works projects. MPs are required for fee-owned
lands, in addition to civil works projects, for which USACE has administrative responsibility for the
management of natural and manmade resources. The primary goals of an MP are to “prescribe an overall
land use management plan, resource objectives, and associated design and management concepts” (EP
1130-2-550). MPs are reviewed every 5 years, and minor changes are made through supplements. An MP
that has been excessively supplemented, is out-of-date, or does not serve its intended purpose due to
changes in the project should be revised.

The current Beaver Lake MP was developed 40 years ago, and original estimates of future population and
land use do not align with current demographics. The MP revision will re-classify the government lands
around the lake based on environmental and socioeconomic considerations, public input, and an
evaluation of past, present, and forecasted trends.

The SMP is a comprehensive plan for managing the shoreline, including effects of human activities on the
shoreline. Preparation of and periodic revisions of an SMP are mandated by federal regulations found at
Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Section 327.30, which also contains requirements for an
SMP. The SMP regulates activities that may occur along the shoreline such as dock construction, improved
access paths to docks, and vegetation management on the government lands and waters. The SMP for
Beaver Lake establishes policy and furnishes guidelines for the protection and preservation of the desirable
environmental characteristics of the shoreline while maintaining a balance between public and private
shoreline uses.

The Beaver Lake SMP was last publicly reviewed and revised in 1998. It was administratively reviewed and
revised with minor administrative changes in 2008; however, with an update to the MP, it is important that
the SMP be updated to reflect current conditions and the management direction as described in the MP.
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Section 1 e Introduction

Updates to the plan are expected to include a review of current management practices of the lake and to
take advantage of current technologies.

USACE will conduct an environmental assessment (EA) in compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (as amended), the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) guidelines (40 CFR
Parts 1500-1508), and ER 200-2-2 Procedures for Implementing NEPA. The EA will evaluate the potential
environmental effects of the MP revisions.

1.2 Purpose and Need for Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision

The purpose of the project is to review and revise the Beaver Lake MP and SMP. Both plans strive to
balance public use of federal lands and waters with the conservation and protection of natural resources
for future generations. Updates of the MP and the SMP are needed for the following reasons:

=  The current MP was developed in 1976.

= Anupdate to the MP requires that the SMP be updated as well.

=  Visitation and resource demands are greater than predicted.

=  Beaver Lake is now a tourist destination.

=  Recreational services continue to grow.

= To align with current USACE policies/regulations.

= Use of new technology and maps for greater accuracy and efficiency.
=  Respond to changing land use.

= Balance resources with partner and stakeholder interests.

=  Proactively prepare for resource demands from off-lake influences.

= Sustainably manage the lake’s resources for future generations.

1.3 Project Area

Beaver Lake is located in northwestern Arkansas (Benton, Washington, Carroll, and Madison counties) and
was authorized by the Flood Control Act of 1954. Beaver Lake is one of five multi-purpose projects in the
White River Basin for flood risk reduction, generation of hydroelectric power, public water supply, and
recreation. Beaver Lake is the largest supplier of water for Northwest Arkansas, serving more than 420,000
customers. Water supply was a part of the original authorization for Beaver Lake. The project area
encompasses approximately 38,000 acres of land and water with 490 miles of shoreline.

The lake provides many recreational opportunities along with fish and wildlife habitat. Crystal clear waters
attract boaters, swimmers, campers, scuba divers, and fishermen. There are 12 public use areas around
Beaver Lake, including 11 parks presently operated by USACE and one park operated by Carroll County.
USACE lands around the lake also provide for other popular recreational activities, including hiking,
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Section 1 e Introduction

hunting, camping, and picnicking. Additionally, the State of Arkansas owns and operates Hobbs State Park
Conservation Area, which covers 12,056 acres, and Devil’s Eyebrow Natural Area, which covers 2,089 acres.
Both properties are adjacent to USACE lands.

During high water events and flood periods, Beaver Lake is operated in conjunction with other lakes in the
White River Basin to reduce the risk of flood damage along the White and lower Mississippi Rivers. The
dam also generates electricity.

1.4 Purpose of this Report

The following report summarizes the public participation process for, and the public comments resulting
from, the combined Beaver Lake MP and SMP Revision public scoping workshops and comment period held
in early 2016. “Scoping” is the process of determining the scope, focus, and content of a NEPA document.
Scoping workshops are a useful tool to obtain information from the public and governmental agencies. For
a planning process such as the MP and SMP revision, the scoping process was also used as an opportunity
to get input from the public and agencies about the vision for the MP and SMP update and the issues that
the MP and SMP should address where possible.

This report is intended to be used in conjunction with the September 2015 Beaver Lake Master Plan
Revision Scoping Report. Comments made about either or both plans during both scoping periods will be
considered together in developing alternatives and guiding the environmental analysis of proposed
revisions to both plans.

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report 1-3




Section 2

Scoping Process

2.1 Overview

In accordance with NEPA and ER 200-2-2, USACE initiated the environmental compliance and review
process for the Beaver Lake MP and SMP revision project. An EA will be prepared to identify potential
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts related to implementation of the revised plans. The required 30-
day scoping comment period was held from March 7 to April 8, 2016.

As part of the initial phase of the environmental process, an agency scoping workshop was held on March
17, 2016, and three public scoping workshops were hosted on March 15, 16, and 17, 2016 to gather public
comments on the combined MP and SMP revision process and issues that should be examined as part of
the environmental analysis. The workshops also provided the public an opportunity to ask questions and
get more information about the current MP and SMP and the revision process.

This report summarizes the scoping process conducted in the spring of 2016 for the proposed revision of
both the MP and SMP. A scoping process was previously conducted in 2015 on a proposed update of the
MP. The results of that scoping process are summarized in the September 2015 Beaver Lake Master Plan
Revision Scoping Report. Comments submitted to USACE during both sets of scoping workshops will be
considered together in developing alternatives and guiding the environmental analysis of proposed
revisions to both plans.

The scoping process was used as an opportunity to get input from the public and agencies about the vision
for the MP and SMP updates and the issues that the MP and SMP should address. Workshop attendees
were provided a comment card that asked for responses to specific questions in addition to soliciting
general comments about the plans and the environmental review. The comment card advised people that
all comments previously submitted would continue to be considered. The specific questions included:

=  Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake SMP.
= How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years?

=  What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

=  What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

USACE published notice of the scoping workshops through an email blast, a direct mail postcard, press
releases, display ads in several regional and local newspapers, and announcements on the Beaver Lake
MP/SMP webpage and the Little Rock District Facebook page. The postcard notice and email blast were
sent to landowners adjacent to USACE-owned lands around the lake, dock permit holders, marina and
resort owners, dock builders, National Recreation Reservation Service (NRRS) customers, prior commenters
from the 2015 Master Plan comment period ,and local area fishing permit licensees. Postcards were sent to
those for whom only a postal address was available; all others received the email notice. Agency
coordination letters were sent to potentially interested agencies inviting their participation in the process.
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2.2 Agency Scoping Workshop

Agencies were invited to participate in the scoping process and to provide input on the vision for the
Beaver Lake MP and SMP and on issues that should be addressed through the EA. A letter was sent to
agency contacts, providing notification of the upcoming agency scoping workshop with links to the Beaver
Lake MP/SMP webpage where more information could be found. 66 formal agency notification letters
were sent on February 11, 2016, to resource agencies (Appendix A and Appendix B).

One agency scoping was held as follows:
Time: Thursday, March 17, 2016, 12:00 P.M to 2:00 P.M.

Location: Four Points by Sheraton Bentonville
211 SE Walton Boulevard
Bentonville, Arkansas 72712

Attendees: 15, representing the following nine agencies and jurisdictions

= Arkansas Department of Parks and Tourism
= Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission

=  Benton County

= City of Bentonville

=  Arkansas Natural Resources Commission

=  Benton County Conservation District

=  Southwestern Power Administration

= Springdale Fire

= Congressman Steve Womack

The agency workshop included a short video and presentation by USACE that provided an overview of the
master plan and shoreline management plan revision process. This was followed by a question and answer
session, with responses and dialog led by the USACE staff present.

2.2.1 Agency Scoping Workshop Discussion

An opportunity for questions and discussion was provided at the agency meeting, but none of the
attendees had any questions or brought up topics for discussion. Official agency comments were received
at a later date on agency letterhead. Official agency comments and input are discussed and summarized in
Section 3.9.

2.3 Public Scoping

Public scoping is an important element in the process of determining the focus and content of a NEPA
document. Scoping helps to identify the range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, and
mitigation measures to be analyzed in depth and helps eliminate from detailed study those issues that are
not pertinent to the final decision. Scoping is an effective way to bring together and address the concerns
of the public, agencies, and other interested parties.
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Notification of the scoping comment period and workshops was completed via several forms of media as
described further in this section. Three public scoping workshops were held as described in Section 2.3.3.

2.3.1 Notification Database

USACE maintains a database of stakeholder groups interested in activities around Beaver Lake, which
includes resort and marina owners. Other databases maintained by USACE include shoreline use permit
holders, dock builders, NRRS customers, prior commenters from the 2015 Master Plan comment period,
and local area fishing permit licensees. In addition, USACE developed lists of adjacent property owners
based on the databases maintained by the county assessors of the surrounding counties.

2.3.2 Public Notification Activities

Strategies to engage the public to participate in the combined MP and SMP visioning and environmental
review process and to encourage people to attend scoping workshops included (1) providing multiple
convenient and accessible locations for scoping workshops, (2) providing easy-to-understand information
that helps people provide informed scoping comments, (3) providing multiple ways to obtain information
and submit comments, and (4) ensuring that stakeholders are aware of the planning process and
understand how public input will be used.

Invitations to the scoping workshops were mailed directly to people in the notification database, and email
invitations were sent to persons and organizations when email addresses were available. Newspaper
display ads were placed in four local and regional papers. Additionally, a Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage
was developed to provide information about the scoping process and workshops. Facebook was also used
to distribute project information before, during, and after the workshops.

Each notification medium was assigned a unique short uniform resource locator (URL) to direct recipients
to the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage for more information. This allowed USACE to track how people heard
about the workshops and the planning processes and to evaluate the effectiveness of various notification
methods for future projects.

2.3.2.1 Direct Mail Notification

On February 24, 2016, 38,176 postcards were mailed to those listed in the notification database without
email addresses. Of these, 2,622 were classified as invalid addresses. The distribution of postcard recipients
is illustrated in Figure 2-1 by zip code.

The postcard notification included information on the MP/SMP revision processes, the three public scoping
workshop locations and dates, and the web address. The direct mail postcard is included in Appendix C.
The postcard resulted in 265 visits to the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage during the comment period.

2.3.2.2 Email Notification

An email blast inviting participation and including information on the workshops was sent on February 24,
2016, to 8,672 email addresses. These emails were sent to persons in the notification database for whom
email addresses were available. Of the total emails sent, approximately 740 were returned as
undeliverable. The information in the email blast was the same as the information on the postcard
notification. The email blast resulted in 293 visits to the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage during the
comment period.
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2.3.2.3 Newspaper Advertisements

To invite the public to the scoping workshops and to notify people about the comment period, display
advertisements were placed in regional and local newspapers around Beaver Lake. Newspaper display ad
placement was coordinated through the Arkansas Press Services, Inc., which works with all of the local and
regional papers. Display ads ran for one day each. The display ads included the same information as was
included on the direct mail postcards, and copies of the published ads are included in Appendix C.
Newspaper display ads and the first press release (described in Section 2.3.2.6) resulted in one visit to the
Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage during the comment period.

Newspaper display ads ran in the following newspapers on the dates noted:

= Northwest Arkansas Democrat-Gazette on February 29
= Carroll County News on March 1
= Times of NE Benton County on March 2

= La Prensa Libre on March 3

2.3.2.4 Beaver Lake Master Plan/Shoreline Management Plan Webpage

A webpage, http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/Missions/Planning/BeaverLakeMasterPlan.aspx, was
developed for the MP/SMP revision project. The site included information about Beaver Lake, the MP and
SMP revision processes, the scoping process, the 1976 Beaver Lake Master Plan, the 1998 Beaver Lake
Shoreline Management Plan, and all of the exhibits and materials from the public workshops. Information
on the scoping process included the dates and locations of the workshops, how to submit comments, and
who to contact for more information. The website also contained an online interactive map, an
introductory scoping video, an online comment form, a proposed timeline for the revisions, and the
scoping workshop information boards.

Short URLs or specific web addresses (e.g., http://go.usa.gov/Mw5h) were developed for each notification
method (e.g., postcard, email) as described in Section 2.3.2.7. These short URLs made it easier for the
public to access the webpage and also allowed USACE to evaluate the effectiveness of each notification
method. Between January 20 and April 8 2016, 14,049 people visited the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage.

2.3.2.5 Social Media

The Little Rock District Facebook pages were used to distribute project information. Facebook posts
included information similar to that found on the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage: information about
Beaver Lake, the MP and SMP revision processes, and the scoping process. Information on the scoping
process included the dates and locations of the workshops, how to submit comments, and who to contact
for more information. Social media posts resulted in an estimated 7,381 visits to the Beaver Lake MP/SMP
webpage during the comment period.

In addition, during the week of the workshops, the Facebook pages were updated with status reports,
photos, and information from the workshops.

2.3.2.6 Other Notification Activities

In order to maximize the coverage of the outreach effort for the scoping workshops, a media release was
sent to local media outlets using the Southwestern Division, Little Rock District, Beaver Lake Media
distribution list on February 19, 2016. This release was used to inform the public of the upcoming
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workshops and comment period. A second media release was sent out on March 7, 2016, reminding the
public of the workshop schedule and comment period.

The Democrat Gazette in Little Rock, Arkansas, the Fishing Wire, and 40-29 TV in Fayetteville, Arkansas
reported on the workshops. Copies of the press releases are in Appendix C.

A YouTube page was also created for the project, which included the 6-minute video about the proposed
MP/SMP revision process and the possible land classifications. The YouTube video had approximately 1,088
views during the scoping comment period.

Flyers, including information on the MP/SMP revision processes, the three public scoping workshop
locations and dates, how to provide comments, the comment period closing date, and the project web
address, were posted at park gatehouses and various local businesses and sent to marinas and resorts. A
copy of the flyer is in Appendix C.

2.3.2.7 Webpage Statistics

Each type of notification (e.g., display ads, postcard, email, Facebook page) provided a different URL or
specific web address to the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage. This was done in order to gather information
on how people found out about and accessed the webpage. The following lists the number of people who
accessed the webpage by the media notification web address used. In total, between January 20 and April
8, 2016, the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage received a total of 14,049 page views, with the average time
on the page being 39 seconds. The specific short web addresses were used 7,975 times.

=  First press release: 10

= Second press release: 0

=  Email blast: 293

= Postcard notification: 265

= Social media (Facebook): 7,381
= Agency letter: 0

=  Comment cards and poster boards used in the workshops: 26

2.3.3 Public Scoping Workshop

USACE hosted three public workshops to gather input about how the MP and SMP should be revised and
the scope of the environmental analyses to be conducted. Workshops were scheduled in compliance with
NEPA guidelines, and locations were selected to reflect an equitable geographic coverage. The locations
were all within the project area and were accessible in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA). The scoping workshops were held in the first half of the public comment period. To provide the
greatest opportunity for community participation, workshops were held in different locations surrounding
the lake over three separate evenings.

A total of 529 people signed in at the three public workshops (Figure 2-2). A total of 56 comment cards or
letters were returned at the public workshops, and 18 people spoke to the court reporters that were
available to take oral comments. An additional 194 comment submittals were received via letters, email,
fax, and mailed comment cards by the close of the public comment period. In total, approximately 268
comment submittals were received from members of the public by the end of the comment period.
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Workshop 1: Fayetteville

Tuesday, March 15, 2016

4:00 to 7:00 p.m.

Hilton Garden Inn - Fayetteville

1325 N. Palak Drive

Fayetteville, Arkansas

Attendees: 142 signed in

Comments: 17 comment cards or letters were submitted at the workshop

Workshop 2: Eureka Springs

Wednesday, March 16, 2016

4:00 to 7:00 p.m.

Best Western Inn of the Ozarks Conference Center

207 W. Van Buren

Eureka Springs, Arkansas

Attendees: 124 signed in

Comments: 8 comment cards or letters were submitted at the workshop

Workshop 3: Bentonville

Thursday, March 17, 2016

4:00 to 7:00 p.m.

Four Points by Sheraton Bentonville

211 SE Walton Boulevard

Bentonville, Arkansas

Attendees: 263 signed in

Comments: 31 comment cards or letters were submitted at the workshop

Figure 2-2. Bentonville Workshop Interaction
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2.3.3.1 Public Scoping Workshop Format

The purpose of the public scoping workshops was to conduct NEPA scoping and to initiate public
involvement in the revisions of the Beaver Lake MP and SMP. A short video on Beaver Lake, the MP and
SMP revision processes, and land classification and shoreline allocation categories ran continuously during
the workshop. During each workshop, participants had the opportunity to view project display boards,
which highlighted the MP and SMP revision processes, and ask questions or raise concerns directly to
project team members stationed around the room. A Large map was available for discussions regarding
current land classifications and shoreline allocations. Three computers were set up during the workshops
with access to the online interactive map showing the current land classifications and shoreline allocations
to facilitate responses to questions about the lake and the MP and SMP revision processes.

Written comments were collected at each workshop in the form of the comment cards and also were
accepted by mail, fax, and email after the workshops until the close of the comment period on April 8,
2016.

2.3.3.2 Public Scoping Workshop Materials

Each scoping workshop attendee was offered a one-page fact sheet (Appendix D) and a comment card
(Appendix D). The fact sheet provided a brief overview of the purpose and need for the MP and SMP
revisions, information about Beaver Lake, the proposed schedule for the environmental review and MP and
SMP revision processes, and the different land classification and shoreline allocation categories that may
be used in the revised MP and SMP. The comment card included information on how to comment and
allowed attendees to either submit written comments at the workshop or mail them in later during the
comment period. The comment card was designed as a self-mailer so that individuals could easily mail
comments to USACE if they needed more time to develop their comments after attending the public
scoping workshops. The comment cards also contained information on how to submit comments via email
or through the website.

Several display boards were developed and used during the workshops. The boards provided information
on the MP and SMP revision processes and provided a backdrop for one-on-one question and answers with
USACE staff. The boards included:

= How to Comment

=  Environmental Assessment, which included the four open ended questions

=  Why Revise the Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan? (the need for the project)
= |ssues Potentially Evaluated in the Environmental Assessment

= Relationship between the MP and the SMP

=  Beaver Lake MP/SMP Revision Timeline

=  Beaver Lake Master Plan Scoping (with issues identified during the previous scoping period)
=  Descriptions of Land Classifications and Zoning

= Land Classification Map

= Recreation Map
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= Shoreline Zoning Map

= MP and SMP Conflict Map (an example of where the current MP and SMP designations are in
conflict)

= Mailing List Zip Code Map

The exhibit boards are included in Appendix E.

2.4 Comments Received

The public scoping comment period was held from March 7, 2016 to April 8, 2016, which provided a 30-day
comment period. All interested people were provided opportunities to submit written comments at the
three workshops as well as via email, fax, or mail. The comment cards distributed at the public workshops
were designed to facilitate return of written comments either at the workshop or via mail later during the
public comment period. Editable comment forms were available on the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage and
could be directly submitted upon completion. Email comments could be sent to a project-specific email
address, which was included on the Beaver Lake MP/SMP webpage as well as on all of the notice materials
distributed and the comment cards. Many workshop participants took multiple comment cards to
distribute to friends and family who were not able to attend a workshop in person.

In total, 268 comment submittals (letters, emails, comment cards, or oral comments) were received from
members of the public, and 7 comment submittals from agencies were received by the end of the
comment period. Copies of all of the public comments submitted during the comment period are included
in Appendix F. Copies of agency submittals are included in Appendix G.
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Section 3

Scoping Comments Summary

This section presents a summary of comments received during the scoping period in 2016. The actual
comments may be found in Appendices F and G. Comments that were received during the MP scoping
period in 2015 have been summarized in a separate report, and they will continue to be considered as
alternatives for the revised MP and SMP are developed. A combined summary table with responses from
both scoping periods is presented in Section 3.9.

3.1 Introduction

USACE accepted comments on the Beaver Lake MP Revision throughout the entire scoping comment
period from March 7 through April 8, 2016. Agencies, community groups, members of the public, and other
interested parties submitted 268 letters, emails, comment cards, and faxes or made oral comments at a
workshop during this period. The summary table (Table 3-1) provides a tally of the topics discussed in the
comments.

It should be noted that the combined numbers of comments listed in the following subsections and the
summary table will be greater than the total number of comment submissions because most people
discussed multiple topics in their submission. Topics covered in the comments included general comments
about the plan and the environmental review as well as responses to the following items:

=  Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake SMP.
= How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years?
=  What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

=  What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

3.2 Overview of Comments

All comments were reviewed and categorized. The full text of each comment is included in Appendices F
(public comments) and G (agency comments). On many topics, there were conflicting viewpoints, with
some people indicating a desire for a change and others stating that there should be no change on that
issue. The summaries in Sections 3.3 through 3.5 highlight these points of divergence.

Table 3-1 provides a summary of the comments received during the scoping comment period. While this
table does not include every comment received, it provides a general summary of the topics most
frequently submitted during the comment period. A more detailed summary of comments follows in
Sections 3.3 through 3.8. The full text of all comments submitted by members of the public or stakeholder
organizations is provided in Appendix F. Agency comments are included in Appendix G.

As USACE moves forward with the development of alternatives for the MP and the SMP, the agency will
consider all of the scoping comments submitted in 2015 and 2016. A combined summary of all the scoping
comments is provided in Section 3.9 of this report.
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Table 3-1. Summary of Comments Received (2016)

Section 3 e Summary of Scoping Comments

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to
update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan (SMP).

Specific Request (131)

Improve Permitting Process/Regulations
(43)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (13)
More No Wake Zones (9)

Limit Development (8)

Limit Additional Boat Docks/Marinas (8)
More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (7)
Limit Boat Size/Speed/Noise (7)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (7)
Dock Lights/Solar Lights (6)

Recreational Uses (5)

More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (5)
Maintain Existing Docks/Dock Zoning (5)
More Restaurants/Services (4)

No New Recreation/Public Use Areas (4)
Evaluate ESA Areas (3)
Consistent/Improved Identification of
USACE Property (3)

No Changes (3)

More Lake Navigation Signs/Markers (2)
Camping/Campgrounds (2)

Improve Fishing (2)

Clean Water/Water Quality (2)

Improve Water Release Process/Notification
(2)

Limit Hunting Areas/Access (2)

Encourage the use of Native Species (2)
Wildlife (2)

More Public Education/Outreach (2)

Allow Water to be Pumped from Lake (1)
More ESA and WMA (1)

Maintain Existing Recreation/Public Use Areas
(1)

Agency Coordination (1)

Decrease Tourism (1)

Consistent Lake Level (1)

Protection from Pollution/Septic Systems (1)
No New No Wake Zones (1)

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What
changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Clean Water/Water Quality (45)

No Changes (34)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (24)
More Restaurants/Services (23)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (19)
Improve Fishing (15)

Limited Additional Boat Docks/Marinas (15)
Quality/Controlled Development/Growth
(13)

Limit Development (12)

Recreational Uses (10)

More Boat Docks/Marinas (9)

Limit Boat Size/Speed/Noise (9)

Improve Permitting Process/Regulations (9)
Improve Access to Lake/Docks (8)

Natural Shoreline (6)

More No Wake Zones (6)

Not Like the Lake of the Ozarks (5)

Family Friendly (5)

More Development/Continued Growth (4)

More Parking (3)

Protection from Pollution/Septic Systems (3)
Wildlife (3)

Supports Drinking Water/Water Supply (3)
Improve Tourism (3)

Consistent Lake Level (3)

More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (3)

More Hunting Areas/Access (2)

Less Regulations/Restrictions (2)

Improve Water Release Process/Notification (2)
Don't Limit Boat Size/Speed/Noise (1)

High Density Forests (1)

New Bridge across Lake (1)

Continue Dock Upgrades (1)

Maintain Existing Recreation/Public Use Areas
(1)

No Smoking on Lake (1)

More Resorts (1)

Encourage Maintenance of Homes (1)
Minimum Lot Size (1)
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you?

Clean Water/Water Quality (97)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (42)
Recreational Uses (25)

Fishing (21)

Consistent Lake Level (13)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (13)
Natural Shoreline (10)

Safety (10)

Accessibility (10)

Boat Docks/Boating (9)

wildlife (9)

Quality/Controlled Development/Growth
(8)

Limited Boat Size/Speed/Noise (4)

Lake Front Living (3)

No Wake Zones (3)

Wide Open Spaces (2)

Tourism (2)

Camping/Campgrounds (2)

Consistent Management (2)

Not Like the Lake of the Ozarks (2)
Relationship between USACE and Property
Owners (2)

Realign/Consistent USACE Property Line (1)
Property Values (1)

Hunting (1)

Limit Development (1)

Family Friendly (1)

More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (1)

What is least important to you?| What about Beaver Lake is most important to

More Development (18)

Motorized Boats/Boating (9)

Fishing (8)
Permitting/Regulations/Restrictions (6)
Energy/Hydropower (3)

Tourism (3)

Mega/Party Docks (3)

More Restaurants/Services (2)

Natural Shoreline (2)

Recreational Uses (2)

Boat Docks (2)

Single Owner Docks (2)

Clean Water/Water Quality (1)
Consistent Lake Levels (1)
Buffer Zones (1)

Parks (1)

Accessibility (1)

Wildlife (1)

Hunting (1)

Additional Comments

Specific Request (61)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (28)
Improve Permitting Process/Regulations
(23)

Clean Water/Water Quality (8)
Protection from Pollution/Septic Systems
(6)

Improve Access to Lake/Docks (5)

More No Wake Zones (5)

More Restaurants/Services (5)

More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (5)
Improve Water Release
Process/Notification (4)

Protect Natural Shoreline (4)

Revision Process/Land Classification
Development (4)

Camping/Campgrounds (3)

Fishing (3)

Leave Areas Zoned for Docks Unchanged (3)
Limit Development (3)

More Access Points (3)

Agency Coordination (3)

Limited Boat Size/Speed/Noise (4)

Recreational Uses (2)

Allow More Docks/Expansion of Existing (1)
Balance the Peaceful and Recreation
Atmospheres (1)

Clearer Meeting Advertisement (1)
Consistent Lake Level (2)

Dock Lights/Solar Lights (1)

Dock Permit Moratorium (1)

Don't Ban Fireworks (1)

Drinking Water (1)

Educate Realtors (1)

Encourage Development (1)
Environmental Quality (1)

Leave ESA Areas Unchanged (1)
Maintain Waterski Course (1)

More Development (1)

More Marinas (1)

More Resorts (1)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (1)
Relationship between USACE and Property
Owners (1)

Remove Invasive Species (1)

Restrict Night Spear Fishing (1)
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= Don't Move Ski Course to Devils Gap Arm = Restrict Tournament Fisherman (1)
(2) = Tourism (1)
= Hiking Trails (2) =  Geological Features (1)
=  More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (2) =  Cultural Resources (1)
* No Changes (2) =  Energy/Hydropower (1)
*  No New Recreation/Public Use Areas (2) = Maintenance of Community Owned Structures
= Realign/Consistent Corp Property Line (2) (1)
= Wildlife (2)

3.3 Comments Related to Question 1:
Please Provide Your Comments and Suggestions on Items to
Update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan (SMP).

The most frequent response to Question 1 was a specific request to change the land classification or the
shoreline allocation (zoning) (Table 3-1). A total of 131 people made specific requests for location-specific
actions such as specific zoning changes, zoning to remain the same, dock permits, dock modifications,
grandfathered docks, no wake zones, path permits, no hunting areas, vegetation permits, public use areas,
and trails. These specific requests are listed in Appendix H. Beyond specific requests, 43 people responded
to Question 1 that they would like to see the permitting process improved and the regulations updated.
These responses included items such as making the permitting process more efficient, changing the cost of
permits, and changing the regulations associated with varying types of permits. In addition, six respondents
commented that they would like to be able to use lights on docks and leading to docks, particularly solar
powered light. There were also three respondents who commented that they would like to see a more
consistent USACE property line or that it be marked more clearly.

Thirteen respondents would like to see more debris cleanup and maintenance of the shoreline; these
comments included respondents willing to do the cleanup/maintenance themselves if they were allowed.
Related to these comments, five people responded that they would like to see more shoreline and erosion
protection.

There were nine respondents who commented that they would like to see more no-wake zones on the
lake, while one person commented that they did not want any more such zones.

Eight respondents indicated they would like to see development limited around Beaver Lake, while four
people responded that they would like to see more restaurants and/or services on the lake.

There were eight respondents that commented that they would like additional docks and marinas on the
lake to be limited, while five people responded that they would like existing docks and zoning that allows
docks to remain.

Seven respondents would like to see more patrols and enforcement of the rules on the lake, and similarly,
seven people commented that they would like the size, noise, and/or speed of boats on the lake to be
restricted. Seven respondents also indicated that they want the natural beauty, pristine nature, and
peaceful nature of the lake maintained.

Four respondents indicated they did not want to see any new recreation areas or public use areas. One of
these same respondents indicated existing recreation and public use areas should be maintained.
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There were a number of other issues raised by only one to three respondents, including the following:
=  Evaluating existing environmentally sensitive areas
=  Making no changes in lake management or zoning
= |Installing more lake navigation signs/markers
= Improving camping and more campgrounds
= Improving fishing
= Maintaining clean water and the water quality of the lake
= Improving the notification process for property owners when water is going to be released
= Limiting hunting areas and hunters access
=  Encouraging the use of native species in landscaping
=  Protecting wildlife
= Providing more public education/outreach
= Allowing property owners to pump water from the lake
= Zoning more areas as environmentally sensitive and wildlife management
=  Ensuring agency coordination occurs during the revision process
=  Decreasing tourism at the lake
= Maintaining a consistent water level

= Protecting the lake from pollution and septic system run-off

3.4 Comments Related to Question 2:
What Changes, if any, Would You Like to See at the Lake?

The top response to this question was that individuals would like to see the lake with clean water/good
water quality in 20 years (Table 3-1). Approximately 15 percent of the responses indicated this desire for
good water quality. Some individuals noted that they believed water quality/visibility/clarity is already
declining, and they would like to see improvements, while others stated that they would simply like to see
the lake as clean as it is today. Many tied the desire for clean water to cautions regarding continued
development, stating that they believe increased development will lead to increased pollution and trash in
the lake. One individual specifically noted that the south end of the lake should be cleaned up as they feel
that pollution in that area is starting to impact the water quality of the entire lake. There were also three
respondents that specifically asked for protection from septic system discharges and three respondents
that stated they want to see the lake continue to support drinking water uses.
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The response that received the second largest number of comments was that individuals desired to see no
changes to the lake. Similarly, the comment with the third most responses was the desire for natural
beauty and/or a pristine and peaceful environment. There were a total of 24 respondents that indicated
this desire for a natural state, with an additional 6 respondents specifically indicating a desire to maintain
the natural shoreline. Most respondents with these comments indicated that the lake currently exhibits a
natural beauty and peacefulness; therefore, they desire no changes to the lake in order to maintain this
current state.

While 34 respondents indicated this desire for no changes at the lake, another 23 respondents noted they
would like to see additional restaurants or services on the lake. Those with a desire for more restaurants
and services generally noted that they would like these facilities to have docks for direct access by boaters
on the lake. Some also indicated a desire for more modern amenities and increased variety in dining
options. Most of these commenters also stated that this desire for some additional lakeside services should
not be interpreted to mean support for significant increased commercial development. There were five
additional respondents who indicated that they do not want to see the lake commercialized like the Lake of
the Ozarks.

Fifteen respondents commented that the number of additional boat docks and marinas should be limited.
The majority of these respondents cautioned against commercializing the lake or adding multiple docks in
the main channel. Some suggested allowing additional docks only in cove areas to leave the main channel
of the lake more natural in appearance.

A total of 19 respondents stated that they would like to see more debris cleanup and shoreline
maintenance. These comments were related to removal of both trash and logs or dead trees. Many
individuals stated they would like adjacent landowners to be allowed to remove trash and debris. One
commenter suggested USACE should facilitate the start of a Beaver Lake community volunteer group that
would be able to clean up the shoreline.

There were 15 respondents that stated they would like to see improved fishing at the lake. Suggestions to
improve fishing included increased stocking of baitfish as well as adding additional habitat/cover and
spawning areas for fish.

Thirteen respondents stated they desired to see only quality or controlled development and growth on the
lake, and 12 respondents specifically asked for limited development. Comments pertaining to these
categories were similar in that respondents desire limited visibility of both residential and commercial
growth along the lake. Generally, comments stated a desire for some development while still maintaining
the beauty and cleanliness of the lake. There were four additional comments that specifically stated a
desire for more development and continued growth, and one commenter that specifically desired to see
more resorts on the lake. Most commenters that desired more development also mentioned that this
should occur with the protection of water quality in mind.

The next most frequently noted topic was a desire to see the lake remain a strong recreational lake, with a
total of 10 comments. Respondents indicated a desire to maintain hiking trails, camping, boating,
swimming, and fishing resources.

Nine respondents indicated a desire for more boat docks or marinas. Respondents in this category were
interested in having more docks to allow additional access to the lake, especially in cove areas.

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report 3-6




Section 3 e Summary of Scoping Comments

A desire for limitations on boat size, speed, and noise was indicated by nine respondents. These concerns
were generally tied to concerns regarding shoreline and dock damage from wakes as well as general safety
concerns. Similarly, there were six respondents that asked for additional no wake zones on the lake, and
three commenters that desired additional shoreline and erosion protection. One individual was opposed to
any regulations on boat size or speed.

A perceived need for improvements in the permitting process and regulations were indicated by nine
respondents. Most of these respondents indicated a desire for more consistency in the enforcement of
regulations. One respondent asked for consistency in the MP and SMP. One commenter felt that the
regulations should allow additional variances in dock configurations, and there was a request to allow dock
owners to sell dock permits. There were an additional three respondents that desired a consistent lake
level and two respondents with suggestions on improving the notification system for adjacent land owners
regarding fluctuations in lake levels.

There were eight respondents that stated they would like to see improved access to the lake and existing
docks by allowing pathways to the shoreline. Some of these respondents indicated they desired these
pathways to be made with natural materials, while others were concerned with access for handicapped
individuals, in which case a smooth pathway would be required.

Five respondents stated that they wanted the lake to stay family friendly. These commenters added that
the lake should maintain a strong recreational component with limited development. There were also
three commenters that desired improved tourism.

There were a number of additional issues that received three comments each. Three commenters asked
for additional parking, specifically more parking at marinas and more handicapped parking areas. There
were also three commenters who stated they want to see the lake continue to support a multitude of
wildlife.

Additional issues with two responses each included a desire for additional hunting areas and hunting
access and a desire for decreased rules and regulations. There were a number of topics that were brought
up by single respondents. Those that have not already been mentioned included desires for future high
density forest areas, a new bridge across the lake, continued upgrades to docks and the dock program,
maintenance of existing facilities and recreation areas, restrictions on minimum lot sizes, restrictions on
smoking on the lake, and encouragement of better maintenance of existing homes and properties.

3.5 Comments Related to Question 3:
What about Beaver Lake is Most and Least Important to You?
3.5.1 What is the Most Important?

The top response to what is most important about the lake was clean water and maintaining the current
water quality of the lake (Table 3-1). Many responders commented on how clean the water was at the
lake, which makes it enjoyable for swimming and other recreational activities. These responses indicated
that maintaining the current water quality of the lake was the highest priority. Similarly, preserving the
natural beauty, pristine nature, and peacefulness of the lake were also noted as important characteristics
of the lake to respondents, with 42 responses indicating preservation of the natural beauty of the lake and
10 responses indicating the natural shoreline as the most important aspects. In addition, 13 respondents
indicated that debris cleanup and maintenance of the shoreline was an important issue.
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Twenty-five respondents indicated that recreation, in general, is most important to them, with many
respondents mentioning skiing, boating, hiking, canoeing, wake surfing, swimming, kayaking, and general
water sports. Additionally, 21 respondents indicated that fishing is the most important feature of the lake.

Thirteen respondents indicated that water level management was most important to them, with the
majority of those respondents indicating a desire to reduce major fluctuations in lake levels.

Ten responses stated that safety was most important to them. In several of these responses, individuals
indicated that they feared for the safety of themselves and their children on and around docks due to high
speed boating and recreational water activities (wakeboarding, skiing, jet skiing). Four individuals stated
that limitations on boat size, speeds, and noise are most important to them, and three people commented
that no wake zones were important. Similarly, one respondent indicated a strong desire for additional
patrolling and enforcement of regulations in the water and along the shoreline to ensure the safety of all
lake users.

Ten respondents commented on the importance of access to the lake. Many of the respondents specifically
indicated that maintenance of existing access and creation of additional access to the lake and docks was
important because some access routes are overgrown with vegetation or are too steep or narrow for
seniors to use safely.

A number of responses were related to boat docks and boating. Ten respondents indicated that their
personal dock and boat were most important to them.

Nine respondents indicated that wildlife and the continued protection of wildlife at the lake was an
important aspect of the lake.

There were eight respondents that commented that quality and controlled development along the shore of
the lake was important to them, while one person commented that development should be limited.

There were of number of other issues raised by only one to three respondents, including the importance of
lake front living; maintaining the wide open spaces around the lake; promoting tourism, camping, and
campgrounds; consistent management of the lake by USACE; ensuring Beaver Lake not turn into the Lake
of the Ozarks; ensuring USACE maintains a good relationship with property owners; making sure the USACE
property line around the lake is consistent; maintaining property values; and supporting hunting.

3.5.2 What is the Least Important?

The most frequent response to what is least important about the lake was additional development. Most
of these responses were from people who desired limited or no additional development on the lake.

Nine respondents indicated that boating was least important to them, with an additional three people
commenting that mega or party docks were not important. Two respondents each commented that boat
docks and single owner docks were the least important aspect of the lake.

There were six respondents that commented that the USACE permitting process and associated regulations
and restrictions were not important to them, and they would like to see fewer restrictions placed on
property owners at Beaver Lake.

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report 3-8




Section 3 e Summary of Scoping Comments

Other issues identified as the least important aspects of the lake by one to three respondents each were
energy and hydropower, tourism, increasing the number of restaurants and services on the lake, the
natural shoreline, recreation, water quality, maintaining a consistent lake level, parks and buffer zones,
accessibility, protecting wildlife, and hunting.

3.6 Additional Comments

Most respondents used this space on the comment form to convey additional suggestions for
improvements to Beaver Lake. Comments contained in letters or emails that did not directly relate to
Questions 1, 2, or 3 are also summarized in this section. There were 58 commenters who made location-
specific requests. The items requested under this space on the comment form were similar to those
specific requests made in response to Question 1. All location-specific requests are included in Appendix H.
Most of the issues raised in previous questions were also mentioned here. The most frequent were a
request for more debris cleanup and maintenance of the shoreline and improvements in the permitting
process and regulations.

There were also several topics that were not included in earlier responses, including concern about:

=  How the MP and SMP revision processes and development of alternative land classification
scenarios was occurring

= Balancing the peaceful nature of the lake with the recreation atmosphere

= Arequest for meeting advertisements that are clearer about the type of meeting (i.e., traditional
format versus workshop format)

= Ending the current dock permit moratorium

=  Not banning fireworks

=  Providing education to realtors on the MP and SMP
=  The location of the existing waterski course

= Restrictions on fishing and fishermen

=  Maintenance of Community Owned Structures

3.7 Comments Related to Resource Categories and Potential
Impacts

Comments were divided into resource categories to allow an overview of potential impacts of the
proposed MP/SMP revisions that should be evaluated in the NEPA document. These categories and the
number of comments received for each topic are listed in Table 3-2, below. It is important to note that
many comments were related to multiple resource categories, whereas other comments were not
specifically related to changes in the MP or SMP. Therefore, the total number of comments in the table
does not reflect the total number of comments received.
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Table 3-2. Summary of Comments by Resource Category (2016)

b = Land Use (285) * = Noise (37)

§o = Water Quality (168) = Parklands and Community Facilities (21)
% = Recreation (182) = Hydrology (20)

z = Project Operations (224) = Fiscal and Economic (10)

g = Aesthetics (170) = Energy Resources (3)

g = Biological Resources (98) = Cultural Resources (1)

o = Safety and Security (78)

* - Resource categories in this table refer to resources that would be analyzed in the EA under NEPA and thus “Land Use” in
this context refers to the general meaning of land use, which includes MP land classifications, SMP designations, and
comments about activities on the land such as hunting, placement of boat docks, or management of specific parcels for
forestry, restaurants, or other land uses.

3.8 Agency Comments

Seven agencies submitted comments during the scoping period. These submissions are in addition to the
discussion during the agency scoping workshop and represent the official agency comments. The agency
letters and emails are included in Appendix G. Agencies that commented during the comment period
included:

= (Osage Nation

= U.S. Geological Survey

= U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

= Arkansas Historic Preservation Program

= Arkansas Department of Parks and Tourism
= Southwestern Power Administration

= Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission

Most of the topics raised by the agencies that provided comments were also covered in the comments
discussed in the previous sections. Additionally, agency comments are included in the totals in Table 3-1.
Agency comments not covered in previous sections, as well as comments regarding specific areas of the
lake, are summarized in this section. The full text of the agency comments is available in Appendix G.
Comments not covered in earlier sections or that apply to specific areas of the lake include:

=  Potential impacts to threatened and endangered species in the project area and the hydrology of the
karst recharge zones, as well as migratory birds and pollinator species, should be considered in the
preparation of the EA.

=  Potential impacts to known cultural resources should be avoided during the revision of the MP and
SMP.

= Revisions to the MP and SMP should not impact hydroelectric power operations.
Three of the agencies made location-specific requests. These requests are:

=  Van Winkle Hollow west fork of Little Clifty Creek rezone to Multiple Resource Management Land,
make a no wake zone, add courtesy docks, northeast portion of Van Winkle Hollow rezone to High
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Density Recreation, and Hobbs State Park shoreline rezone to Park Buffer (maps were attached to
the letter — see Appendix G).

= A buffer around the current powerhouse and switchyard should be zoned as Project Operations Land
to allow for potential expansion.

= Request to rezone Devil's Eyebrow Natural Area/Wildlife Management Area to Vegetative
Management and Low Density Recreation and two small LDA areas (maps were attached to the
letter — see Appendix G).

3.9 Combined Summary of Comments
3.9.1 Comment Summary

The previous sections provided a summary of the comments received during the second round of scoping
workshops held in March 2016. The following table provides a summary of all of the comments submitted
during both the 2015 scoping period on the MP update and the 2016 scoping period on the combined MP
and SMP revisions.

Table 3-3. Combined Summary of Comments (2015 and 2016)

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to
update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan (SMP).

Specific Request (131)

Improve Permitting Process/Regulations
(43)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (13)
More No Wake Zones (9)

Limit Development (8)

Limit Additional Boat Docks/Marinas (8)
More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (7)
Limit Boat Size/Speed/Noise (7)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (7)
Dock Lights/Solar Lights (6)

Recreational Uses (5)

More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (5)
Maintain Existing Docks/Dock Zoning (5)
More Restaurants/Services (4)

No New Recreation/Public Use Areas (4)
Evaluate ESA Areas (3)
Consistent/Improved Identification of
USACE Property (3)

No Changes (3)

More Lake Navigation Signs/Markers (2)
Camping/Campgrounds (2)

Improve Fishing (2)

Clean Water/Water Quality (2)

Improve Water Release Process/Notification
(2)

Limit Hunting Areas/Access (2)

Encourage the use of Native Species (2)
Wildlife (2)

More Public Education/Outreach (2)

Allow Water to be Pumped from Lake (1)
More ESA and WMA (1)

Maintain Existing Recreation/Public Use Areas
(1)

Agency Coordination (1)

Decrease Tourism (1)

Consistent Lake Level (1)

Protection from Pollution/Septic Systems (1)
No New No Wake Zones (1)

1.1

How would you like to see
Beaver Lake in 20 years?

AAIL a L

No Changes (157)

Clean Water/Water Quality (141)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (86)
Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (76)
More No Wake Zones (73)

More Restaurants/Services (54)
Recreational Uses (52)

Limited Additional Boat Docks/Marinas (41)
Limit Development (39)

More Public Education/Outreach (7)

More Environmentally Sensitive Areas (6)
More Recreation Areas (6)

Keep Shoreline Buffer Areas (5)

Re-Zone Environmentally Sensitive Areas with
Docks to Low Density Rec (5)

Add Water Depth Markers/Navigation Markers
(5)

Control Light Pollution (4)

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report
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Limit Boat Size/Speed/Noise (38)

Natural Shoreline (37)

Improve Fishing (36)

Specific Request (35)

Improve Permitting Process/Regulations
(33)

Consistent Lake Level (32)
Quality/Controlled Development/Growth
(30)

More/Improved Boat Docks/Marinas (28)
More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (25)
Improve Access to Lake/Docks (20)

Limit Expansion of Recreational Areas (19)
Protection from Pollution/Septic Systems
(19)

Wildlife (17)

New Campgrounds/Increased Campsites
(15)

Not Like the Lake of the
Ozarks/Hamilton/Grand Lake (15)

Family Friendly (14)

Allow Limited Tree Removal (14)

Supports Drinking Water/Water Supply (13)
Maintain Existing Recreation/Public Use
Areas (13)

Better Maintenance of Existing Facilities
(11)

More/Improved Boat Ramps/Launch Areas
(11)

Relationship between USACE and Property
Owners (10)

Clean-up or Marking of Hazardous Trees in
Lake (9)

Less Regulations/Restrictions (9)

More Development/Continued Growth (9)
Safety (8)

Less Boat Docks/No New Docks (8)
Decreased Recreational Uses and Lake
Access (8)

Consistent Enforcement of Rules (7)

More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (4)
Restoration of Monte Ne Site (4)

More Parking (3)

Improve Tourism (3)

Less Environmentally Sensitive Areas (3)
More Hunting Areas/Access (3)

Hiking Trails (3)

No Smoking/Drinking on Lake (3)

More Resorts (3)

New Fish Hatchery (3)

Improve Water Release Process/Notification (2)
Free of Invasive Species (2)

Remove Unused Docks (2)

No Commercial Development (2)

Allow Only New Community Docks (2)
Restrict Hunting (2)

No Fishing Tournaments on Lake (2)
Close Public Use Areas (2)

No Development of Islands (2)

Re-open Public Use Areas (1)

More Fishing Tournaments (1)

Do Not Allow A Fish Hatchery (1)

Allow Skiing in All Coves (1)

Close Monte Ne Site (1)

Don't Limit Boat Size/Speed/Noise (1)
High Density Forests (1)

New Bridge across Lake (1)

Continue Dock Upgrades (1)
Consistent/Improved Identification of USACE
Property (1)

Increase Corps Management (1)
Require Water Conservation During Droughts
(1)

Encourage Maintenance of Homes (1)
Minimum Lot Size (1)

No Dumping Areas (1)

Electric Generation (1)

Smaller Boat Docks (1)

Special Attention to Property Owners (1)
Controlled Access (1)

Drought Plan (1)

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report
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What about Beaver Lake is most important to you?

Clean Water/Water Quality (237)
Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (133)
Recreational Uses (79)

Fishing (86)

Boat Docks/Boating (54)

Safety (50)

Drinking Water (39)

Consistent Lake Level/Water Level
Management (36)

Accessibility (31)

wildlife (31)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (23)
Limited Development (21)

Swimming (20)

Limited Boat Size/Speed/Noise (19)
Camping/Campgrounds (16)

Family Friendly (15)

Hunting (12)

Natural Shoreline (10)
Quality/Controlled Development/Growth
(9)

Lake Front Living (6)

Trails/Hiking (5)

Current Land Designation (4)

No Wake Zones (3)

Power Generation (3)

Specific Land Re-classification (3)

Wide Open Spaces (2)

Tourism (2)

Consistent Management (2)

Decreased Management by Corps (2)

Not Like the Lake of the Ozarks (2)
Relationship between USACE and Property
Owners (6)

Realign/Consistent USACE Property Line (1)
Property Values (1)

More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (1)
Historical Structures (1)

Lake Users (1)

Maintenance of Current Facilities (1)
Protection of Environmentally Sensitive Areas
(1)

Public Use Areas (1)

Dining (1)

What is least important to you?

More Development (51)
Motorized Boats/Boating (21)
Recreational Uses (15)

Fishing (14)
Permitting/Regulations/Restrictions (12)
Energy/Hydropower (12)
Everything is Important (10)
Tourism (10)

Swimming (4)

Mega/Party Docks (3)

More Restaurants/Services (5)
Natural Shoreline (5)

Consistent Lake Levels (5)
Wildlife/Endangered Species (4)
Campgrounds (3)

Safety Hazards in Lake (2)

Boat Docks (2)

Single Owner Docks (2)

Hunting (2)

Shoreline Encroachment (2)

Making the Lake like Table Rock/Lake of the
Ozarks (2)

Alcohol or Drug Use on Lake (2)

Clean Water/Water Quality (1)

Buffer Zones (1)

Parks (1)

Accessibility (1)

Anything which Negatively Affects Water
Quality and Peace (1)

Activism (1)

Drinking Water (1)

Agricultural Land Use (1)

Lakeshore Property Owners Views (1)
Influence of Private Entities (1)

Property Owners (1)

Additional Comments

Specific Request (180)

Debris Cleanup/Shoreline Maintenance (29)
Improve Permitting Process/Regulations
(24)

Clean Water/Water Quality (9)

Protection from Pollution/Septic Systems
(9)

Improve Access to Lake/Docks (7)

Recreational Uses (2)

Consistent Lake Level (2)

Leave ESA Areas Unchanged (2)
Remove/Protect from Invasive Species (2)
Allow More Docks/Expansion of Existing (1)
Balance the Peaceful and Recreation
Atmospheres (1)

Clearer Meeting Advertisement (1)

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report
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More Restaurants/Services (7)

Improve Water Release
Process/Notification (7)

More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (5)
More No Wake Zones (5)
Camping/Campgrounds (5)

More Access Points (5)

Protect Natural Shoreline (4)

Revision Process/Land Classification
Development (4)

Preserve Monte Ne (4)

Fishing (4)

Limited Boat Size/Speed/Noise (4)
Wildlife (4)

More Enforcement of Rules/Patrolling (4)
Environmental Quality (3)

Leave Areas Zoned for Docks Unchanged (3)
Limit Development (3)

Agency Coordination (3)

Study Pollution Impacts (3)

Don't Move Ski Course to Devils Gap Arm
(2)

Hiking Trails (2)

No Changes (2)

No New Recreation/Public Use Areas (2)
Realign/Consistent Corp Property Line (2)
Study/Investigate Impacts from Skiing and
Wake Boarding in Coves (2)

Dock Lights/Solar Lights (1)

Dock Permit Moratorium (1)

Don't Ban Fireworks (1)

Drinking Water (1)

Educate Realtors (1)

Encourage Development (1)

Maintain Waterski Course (1)

More Development (1)

More Marinas (1)

More Resorts (1)

Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (1)
Relationship between USACE and Property
Owners (1)

Restrict Night Spear Fishing (1)

Restrict Tournament Fisherman (1)
Tourism (1)

Geological Features (1)

Cultural Resources (1)
Energy/Hydropower (1)

Maintenance of Community Owned Structures
(1)

Do Not Allow Home or Dock Rental (1)
Allow Tours of Dam and Powerhouse (1)
Monitor Gravel Pit Drainage (1)

Hunting (1)

Incorporate Aviation Needs into Plan (1)

3.9.2 Summary of Dominant Themes

Regardless of which question was responded to, there were several common themes identified by
respondents. This section groups responses by theme rather than by question in order to provide an
overall summary of the frequency with which common themes were raised. This summary table does not
include all of the comments submitted; it only includes those that relate to the most frequently mentioned

themes.

Table 3-4. Summary of Comments by Dominant Themes (2015 and 2016)

Number of Percent of All
Theme?!
Comments Commenters 2
No change 3 178 26%
Maintain clean water 467 69%
Maintain natural beauty/peaceful environment 315 47%
Development
= Limit new development 128 19%
= Allow more new development 35 5%
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Theme Number of Percent of All
Comments Commenters 2

Boat docks

= Allow more boat docks 62 9%

= Do not allow more boat docks 37 5%
Commercial services (e.g., marinas, restaurants)

= Allow more lakeside services 76 11%

= Limit commercialization 55 8%
Allow/Encourage debris and shoreline cleanup 154 23%
Improve access to lake and docks (includes maintenance of

N . 167 25%

lake levels, lighting, access trails)
Recreation areas

= Need new recreation areas 120 18%

=  No new recreation areas 33 5%
No-wake zones

= Create more no-wake zones 93 14%

= No new no-wake zones 2 0%
Hunting/Fishing

= Expand and improve opportunities 186 28%

= Restrict access/use 27 4%
Boat size/noise/speed (includes safety issues)

= Restrict size/speed 163 24%

= No restrictions on size/speed 3 0%
Increase patrols and enforcement of regulations (includes

. ) 72 11%
clarification of USACE boundaries)
Improve permitting/update regulations 78 12%

Notes:

1 — Responses to the question “What is the least important to you?” were tallied as the opposite value under
each theme. For example, if “more development” was noted as “least important,” it is counted with the
comments under “limit new development.”

2 — Percent of total submissions that included this theme. The total will not equal 100 percent because
individuals commented on multiple themes or commented on a particular theme multiple times and because
this summary only includes the most common themes.

3 — Comments tallied under “no change” include only those that simply stated “no change” or indicated no
change in zoning or land allocations. Although other themes, such as “clean water” or “maintain natural
beauty,” may appear to involve no changes, specific actions may actually be needed to maintain those
conditions.
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Section 4

Next Steps: MP/SMP Revision Process

The purpose of scoping is to provide an opportunity for agencies and the public to comment on the
purpose and need and the range of alternatives proposed for analysis and to help identify issues that
should be evaluated in the NEPA document. USACE also used the public scoping process as an opportunity
to gain feedback from the public regarding the scope of the MP and SMP revisions.

4.1 Next Steps

The three questions asked during scoping were designed to help USACE elicit input not only on elements of
the NEPA process but also on topics of interest to the public and agencies that may be revised or updated
in the new MP and SMP. USACE will continue to work closely with agencies and stakeholder groups to
address issues identified through scoping as the draft MP and SMP are developed and evaluated. An EA will
be prepared to evaluate potential impacts from changes in the MP and SMP. An environmental impact
statement would be prepared only if significant environmental effects are identified during preparation of
the EA that could result from proposed MP and SMP revisions. The draft MP, SMP, and EA will be made
available for review and comment. It is anticipated that this public review would occur in the early 2017.

Individual responses to scoping comments are not developed; rather, the draft MP and SMP revisions will
address comments received in a global manner. The draft MP, SMP, and EA will be made available for
review and comment. USACE will incorporate the feedback and suggestions provided through the scoping
comments into the draft MP and SMP where they are consistent with the purpose of an MP and/or SMP
and where possible under the planning mechanisms available to USACE.

4.2 Comments Related to Question 1

Question 1, “Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake
Shoreline Management Plan (SMP),” will help USACE develop potential alternatives for analysis in the EA.
Alternatives might range from no changes in the plan to an alternative that makes changes favorable to
development and human uses or an alternative that proposes changes favorable to environmental
protection and natural resource values. Issues related to water quality, development, and protection of the
natural environment ranked highly among the concerns raised in response to this question. The draft SMP
will review existing policies and regulations regarding each of these three main topics and will present a
range of potential modifications to the existing program.

A similar question was asked about potential MP revisions during the previous scoping period in 2015.
Responses to that question will be used to develop alternative MP scenarios for evaluation as described in
the earlier scoping report.

4.3 Comments Related to Question 2

Question 2, “How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to
see at the lake?” provides direction to USACE on the MP/SMP vision and identifies top priorities for actions.
Issues related to water quality, natural beauty, and additional services ranked highly among the concerns
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raised in response to this question. These responses, along with the responses to a similar question posed
during the scoping in 2015, will be used to develop the draft MP and SMP. These resource categories will
be addressed in the draft MP and SMP revisions, and potential impacts on these resource categories will be
evaluated in the draft EA. However, not all of the items identified in the responses to this question may be
addressed through the mechanisms of the MP or the SMP. Some issues may be undertaken through other
initiatives.

4.4 Comments Related to Question 3

Question 3, “What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?” invited respondents to prioritize
issues, features, or qualities of the lake experience that are important. This question provides insight into
issues that should be addressed in the MP and SMP revisions and evaluated in the draft EA. Top concerns
were related to water quality and natural beauty. The top concern related to what was least important was
further development.
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Agencies and Organizations Notified of Scoping

= Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

=  Arkansas Department of Finance and Administration, State Clearinghouse
= Arkansas Department of Health

= Arkansas Department of Parks and Tourism

= Arkansas Forestry Commission

= Arkansas Game and Fish Commission

=  Arkansas Highway and Transportation Department
= Arkansas Historic Preservation Program

= Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission

= Arkansas Natural Resources Commission

=  Arkansas State Parks, Hobbs State Park

=  Avoca Fire Department

=  Beaver Lake Fire Department

=  Beaver Water District

=  Benton/Washington Regional Public Water Authority
=  Benton County

=  Benton County Emergency Services

= Benton County Sherriff’s Office

= Bentonville City Hall

= Caddo Nation of Oklahoma

= Carroll County

= Carroll County Sherriff’s Office

= Carroll-Boone Water District

=  Eureka Springs City Hall

=  Eureka Springs Fire and EMS

=  Fayetteville City Hall

=  Federal Emergency Management Agency, Region VI
=  Garfield City Hall

= Grassy Knob Volunteer Fire Association
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= Hickory Creek Volunteer Fire Department

=  Highway 94 Volunteer Fire Department

= Huntsville City Hall

=  Madison County

=  Madison County Regional Water District

= Madison County Sherriff’s Office

= National Park Service, Midwest Region

=  NEBCO Fire/EMS

= Nob Hill Volunteer Fire Department

=  Rocky Branch Volunteer Fire Department

= Rogers City Hall

=  Rogers Fire Department

=  Southwestern Power Administration

= Southwestern Power Resources Association

= Springdale City Hall

= Springdale Fire Department

=  The Nature Conservancy, Arkansas Field Office

= US Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service
= US Department of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
= US Environmental Protection Agency

= US Fish and Wildlife, Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
= US Geological Survey

= Washington County

= Washington County Sherriff’s Office
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEERS
POST OFFICE BOX 867

LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72203-0867
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

(501) 324-5751 [ FAX: 501-324-5605 [ http://www.swl.usace.army.mil

May 18, 2016

«fny «In»

«titlex

«agency»

«office»

«add1y»

«add2»

«city», «state» «zip»

Dear «salutation» «In»:

The Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Little Rock District, is revising the Beaver Lake Master Plan, which was
last updated in 1974. Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) an
Environmental Assessment (EA) of potential impacts of the draft plan will also be prepared. Your agency is invited
to attend an agency scoping workshop to provide comments and input to assist USACE with development of the
Master Plan and the preparation of an EA under NEPA.

The Master Plan guides the management of government-owned and leased lands around the lake. Decisions about
land use classifications in the Master Plan may affect future management of natural resources and recreational
opportunities. Input from the agencies and the general public will help define the needed revisions to the draft plan,
which is scheduled for public review in the summer of 2016.

The purpose of the update is to bring the Master Plan into compliance with current USACE policies and regulations,
identify usage trends and customer needs, and balance shoreline uses with natural resource management. Updates to
the plan are expected to review current management practices of the lake and to take advantage of current
technologies.

Your agency has been identified by the USACE as one that may have an interest in this project. The land
classifications established through the Master Plan may have important implications for surrounding residential
communities, businesses, parks, and natural areas. As a result, USACE is requesting your input and agency’s
expertise to assist in the development of an updated Master Plan and the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment as required by NEPA and the USACE Engineer Regulation ER 200-2-2 “Procedures for Implementing
NEPA”.

The agency scoping workshop will be held on the following date and location:

*  Monday, March 9 from 2pm to 4pm at the Hobbs State Park Conference Room located at 20201 Arkansas
12, Rogers, AR 72756 Phone #: 479-789-5000



The planning process will include an analysis of potential effects on the natural and social environment, including
fish and wildlife, recreational opportunities, economics, land use, cultural and historic resources, aesthetics, and
public health and safety. USACE is involving agencies and the public in the planning process for both the Master
Plan update and the NEPA analysis.

If you are unable to attend this workshop, you may also attend one of several public scoping workshops regarding
the master plan update. Information on the scheduled public workshops is at: http://go.usa.gov/Mw99.

In addition to participation in the scoping workshop, your agency may also submit comments via mail, email, or fax
with attention to: Dana Coburn, Chief, Environmental Branch, Planning and Environmental, USACE, Little Rock
District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203, Fax: (501) 324-5605, Email: CESWL-
BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil , Website: http://go.usa.gov/Mw99. Written comments must be
postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 3, 2015. If we do not hear from you within this time
period, we will assume your agency has no comments at this time.

If you have any questions regarding this invitation please contact me at (501) 324-5601 or via email at
dana.o.coburn@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Dana Coburn, Chief, Environmental Branch
Planning and Environmental
USACE, Little Rock District


http://go.usa.gov/Mw99
mailto:CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil
mailto:CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil
http://go.usa.gov/Mw99
mailto:dana.o.needham@usace.army.mil
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline

Management Plan Revision

ATTEND A PUBLIC SCOPING OPEN HOUSE

Please drop in at any time during the following scheduled times:

March 15, 2016 March 16, 2016 March 17, 2016
4:00 — 7:00 p.m. 4:00 - 7:00 p.m. 4:00 - 7:00 p.m.
Hilton Garden Inn Best Western Inn of Four Points by
1325 North Palak Dr. the Ozarks Sheraton Bentonville
Fayetteville, AR Convention Center 211 SE Walton Blvd
207 W. Van Buren Bentonville, AR
Eureka Springs, AR

All facilities accessible to persons with disabilities

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Little Rock District, plans to update the Beaver Lake Master Plan
and Shoreline Management Plan. Public Scoping Workshops for Master Plan Revision were held in the spring of 2015. Upon
completion of these workshops began the development of alternatives for the Master Plan. This process identified the potential for
significant impacts to the Shoreline Management Plan. To ensure the public has a clear and concise understanding of the
relationships between these two plans it was decided that the Master Plan Revision process would be combined with the Shoreline
Management Plan Revision process. Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) an Environmental Assessment
identifying impacts of the draft plans will also be prepared.

We want to hear from you! Please attend the public scoping open house or visit:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxjB

for current information.

P.O. Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203

Join us for an open house on the

Beaver Lake
Master Plan and
Shoreline Management
Plan Revision

Tuesday, March 15, 2016
Hilton Garden Inn
1325 North Palak Dr., Fayetteville

Wednesday, March 16, 2016
Best Western Inn of the Ozarks
207 W Van Buren, Eureka Springs

Thursday, March 17, 2016
Four Points by Sheraton Bentonville
211 SE Walton Blvd, Bentonville




BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN & SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN REVISION

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Little Rock District, plans to revise the Beaver Lake Master Plan
& Shoreline Management Plan. The Master Plan guides the classification and management of
government-owned or leased lands around the lake and the Shoreline Management Plan designates
specific shoreline allocations within those land classifications and guides future recreational
opportunities and natural resource management.

Public Scoping Workshops were previously held for the Master Plan revision in the spring of 2015.
Upon completion of those workshops and a review of the public comments received during that
process, the Corps determined that potential Master Plan alternatives could limit the range of
alternatives that could be considered for the Shoreline Management Plan. To ensure that the public
has a clear and concise understanding of the relationships between these two plans, the Master
Plan revision process has been combined with the Shoreline Management Plan revision process.
Therefore, the scoping process has been expanded to include consideration of the Shoreline
Management Plan.

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) an Environmental Assessment (EA) of
potential impacts of these draft plans will also be prepared.

We want to hear from you!

Please attend a public workshop or visit http://go.usa.gov/c5M9w for current information.
PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOPS
Tuesday, March 15, 2016

4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Hilton Garden Inn — Fayetteville
1325 N. Palak Drive

Fayetteville, AR

Wednesday, March 16, 2016

4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Best Western Inn of the

Ozarks Convention Center

207 W. Van Buren

Eureka Springs, AR

Thursday, March 17, 2016

4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Four Points by

Sheraton Bentonville

211 SE Walton Boulevard
Bentonville, AR



Consider attending one of the three public scoping workshops to learn the details of the master
planning and shoreline management planning processes and provide your input to the vision for
future land/shoreline use and management at Beaver Lake.

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, or fax with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and
Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203. Fax: (501) 324-
5605, Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.

Download our free App & connect with us on social media
http://about.me/usacelittlerock



http://about.me/usacelittlerock

Release No: 15-16 Contact:
Release: Immediately Jay Woods, 501-324-555j
Feb. 19, 2016 James.H.Woods2@usace.army.mil

CORPS HOLDS ADDITIONAL SCOPING WORKSHOPS FOR BEAVER LAKE
MASTER PLAN AND SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN REVISION

ROGERS, AR — The Army Corps of Engineers will host Beaver Lake Master Plan and
Shoreline Management Plan scoping workshops in March to share information about the revision
process and to collect public comments concerning land use management and shoreline use
around the lake.

Public scoping workshops were previously held for the master plan revision in early
2015. Upon completion of those workshops and a review of public comments, the development
of alternatives for the master plan began. This process identified the potential for significant
changes to the shoreline management plan. As a result of these potential changes, the Corps
decided to revise both the master plan and shoreline management plan concurrently in an effort
to ensure consistency between the two plans so that the public has a clear understanding of the
relationship between the two.

At the drop-in public workshops, a six-minute informational video will play
continuously. Representatives from the Corps will be available to answer questions and maps
will be shown to provide an overview of the master plan, shoreline management plan, or the

process itself.

--MORE—

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT
700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/Media/NewsReleases.aspx



Corps holds additional... 2.

PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOP SCHEDULE AND LOCATIONS
Tuesday, March 15, 2016
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Hilton Garden Inn
1325 North Palak Drive
Fayetteville, Arkansas
Wednesday, March 16, 2016
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Best Western Inn of the Ozarks Conference Center
207 W. Van Buren
Eureka Springs, Arkansas
Thursday, March 17, 2016
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Four Points by Sheraton, Bentonville
211 SE Walton Boulevard
Bentonville, Arkansas
All facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities
Attend one of the three public scoping workshops to learn the details of the master

planning and shoreline management planning process and provide your input to the vision for

future land/shoreline use and management at Beaver Lake.

~-MORE--

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT
700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/Media/NewsReleases.aspx



Corps holds additional... 3.

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, or fax with attention to: Planning Branch,
Planning and Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203. Fax: (501) 324-5605, Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April
8, 2016.

The current permit request moratorium will remain in effect during the master
plan/shoreline management plan update.

For more information about the master plan or shoreline management plan visit

http://go.usa.gov/cUtAF.

Little Rock District news and recreation information can be found at

www.about.me/usacelittlerock.

--30--

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT
700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/Media/NewsReleases.aspx
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Release No: 24-16 Contact:
Release: Immediately Jay Woods, 501-324-5551
March 7, 2016 james.h.woods2(@usace.army.mil

CORPS ISSUES REMINDER OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS FOR BEAVER LAKE
MASTER PLAN AND SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN REVISIONS

ROGERS, Ark. -- The Army Corps of Engineers is hosting three drop-in public
workshops March 15-17 in Fayetteville, Eureka Springs and Bentonville to discuss the Beaver
Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revision process and seek input from the
public. All interested persons are invited.

The drop-in public workshops are from 4 p.m. until 7 p.m. Tuesday, March 15 at the
Hilton Garden Inn in Fayetteville, Ark.; Wednesday, March 16 at the Best Western Inn of the
Ozarks Conference Center in Eureka Springs, Ark.; and Thursday, March 17 at the Four Points
by Sheraton in Bentonville, Ark.

Corps’ master plans set the vision for all use and development of a project’s federal
public lands and waters surrounding our reservoirs, recognizing the ongoing activities of others
in the watershed; specifically, environmental stewardship and recreation related purposes.

The shoreline management plan establishes policy and furnishes guidelines for the
protection and preservation of the environmental characteristics of the shoreline while
maintaining a balance between public and private shoreline uses. The shoreline management
plan allows individuals to apply for shoreline use permits such as vegetative modification,
private floating facilities, etc.

--MORE—

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT
700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/news&info/newsrel.html
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CORPS ANNOUNCES OPEN HOUSES... 2.

At the drop-in public workshops, a short informational video will play continuously,
providing the opportunity for the public to learn more about the master plan and shoreline
management plan revision process.

Representatives from the Corps of Engineers will be present to answer questions on the
master plan and shoreline management plan revision process and to explain the difference
between a master plan and a shoreline management plan. Anyone with any interest in the future
management of Beaver Lake is encouraged to attend and participate.

The moratorium on issuing new shoreline use permits will remain in effect until the
completion of the master plan and shoreline management plan update process. For more
information or to ask specific questions about the moratorium, contact the Beaver Lake Project
Office at (479) 636-1210.

The public’s input may be provided at the workshops or at any time during the public
comment period. The comment period will run from March 7 through April 8. Comments may
be submitted via mail, email, or fax with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and
Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203. Fax: (501)
324-5605, Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil.

For more information about the master plan revision process, please visit the following

website: http://go.usa.gov/cUts9.

--30--

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT
700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/news&info/newsrel.html
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Date
March 15

March 16

March 17

Time Location

4 p.m.—7 p.m. Hilton Garden Inn
1325 North Palak, Fayetteville, Ark.

4 p.m.—7 p.m. Best Western Inn of the Ozarks Conference Center
207 W. Van Buren, Eureka Springs, Ark.

4 p.m.—7 p.m. Four Points by Sheraton, Bentonville

211 SE Walton Boulevard, Bentonville, Ark.

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT

700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/news&info/newsrel.htmi




BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN AND SHORELINE

MANAGEMENT PLAN REVISION
ATTEND A PUBLIC SCOPING OPEN HOUSE

Please drop in at any time during the following scheduled times

Tuesday, March 15 Wednesday, March 16
4pm-7pm 4pm-7pm
Hilton Garden Inn - Best Western Inn of the Ozarks
Fayetteville Conference Center
1325 N. Palak Drive 207 W. Van Buren
Fayetteville, AR Eureka Springs, AR
Thursday, March 17
4pm-7pm

Four Points Sheraton Bentonville
211 SE Walton Boulevard
Bentonville, AR

All facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Little Rock District, plans to update the
Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan. Public Scoping Workshops for the Master
Plan Revision were held in the spring of 2015. Upon completion of these workshops the development of
alternatives for the Master Plan began. This process identified the potential for significant limitations on
the alternatives that could be considered for the Shoreline Management Plan revision. To ensure that
the public has a clear and concise understanding of the relationships between these two plans, the
Master Plan revision process is being combined with the Shoreline Management Plan revision process.

For current information and to submit comments, please visit:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxTF

An informational video will be shown continuously throughout each workshop; following which, staff will be
available to answer questions. Your input will help define the updates to the Beaver Lake Master Plan and
Shoreline Management Plan. Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) an Environmental

Assessment identifying impacts of the draft plans will also be prepared.

Comments should be submitted by April 8t", 2016 to:
Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203
Fax: (501) 324-5605, Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil
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Appendix D

Scoping Workshop Materials

Scoping Fact Sheet
Comment Card
PowerPoint Presentation (agency workshop only)

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report



BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN AND SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN REVISION

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Little Rock District, is revising the Beaver Lake Master
Plan (MP). The MP guides the management of the government-owned and leased lands
around the lake. Based on the comments received during MP scoping workshops held in
March 2015 the potential for significant changes to the Beaver Lake Shoreline
Management Plan (SMP) were identified. Potential changes in the MP could limit
alternatives and direct changes to the SMP. Therefore, the Corps is revising both the MP
and the SMP together to allow the public the opportunity to understand the relationship
between the plans and to comment on the effects of proposed revisions.

The revision process objective is to accommodate current and projected use patterns

with efficiency while encouraging maximum participation by the general public and local
government.

ABOUT THE BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN AND SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN

Beaver Lake is located in Northwest Arkansas (Benton, Washington, Carroll and Madison counties) and was authorized by the Flood Control Act of
1954. The lake has 38,138 acres of land and water with 473 miles of shoreline. Beaver Lake is the number one water supply source for Northwest
Arkansas. The water supply mission at Beaver Lake comes from the Water Supply Act of 1958.

The MP for Beaver Lake establishes guidance describing how the resources of the lake will be managed and provides the vision for how the lake

should look in the future. The MP does not address the details of how and where shoreline use permits may be issued, however, it does set the stage
for implementation of the shoreline management program.

The SMP establishes policy and furnishes guidelines for the protection and preservation of the environmental characteristics of the shoreline while

maintaining a balance between public and private shoreline uses. The SMP allows individuals to apply for shoreline use permits such as vegetative
modification, private floating facilities, etc.

Beaver MP & SMP Data Collection — Initiate Public Review of Draft MP & SMP Final MP & SMP
Revisions Integrated Public Input to Draft Plan with Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) with Draft EA

Public Scoping Workshops
March 2016

Public Workshops on Draft
MP & SMP with Draft EA



BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN LAND CLASSIFICATIONS

¢ Project Operations: lands required for the dam, spillway, offices, and other areas used solely for the operation of the reservoir.

o High Density Recreation: lands acquired for project operations and designated for use as parks or other areas for intensive recreational activities
by the visiting public. New private floating facilities would not be allowed in these areas.

+ Environmentally Sensitive Areas: lands designated for areas where scientific, ecological, cultural, or aesthetic features have been identified.
These areas are managed to protect their environmental resources.

e Multiple Resource Management Lands: This classification allows for the designation of a predominant use with the understanding that other
compatible uses may also occur on these lands, these additional uses may include:

e Low Density Recreation: lands classified for use for activities such as hiking trails, primitive camping, limited lake access points, and other
similar low density activities by the visiting public. New private floating facilities may be permitted in these areas in accordance with the
lake Shoreline Management Plan.

o Wildlife Management: lands allocated as habitat for fish and wildlife, and are generally open for hunting and fishing.

e Future/Inactive Recreation Areas: Lands intended for recreation, but which were never developed or have been closed.

e Vegetative Management: Lands designated for stewardship of forest, prairie, and other native
vegetative cover.
e Water Surface:
o Restricted: Water areas restricted for project operations, safety, and security purposes.
o Designated No-Wake: To protect environmentally sensitive shoreline areas, recreational water
access areas from disturbance, and for public safety.
 Fish and Wildlife Sanctuary: Annual or seasonal restrictions on areas to protect fish and MP Land SMP Shoreline
wildlife species during periods of migrations, resting, feeding, nesting, and/or spawning. Classifications Allocations
e Open Recreation: Those waters available for year round or seasonal water-based recreational

use.

BEAVER LAKE SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN SHORELINE ALLOCATIONS

e Limited Development Areas—Areas where boat docks and other shoreline use activities are permitted.

o Park Buffer Areas—Area adjacent to or within parks which restricts the issuance of shoreline use permits.

o Protected Shoreline Areas — Areas designated to protect aesthetic, environmental, and fish and wildlife values. No boat docks or other shoreline
use permits are allowed in these areas.

e Prohibited Access Areas—Areas immediately upstream from the dam where private docks and shoreline uses are prohibited for safety and security.



Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide
additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization:

Address:

E-mail: Phone:

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.


mailto:BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil

Postage Required

Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Tape ends before mailing

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT INSTRUCTIONS
AUTHORITY: ER 1130-2-550, and the laws and regulations referenced therein. PRINCIPAL PURPOSE(S): To provide a means for the maximum practicable public
participation in Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan formulation, preparation and subsequent revisions, through the use of public meetings, group
workshops, open houses or other public involvement. ROUTINE USE(S): Information you provide will be available for public review or may be disclosed to members
of the Department of Defense or other Government agencies who have a need for the information in performance of their official duties, and where use of such
information is compatible with the purpose for which the information is collected. DISCLOSURE: Voluntary; however, failure to furnish the requested information
may prevent the Agency from being able to direct meeting notices or provide additional information to commenters.



Beaver Lake Master Plan and
Shoreline Management Plan Update

Agency Scoping Workshop
March 17, 2016

®
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Agenda

= |ntroductions
= \/ideo Presentation
= Background

= | and Classifications and Shoreline
Allocations

* Timeline and Path Forward
* [nteractive Map Demo and Discussion

®
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Video Presentation

lind
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The Beaver Lake Master Plan

= Establishes guidance describing how the
resources of the lake will be managed

= Provides the vision for how the lake should
look in the future

®
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The Beaver Lake Shoreline
Management Plan

» Establishes policy and furnishes
guidelines for the protection and
preservation of the environmental
characteristics of the shoreline

* Maintains a balance between public and
private shoreline uses

®
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Relationship Between the Plans
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OMP APPENDICES
SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN (SMP)

IMPLEMENTATION AND RULES
®
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Relationship of Master Plans to OMP and
Shoreline Management Plans (SMP)

Master Plans — The “overarching”
concept document that should dictate
how project lands and water surface will
be managed. Revision requires
significant public involvement. Prepared
by an interdisciplinary team.

SMPs — Focused on management of
allowable private activities as set forth in
ER 1130-2-406 (docks and vegetation
modification). Subservient to land
classifications in the MP. Revision
requires public involvement and is
normally led by project and Operations
staff.

®
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Relationship of Master Plans to OMP and
Shoreline Management Plans (SMP)

Guidance for SMP is set forth in ER
1130-2-406 and was established

through a formal rule making process.

This guidance is a part of Title 36
(see Part 327.30).

ER 1130-2-406 states, in part, that
“These (shoreline) allocations should
compliment, but certainly not
contradict, the land classifications in
the project master plan.” This
language gives Master Plans a trump
card over changes in SMP.

®
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Relationship of Master Plans to OMP and
Shoreline Management Plans (SMP)

Should MP and SMP be revised
simultaneously?

While it may seem more efficient
to revise them at the same time, the
public’s intense interest in shoreline
zoning may cause the MP process to
be overshadowed by the SMP
revisions.

However, each lake is different. The
decision to revise these plans either
separately or concurrently has to
take all factors into consideration.
But...

The MP land classifications set the
framework for shoreline activities.

®
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Update Process

» Comments received during March 2015
public scoping Master Plan (MP)
workshops indicated the potential for
significant changes to the Shoreline
Management Plan (SMP)

= Simultaneous revision of the Master Plan
and Shoreline Management Plan will avoid
limiting potential SMP alternatives

®
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Update Process

= A draft revised MP and SMP will be
prepared for public review and comment

» A draft Environmental Assessment that
evaluates several alternative MP and SMP
scenarios will be prepared for public
review and comment

®

11 BUILDING STRONG,



Why Update?

The current Master Plan was developed in 1976; the SMP was last
revised and under went public review in 1998.

At Beaver Lake, the unique relationship between the Master Plan
and Shoreline Management Plan required a simultaneous revision
process

Visitation and resource demands are greater than predicted
Beaver Lake is now a tourist destination
Recreational services continue to grow

To align with current Corps policies and regulations

®
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Why Update?

Use of technology and maps for greater accuracy and efficiency
Respond to changing land use

Balance resources with partner and stakeholder interests
Proactively prepare for resource demands from off-lake influences

Sustainably manage the lake’s resources for future generations

®
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Master Plan Land Classifications

Project Operations
High Density Recreation
Environmentally Sensitive Areas

Multiple Resource Management Lands
» Low Density Recreation

» Wildlife Management

» Future/Inactive Recreation Areas

» Vegetative Management

14 BUILDING STRONG,



Master Plan Water Surface

Classifications

Restricted

Designated No-Wake

Fish and Wildlife Sanctuary

Open Recreation

®
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Shoreline Management Plan
Shoreline Allocations

* Limited Development Areas
= Park Buffer Areas

» Protected Shoreline Areas
* Prohibited Access Areas

The four shoreline allocations are designated by 36 CFR 327.30 and ER 1130-2-406
®
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Previous MP Revision Scoping

Most Frequent Responses to:
How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years?

. No Changes (Same as Today/Preserved) (29%)
. Clean Water/Water Quality (20%)

. Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful (14%)

. Natural Shoreline (8%)

. Recreational Uses (8%)

. No Commercial development (5%)

. Controlled Development (5%)

. Limited expansion of recreational
facilities (5%)

. Better fishing (4%)
. More restaurants/services on lake (4%)

. More no wake zones (4%)

Most people identified multiple categories so the total will not equal 100%

Protection from pollution/septic
systems (4%)

Wildlife (3%)

Limited Additional Private Boat Docks
(3%)

New Campgrounds/Increased
Campsites (3%)

Better Maintenance of Existing
Facilities (3%)

Supports Drinking Water/Water
Supply (3%)

Unlike Lake of the
Ozarks/Hamilton/Grand Lake (2%)

A Consistent Lake Level (2%)
Other Categories (26%)

®
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Previous MP Revision Scoping

= Most Frequent Responses to:
What about Beaver Lake is Most Important to You?

. Clean Water/Water Quality (35%) . Water Level Management (5%)

. Fishing (16%) . Accessibility (5%)

. Natural Beauty (15%) . Swimming (5%)

. Recreation (10%) . Limited Development (4%)

. Safety (10%) . Restrictions on Boat Size/Speed/Noise

()
. Drinking Water (10%) (4%)

. i H o,
. Boating (7%) Family Friendly (3%)
H [+)
e Pristine Shoreline (7%) Camping (3%)
. H ()
s Wildlife (5%) Hunting (2%)

. Other Categories (20%)

What is Least Important to You?

*  Further Development (8%) *  Energy/Hydropower (2%)

s Motorized Boats (3%) *  Other Categories (17%)
J There is None — Everything is -
Important (2%) m m

®
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Issues to be Evaluated in the
Environmental Assessment

Land Use
Recreation Facilities

Visual and Aesthetic
Impacts

Fish and Wildlife

Threatened and
Endangered Species

Water Quality

Cultural and Historic
Resources

Economic
Development

Public Safety
Water Supply

Flood Risk
Management

®
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Project Timeline

1A

~

ic Scoping Wor

We Are
Here

BUILDING STRONG
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We Want Your Input!

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the
project website with attention to: Planning Branch,
Planning and Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District,
P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203

Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil

Comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed or hand
delivered by April 8, 2016

®
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Questions and Answers

Thank you
For More Information Contact:

Planning Branch, Planning and
Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District,
P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203

®
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Issues for Discussion

= Comments and suggestions on potential
SMP updates.

o0 Things to consider might include: current zoning, current
policies on dock and vegetation permits, should there be

additional commercial opportunities.
= How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20
years? What changes, if any, would you like
to see at the lake?
= What about Beaver Lake is most and least
important to you?

23 BUILDING STRONG,
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Appendix E

Scoping Workshop Exhibit Boards

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report



HOW TO COMMENT

Comments are Due by April 8, 2016
Please drop your comment form in the
Comment Box before leaving
or
Mail, Email, or Fax comments to:
Planning Branch,
Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District
P.O. Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203
Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil
or
Speak to the Court Reporter

For More Information: http://go.usa.gov/cVw/W

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT INSTRUCTIONS
AUTHORITY: ER 1130-2-550, and the laws and regulations referenced therein.

PRINCIPAL PURPOSE(S): To provide a means for the maximu

m practicable public participation in Master Plan formulation, preparation and subsequent revi
nnnnnnnnnnnn

visions, through the use of public meetings, group workshops, open houses or other public

ROUTINE USE(S): Information you provide will be available for public review or may be disclosed to members of the Department of Defense or other Government agencies who have a need for the information in performance of their official duties, and
where use of such information is compatible with the purpose for which the information is collected.

DISCLOSURE: Voluntary; however, failure to furnish the requested information may prevent the Agency from being able to direct meeting notices or provide additional information to commentors.

Comments must be postmarked, e-mailed,
faxed, or hand delivered by April 8, 2016




WHY REVISE THE MASTER PLAN AND

SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN?

e The current Master Plan was developed in 1976

e [he unique relationship between the Master Plan and
Shoreline Management Plan required a simultaneous revision
Process

e Visitation and resource demands are greater than predicted

e Beaver Lake Is now a tourist destination

e Recreational services continue to grow

e To align with current Corps policies/regulations

e Use of new technology and maps for greater accuracy and
efficiency

e« Respond to changing land use

e Balance resources with partner and stakeholder interests

e Proactively prepare for resource demands from off-lake
iInfluences

o Sustainably manage the lake’s resources for future generations




RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE PLANS

OPERATIONAL MANAGEMENT PLAN (OMP)
DETAILED MANAGEMENT AND
ADMINISTRATIVE FUNCTIONS

OMP APPENDICES
SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN (SMP)
IMPLEMENTATION AND RULES

To ensure that the public has a clear and concise understanding of the relationships

between these two plans, the Master Plan revision process is being combined with the
Shoreline Management Plan revision process.



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

The Little Rock District Is proposing to update
the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan.

The District will prepare an Environmental Assessment
(EA) to evaluate the potential environmental and social
effects of proposed changes to the Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan.

Your Input is Important!

Your feedback will help shape the future for
Beaver Lake.

Please Let us Know:
Your comments and suggestions on items to update in the SMP.
How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years?
What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?




BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN SCOPING

Most Frequent Responses to:

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years?

A Lake With...

e No Changes (Same as Today
Preserved) (29%)

e Clean Water/Water Quality (20%)

e Natural Beauty/Pristine/Peaceful
(14%)

e Natural Shoreline (8%)

e Recreational Uses (8%)

e No Commercial Development (5%)

e Controlled Development (5%)

e | imited Expansion of Recreational
Facilities (5%)

e Better Fishing (4%)

e More Restaurants/Services on Lake
(47%)

e More No wake zones (4%)

e Protection from Pollution/Septic
Systems (4%)

o \\Vildlife (3%)

e | imited Additional Private Boat Docks
(370)

e New Campgrounds/Increased
Campsites (3%)

e Better Maintenance of Existing
Facilities (3%)

e Supports Drinking Water/Water
Supply (3%)

e Unlike Lake of the Ozarks/Hamilton/
Grand Lake (2%)

e A Consistent Lake Level (2%)

e Other Categories (26%)

Most people identified multiple categories so the total will not equal 100%

For the Complete Scoping Report visit http://go.usa.gov/cVw/7F




BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN SCOPING

Most Frequent Responses to:

What about Beaver Lake is Most Important to You?
e Clean Water/Water Quality (35%) e Accessibility (5%)

e Fishing (16%) e Swimming (5%)

e Natural Beauty (15%) e Limited Development (4%)

e Recreation (10%) e Restrictions on Boat Size/Speed/
o Safety (10%) Noise (4%)

e Drinking Water (10%) e Family Friendly (3%)

e Boating (7%) e Camping (3%)

e Pristine Shoreline (7%) e Hunting (2%)

o Wildlife (5%) e Other Categories (20%)

e \Water Level Management (5%)

Most Frequent Responses to:
What is Least Important to You?

e Further Development (8%)

e Motorized Boats (3%)

e There is None — Everything is Important (2%)
e Energy/Hydropower (2%)

e Other Categories (17%)

Most people identified multiple categories so the total will not equal 100%

For the Complete Scoping Report visit http://go.usa.gov/cVwsQ




PROJECT TIMELINE

Initiate Public Review of Draft MP & SMP ¥ Final MP & SMP
with Draft Environmental Assessment with Final EA
(EA) Summer 2017

Beaver MP & SMP Revisions Data Collection —
Integrated September 2015 Public Input to Draft Plan

Public Scoping Workshops Public Workshops on Draft MP &
March 2016 SMP with Draft EA Early 2017




ISSUES POTENTIALLY EVALUATED IN THE

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Please comment on these or other iIssues that should be considered In the
Environmental Assessment:

e« Land Use o« Economic Development
e Recreation Facilities e Public Safety
e Visual and Aesthetic Impacts o Water Supply
e Fish and Wildlife e Flood Risk Management

o Threatened and Endangered Species ¢ Water Quality
e Cultural and Historic Resources
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DESCRIPTION OF
MASTER PLAN

LAND CLASSIFICATIONS

HIGH DENSITY RECREATION

--Lands intended to be developed or are currently developed for intensive recreational activities
for the visiting public including day use areas and/or campgrounds.

--These could include areas for commercial concessions (marinas, comprehensive resorts, etc.),
and quasi-public development.

--No new future public requests for Limited Development Areas (LDA) in a High Density
classification will be granted based upon guidance received to keep private/community

use separated from commercial use activities.

LOW DENSITY RECREATION

--Lands with minimal development or infrastructure that support passive public recreational use
(e.g. primitive camping, fishing, hunting, trails, wildlife viewing, etc.).

--Low Density Recreation lands may contain Limited Development Areas within the context of the
Shoreline Management Plan (SMP) (Note: Distribution of shoreline

areas to Limited Development status requires revision of the SMP).

ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE

--Areas where scientific, ecological, cultural or aesthetic features have been identified.

--These areas must be considered by management to ensure they are not adversely impacted.
--Typically, limited or no development of public use is allowed on these lands, however public use
which does not adversely impact these lands (fishing, hunting, wildlife viewing, photography, etc)
Is allowed.

--No agricultural, grazing, or mowing for residential/commercial uses are permitted on these lands
unless necessary for a specific resource management benefit, such as prairie restoration.

--There are public utilities (i.e. power lines, roads, etc.) that may be found in ESA land
classifications; this can be taken into account under the “limited development for public use”

in ESA.

--Future right-of-ways for public utilities in ESA will be considered and reviewed on a case by
case basis.

WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA

--Lands designated for stewardship of fish and wildlife resources.

PROJECT OPERATIONS

--Lands required for the dam, spillway, switchyard, levees, dikes, offices, maintenance facilities,
and other areas that are used solely for the operation of the project.

DESCRIPTION OF

SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN
SHORELINE ALLOCATIONS

LIMITED DEVELOPMENT AREAS (LDA)

--Limited Development Areas are those areas in which private facilities and/or activities may
be allowed consistent with Title 36 327.30.

--Modification of vegetation by individuals may be allowed only following the issuance of a
permit in accordance with Title 36 327.30.

--Potential low and high water conditions and underwater topography should be carefully
evaluated before shoreline is allocated as Limited Development Area.

FULL LIMITED DEVELOPMENT AREAS (LDA)

--Full Limited Development Areas are those areas in which private facilities and/or activities
were allowed, however there is no more room for a dock or the area is not suitable for a dock.

PARK BUFFER

--Public Recreation Areas are those areas designated for commercial concessionaire facilities,
Federal, state or other similar public use. No private shoreline use facilities and/or activities
will be permitted within or near designated or developed public recreation areas. The term
“‘near” depends on the terrain, road system, and other local conditions, so actual distances
must be established on a case by case basis in each project Shoreline Management Plan.
No modification of land forms or vegetation by private individuals or groups of individuals is
permitted in public recreation areas.

PROTECTED (shown as white on map

--Protected Shoreline Areas are those areas designated to maintain or restore aesthetic, fish
and wildlife, cultural, or other environmental values.

--Shoreline may also be so designated to prevent development in areas that are subject to
excessive siltation, erosion, rapid dewatering, or exposure to high wind, wave, or current
action and/or in areas in which development would interfere with navigation.

--No Shoreline Use Permits for floating or fixed recreation facilities will be allowed in protected
areas.

--Some modification of vegetation by private individuals, such as clearing a narrow
meandering path to the water, or limited mowing, may be allowed only following the issuance
of a permit if the resource manager determines that the activity will not adversely impact the
environment or physical characteristics for which the area was designated as protected. In
making this determination the effect on water quality will also be considered.

PROHIBITED AREAS

--Prohibited Access Areas are those in which public access is not allowed or is restricted for
health, safety or security reasons. These could include hazardous areas near dams, spillways,
hydro-electric power stations, work areas, water intake structures, etc.

--No shoreline use permits will be issued in Prohibited Access Area.
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From: Charles Sugg

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Shoreline Zoning Request
Date: Wednesday, March 09, 2016 5:23:50 PM
Attachments: Dock Zoning Proposal.pdf

To: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District

It is our understanding that as part of the Shoreline Management Plan, the Corp is considering requests for
shoreline zoning changes. It is proposed to extend or shift the shoreline zoning 20 ft southeast of the existing zone
for our dock permit #2401. The attached maps show the location and the zone affected by this proposal.

This change is requested for several reasons: During times of low water levels, the dock has to be moved to
southeast to deeper water which is not within the current shoreline dock zone. Also, this change will allow for
safer and better dock management since the water level in the cove varies greatly and is sometimes has debris in the
cove. As illustrated on the attached maps, this zoned area is small part of the cove and will only accommodate one
dock. This change will not affect any other dock or property and is still over 300 ft to the nearest dock.

Thank you for considering this proposal, and we hope you will approve of this minor change to help us better
manage our dock. Please confirm that you have received our request and the next steps that are needed to handle
this proposal. If you have any questions I can be reached at charlesnsugg@gmail.com

<mailto:charlesnsugg@gmail.com> , or 281-799-8530.

Sincerely,

Charles Sugg

20160309_Sugg_C
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline hryrer
. . of Enginsatas.
Management Plan Revision LRtla Fiack Distiot

Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Please use this form to respond ta the foilowing three questians that will be asked in this open house. You may ofto use this form to provide
additioned cormments abour how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Moster Plon and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the fssues
that should be studied before a dacisfon is mede on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2018, to USACE
at the addresses befow. '

Your Name/Orgatilzation: Pustin & Anna Booth
Addresss 650 Jackson Ridge Rd.
Eureka Springs, AR 72632

E-mail: abootnfor2@gmall.com phone: (478} 718-0754 or (313) 827-6115

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: eurrent zoning, current policles on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Ploage be as specific a5 possibie.

As the tople of rezoning has been relnreduced, it is more important 16 s than aver to get permission o move our dock, Wa bought our house In the
spring of 2015, and fhe dock came with the property. However, the dock was owned by & different home before it wag sold 1o the
owner of our elrrent home. {our dock Is on nisighbor's property} We are Raving to cut through bis property to get ta our dock. We are asking to be
able ta move our dock down the shoraline so that it is In front of OUR property. This way wa could avoid maessing up any part of the
neighbor's land. Whan wa move it, f would only ba approx. 100-200 vards from its current location. Finally, we would like to ask
permission te add @ swim platform onto our dock. The dock is cumently & 2-sllp dack with 1 boat lift. | see no harm in adding a
almple swim platform onto en EXESTING dock. The platform would be the full length of the dock (spprox 25 feet long) and come out approx 10 feet
from the edge.

if you did not previouely comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions, Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.
How would you ilke to see Beaver Leke in 20 years? What changes, if eny, would you like to see at the lake?
[ wout like to see Beaver Lake in simifer condition to it is now. However, | enjoy being able o stop white we ara on the water and
have soms food. [t would be nics to have mere than 1 restaurant on {he water or at least close to the water where you could park
your boal.

What about Beaver Lake I5 most and least important to you? The Most Impartant thing about Beaver Lake is how tlean
and beautful it is. The least important ihing would be to have existing home and dock owners having the right {o clear in front
of thelr homes. Meaning, | think that they SHOULD be able to clear a view.

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or ebout issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, emall, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock Disteict, .0. Box B67, Little Rock, AR 72203 Bax: {501) 324-5605

Emall: CESWL-Beaver akeMasterPlandusace. army.mil

Webssite:
httpi//go.use.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otharwica submsitted by Aprii 8, 2016,

20160310_Booth_D&A




From:

C Ed Knight
To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan
Date:

Sunday, March 13, 2016 8:38:36 PM

I am a property owner in the Fox Hollow neighborhood. I will be unable to attend the information sessions in
person but [ wanted to request a change in designation of the east shore of Big Ventris Cove. It is currently
designated as Environmentally Sensitive Area. The west shore is designated as Low Density Recreation. Please

consider a change to Low Density Recreation recognition for the east shore to be consistent for the whole cove.
Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Ed Knight

10020 BlackJack Road
Garfield, AR

20160313 _Knight E
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From: lesmas7@aol.com

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan & Shoreline Management Plan Comments-March 13, 2016
Date: Sunday, March 13, 2016 2:39:43 PM

What about Beaver Lake is most important to you? What is the least important to you?

Because the current Master Plan/Shoreline Management Plan prohibits my family from having a dock, our ability to
enjoy the lake is significantly diminished. This is especially true for members of our family who have severe
physical limitations and wish to have full and independent access to the lake.

What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

My son and daughter in law own a house at 17738 Fox Hollow Rd, Garfield, AR 72732. I am 89 years old and my
wife is 85 year old. Because there is not a dock at their house, I have not been able to get out on the lake for fear
that I may severely injure myself getting in and out of the boat. Our only alternative is to use the unsafe boating
ramp at Ventris Park to launch our boat or continually have a vehicle to trailer our boat and drive to a pay public
facility to it. In order to be able to enjoy Beaver Lake in the time I have left in this world, we would like to see the
entire East shoreline of Ventis Cove including the current park buffer area be designated as Low Density Recreation
and zoned for docks. This will allow me to enjoy the lake and the location that my wife and I helped purchase.
Having a dock at this location does not negatively impact the aesthetics of Ventris park or disrupt the views from
the park. In fact, a dock would not be visible from anywhere within the park. The Corp would also benefit from
additional fee revenue.

If the Corp is worried about there being too many docks on the lake, they should require that there be at least part
time residence at the house where a dock is located.

Will you please send me a response that indicates that you have received my comments and they will be included in
the Master Plan Revision.

Regards,

Lyman E. Smith, Jr.

Learn more on how to switch to Sprint and save 50% on most Verizon, AT&T or T-Mobile rates. See
sprint.com/500ff <Blockedhttp://sprint.com/500ff> for details.
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This e-mail may contain Sprint proprietary information intended for the sole use of the recipient(s). Any use by
others is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies of the
message.
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From: Noel Ottaviano

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments for Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Date: Tuesday, March 15, 2016 9:12:42 PM

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comments

Name: Noel Ottaviano

Address: 12431 Akita Ln, Lowell, AR 72745

Email: noel ottaviano@yahoo.com <mailto:noel ottaviano@yahoo.com>

Phone: 479-263-3798

Submitted Electronically to CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil <mailto:CESWIL -
BeaverlakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil>

Regarding: Comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan (SMP).

In general the guidance in the1998 version of the Shoreline Management Plan with regard to Private Floating
Facilities is on target with protecting the lake and providing a way for those with adjacent property to have
permanent boating access on Beaver Lake. I do have a few suggestions for improvement / clarification of this
particular section (VI) of the Shoreline Management Plan:

Request that consideration be given to waivers permitting less than the “100 feet between adjacent docks” in times
of water level fluctuation. This would permit docks to be spaced closer together when being moved to account for
the receding shoreline and underwater obstacles.

Request that consideration be given to waivers permitting dock ramps longer than “40 feet” when either high or low
level water fluctuation requires the dock to be stationed out from the shoreline. This would allow safe access to the
dock for ongoing maintenance and to keep the dock “in floating conditions at all times” as mandated in the
Shoreline Plan.

When my formal request for a dock ramp extension was rejected, I was told by Beaver Lake Army Corp Staff that I
could use a temporary solution such as a gang plank or portable walkway. In order to clarify these instructions, I
would like to see the Shoreline Management Plan specify examples of acceptable alternatives so there is no
vagueness as to what is permitted.

Realizing that there are limitations in staffing, work on a program to improve the speed of permit application and
especially of emergency requests.

Provide electronic (on line) approval and payment of permit approvals to speed the approval and permitting process.

In the Pleasure Heights area it appears that there are several inconsistencies between the Land Classification Map
and the Shoreline Allocation Maps. My comments specifically reference boat dock permit #1072:

On the current Master Plan Map the area surrounding this dock is “Unallocated” and on the Shoreline Allocation
Map this area is identified as a LDA (Limited Development Area). [ would like to see the Shoreline Allocation
remain as LDA while changing the Master Plan Land Map to LDR (Low Density Recreation) from its current
“Unallocated” status.

Additionally, the area immediately upstream of this dock is listed as “Unallocated” on the Master Plan Map and
“Protected” on the Shoreline Allocation Map. It is requested that the allocation be changed to LDR (Low Density
Recreation) on the Master Plan Map and LDA (Limited Development Area) on the Shoreline Use Map. This
request is being made to assure that the currently authorized Vegetation Modification Permit associated with Dock
Permit #1072 remain valid.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the updates to the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan.
Sincerely,

Noel Ottaviano

20160315_Ottaviano_N
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12431 Akita Ln
Lowell, AR 72745
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DENISE BRYNER

My name is Denise Bryner. I live at 3128 North
Nevis Drive in Fayetteville. And we've lived in
Fayetteville for close to 21 years. And we've seen
a lot of changes on Beaver Lake, and this past five
years, we've become more natural outdoor enthusiasts,
doing a lot of kayaking and camping and just swimming
along the lake. And last year, I was there whenever
the young man drowned that had the seizure when he dove
off the rocks, and there was just a lot of confusion
on the lake.

And I've spend a lot of time at Beaver Lake on
my days off from work during the week when there's not
a lot of people up there, and so it's like two totally
different places. On the weekend when a lot of people
are there, it's alive with energy and fun and families
and activities, and then during the week when nobody's

there, it's really quiet and peaceful and restful and
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it's a place to go for sanctuary.

I would like to see a balance between those two
types of experiences, where there might be quiet times
on the lake when people are not allowed to boat around
and just have a balance between the natural calm, quiet
times on the lake and the high-energy recreation and
fun and family atmosphere.

One of the things about the lake that makes me
very, very sad is I have seen just a great disrespect
of the environment with people leaving trash and
garbage and broken glass, and I would like to see some
type of a litter control program where we actually would
enforce fines if people are caught littering. I know
there's a lot of mileage along the shoreline to be able
to control something like that, but the worse places
that I have seen is the actual public areas where there
are lots of people all the time. And those areas of
the lake that are accessible across from the parks and
the camping areas are where I see most of the trash
and broken glass.

I know up in the New Englands areas, they
actually have signs that are posted with a monetary
value on there. If you are caught littering, you are
going to pay so many thousands of a dollar fine, and

they reinforce that, and there was not a single piece
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of trash anywhere along the shorelines up in the New
England area. So those are my two suggestions, a
balance on the lake, so that all types of people can
enjoy the atmosphere there, and a litter control
program.

MR. BRYNER: We live out toward Goshon. We go
to that southern part of the lake. There at War Eagle.

MRS. BYNER: We do a lot of camping. At the
dam. We spend a lot of time at the dam. I was actually
at the dam. I didn't know what the thing was, when
they actually let the water out of the dam. I didn't
know what that was. It's actually really funny. My
husband and I were fishing, and this is when we first
started using the lake, and we were out, sort of down,
in the -- below the dam, and the horn blew. And I said
-- you know, we were on the rock bed, fishing. And
I was just sort of laying there resting, and he was
fishing. And I said, what is that horn. And he says,
oh, there gonna let water out of the lake, out of the
dam. And I said, oh, that's great. And so, he kept
fishing, and was sitting on the chair. And before I
realized it, some of my stuff started floating down
the river. And I said, Tom, I think the water's gonna
get high real quick here. We need to get out of here.

So we grabbed our stuff. And by the time we actually
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got, you know, it was all the way up to our waist.
We didn't realize that that water came out so gquickly.
So, I mean, we got out. But it was Jjust so funny,

because 1t was the first that we had been up there,
and not really understanding how much water was gonna
come out of there. You know, as soon as that whistle
blows, you've got to get out of there quick.

MR. BRYNER: But it was only up to my knees,
because I move fast.

MRS. BRYNER: Well, he left me to get all the
stuff that was floating down the river. That's why

he got out faster. Bye, thank you.
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Thomas Bryner
3128 Nevis Drive
Fayetteville, Arkansas 72703

MR. BRYNER: My name is Thomas Bryner, Tom
Byner, and my address is 3128 Nevis Drive,
Fayetteville, Arkansas 72703. And I've a couple of
suggestions. The first suggestions is for Beaver Lake

to encourage commercial growth of a resort similar to,
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like, Big Cedar Lodge up on near Missouri. I would
like a resort that i1s, like, a very into-the-wilderness
type of resort, that you can't ever really see the
resort from the lake, that blends in with the
environment, and is a nice place to go. Kind of like
Big Cedar Lodge, as an example. Not any resort that
has any real high, high sky rises, you know, like three
or four stories high. Bit logs, blends in very Frank
Lloyd Wright type of architecture that goes right in
with the landscape. That type of thing. That would
be great, to have something like that developed, if
they find a commercial development to do that.

The other suggestion I had was, oh, fishing.
Anything that they can do -- if you're a fisherman,
and you just don't feel like you're that good. But
you can't catch fish, but you want to catch fish.
Anything that you can do to educate people. If they're
fishing on the shore, fishing anywhere. Or fishing
classes, fishing areas, stocking with fish. Anything
to make my life easier so that I can actually catch
a fish, instead of being a pro. I would like that.

So that I can catch more fish and not have to be a
professional.

Those are my two suggestions -- is, easier

fishing, easier to catch fish, and a, I guess,
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environmentally friendly type of resort that goes in
with the landscape, and it's only about three or four
stories high. Frank Lloyd Wright looking type thing,

or how about Faye Jones type of resort style.
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Lanny Rice
18857 East Highway 412
Springdale, Arkansas 72764

MR. RICE: I manage the Washington County Fair

Grounds. I'ma retired Ag Teacher. Agriculture, yes.

I taught for 33 years at Fayetteville High School and
Prairie Grove High School. ©Now I teach welding at the
University of Arkansas in the Agriculture Ed
Department. So I've been around, I guess, in that
regard. And I also manage the Washington County
Fairgrounds. I do all the rentals.

I'm a recent property owner on a cove on the
old Blue Springs Park area, and my prior conversations
with the Corps Rangers was that I couldn't touch
vegetation or get a permit for an improved walk or trail

to the lake shore, and certainly not any boat dock.
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And just assume now —-- because that had originally
been designated as a park area -- that since the
management of the park has been closed for years by
the Corps, that perhaps could renegotiate the use of
that shoreline as a property owner. And that's kind
of my story, just perhaps to put -- like I said, I live
in that Blue Springs Park area. Designated that on
one of the coves right off of 412. South of 412. And
I would just appreciate that being put in the area of
consideration, and rethinking that.

And my physical address 1is 18857 East Highway
412, Springdale, Arkansas 72764. And thank you for
your consideration of these comments. I'm going to

write here, Property Owner.

2016031 5_Transcript_Rice_L



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

PROCEEDTINGS
Statements made at Hilton Garden Inn

Fayetteville, Arkansas, March 15, 2016
Christie Simmons
273 N. Canvas Road
Fayetteville, Arkansas 72701

MS. SIMMONS: I have two properties here that
I have different concerns about. We have property,
yes. This is Eureka Springs. This is pretty much the
run-down. We own a home on 415 County Road 1520 in
Eureka Springs. There are boat docks zoned -- areas,
both sides of Route 4 homes there. Four Lots. But
in front of these four 1lots is no boat dock zoning.
We would like to have that considered a "yes" for boat
docks along this portion of County Road 1520 in Eureka
Springs.

But we also own property on County Road 1524.
It has a few boat docks. 1In front of our area there's
a vegetation, something or other. But it's not a good
area for boat docks. It's rocky, and the water, when
it goes down -- it's just not conducive. We would like
to make sure that no docks come into that small area
on 1524, where we come into the point. I have contacted
the Corps a few times about some abuses, people running

boats up onto shore, parking ATV's that drip oil the
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shore, clearing big trails down to the waterfront,
through Corps property. And I would like make sure
that no docks go in because I think that that would
exacerbate the problem. And my name is Christie
Simmons. All right, thank you very much. I

appreciate that.
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Don Franklin

701 Northwest Jackson
Bentonville, Arkansas 72712

MR. FRANKLIN: What I want to do i1s leave a

comment for the Corps about water levels for boat docks.

Is that appropriate for this? I mean, this isn't a
complaint. Regarding the process for boat docks
additions or changes, I'd like to see some variability
in the water level used for making the assessment.
Last go-round, none of the program started until the
water level in the lake was 11.23. I would like to
see some option in there so that it's not a fixed number,
so that perhaps it's based on, as the shoreline
management program is finalized, that it is based on
the actual classification for the shoreline, the
density of existing docks, and then that some range
of the water elevations be based on that, maybe for
environmentally sensitive area with two docks and
there's 1000 feet between them, if someone wants to
change that, it can be when the water level is at 11.28,
or some number, but something other than a fixed, rigid

number, 11.23, that's a number based on the
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classification of the area and the density of the docks,
and that is going to become relevant once a shoreline
management plan is adopted, and people now want to

either modify or add new docks, that whole process needs

some flexibility.
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Lynn Frieden
1385 Highland Park Drive
Eureka Springs, Arkansas

MR. FRIEDEN: I'm Lynn Frieden, 1385 Highland
Park Drive, Eureka Springs, Arkansas. My comments
are, in order to keep a cleaner lake, which we all want,
is a very clean lake -- this lake is famous for diving.
One of the biggest ways to do that would be, first
of all, allow owners that are bordering the lake that
have Corps ground bordering their houses or behind
their houses down to the water, that they the

opportunity to go in there once, twice, three times
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a year, get rid of the dead, rotting trees, get rid
of the leaves that are bug-infested, tick-infested,
because when it rains, and it rains hard, all of that
ends up down in the lake. Second of all, I would like
to see the Corps either buy or sell a certain level
above high water level. ©Now, I think they are going
to be buying -- or selling more than they are going
to be buying. Some of these Corps lines are 400 to
500 feet. Some of them are 10. Some of them, right
now, the land owner has land that is in the water.
The next thing, this is a retirement community
for the most part, especially around this part of the
lake, not over by Rogers or Fayetteville, Springdale
area. But, since this is a retirement area at this
end of the lake, at least allow those people to either
purchase a permit or have access for a four-wheeler
or golf cart or side-by-side, a path to get down as
far as they can to the water, as long as they stay above
the high-water level. Also, this Corps is very erratic
as far as the slope. There are portions of this lake
that drop off really hard. Allow us to put in steps,
or some means of, once we get down there, instead of
going down some very slippery and loose rocks going
down there to the dock, that we can have some steps,

gradual steps, that will allow us to get down there
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without breaking our necks.

Also, you know, I think they ought to realign
the Corps line. To allow landowners to be able to
permit, driving ways down to the water, and let us most
of all, clean up that trash down there. There are dead
trees, rotten trees that have fallen over, been down
there for years and years now, the dead leaves that
accumulate. Let us clean that stuff up. It would sure
help keep the water cleaner, and it would help bring

in more people. Thank you.
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Tom Gorsuch
80 County Road 1523
Eureka Springs, Arkansas 72632

MR. GORSUCH: Good evening. Hi, my name is Tom
Gorsuch. I live at 80 County Road 1523 in Eureka
Springs, Arkansas 72632. My wife and I do have

shoreline property, and a private dock on the lake.

T have a couple of comments here. One is related
to the issue of the consistency of dock zoning along
the shores. I think it's -- it would be important to
have more consistency, and not have hopscotch zoning
where there are, like, a couple of lots that are zoned
for docks, and then next to it a lot or two not zoned
for docks. And then next to it, lots zoned for docks.

I think that the zoning for docks should be a lot more
like normal zoning, I guess you might call it, in a
city or wherever, where there are areas that are zoned
for docks, and not have it hopscotch and haphazard.

Specifically, I would -- in the Oak Ridge Park
area I know that this problem exists, where there are
non-dockable lots immediately adjacent to dockable
lots. And I think there are some lots along County
Road 1520 like that, and I think those ought to be all

dockable, instead of just some of them dockable.
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My second comment relates to the water ski
course. I think it's important that a lake as large
and diverse as Beaver Lake should have continued
capability for a competition water ski course. I'm
no longer able to ski it myself, but I know that I have
friends and I have relatives from out of town, and when
they come to visit, they like to ski the course. And
I know that we're down to just one water ski course
on the lake now, and I'd like to be able to be assured
that that will be maintained in some form, in some place
on the lake. And I think it's important that that Ski
Club be allowed to continue to do that.

All right, and so I also want to talk about the
elimination of the one and two-slip dock permits. I
think that that has had a huge negative unintended
consequence from requiring a minimum of four slips.

So what's happened, and I'm sure you guys know about
this, is that a lot of docks are going in that would
have been one or two slip, but because there's a four
slip minimum, now the people are putting in supposed
community docks, although they, in fact, you know, just
get their brother-in-law or somebody else to nominally
own the other two slips. And the result is, we have
a huge slip dock in a place where we would have had

a one or two-slip dock, and those owners would have
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been perfectly happy with a one or two-slip dock.

So I think there's an unintended consequence
here. And I think we -- or, the Corps should go back
to issuing one or two-slip dock permits. And I should
note here that my wife and I really have no horse in
this race, because we do have a grandfather'd in
two-slip dock. We're happy with it. And, you know,
so it's not an issue that affects us personally, other
than the fact that there are way too many big docks
on the lake with a lot of unnecessary unused slips on
them.

Another thing is vegetation management. I do
want to commend the Corps for their approach to
vegetation management. I think it's wonderful and I'm
really glad that you're aggressively maintaining and
protecting the property rights of the government
against people who come in and chop down trees just
because they want a better view. I know I'ma landowner
and I wouldn't like it if my neighbor came in on my
property and chopped down my trees to improve his view,
and I look at it like it's your property, but really
collectively our property and I'm glad you're
protecting it, so keep that part up.

And the final thing is, I would really like to

see more restaurants on the lake, and I think that,
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I mean, I know you can't open a restaurant. You're
not in the restaurant business. But I think it would
be good i1f the Corps restrictions and regulations
didn't stand in the way of opening up a few more
restaurants. I think it would enhance the
recreational value of the lake, and frankly, having
two or three more restaurants on the lake spread out
over 500 miles of shoreline is probably not going to
be an aesthetic disadvantage. So anyway, that's my

comments. Thanks a lot.
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Carl D. Kinney
21344 Highland Lake Drive
Garfield, Arkansas 72732

MR. KINNEY: It's interesting that the new
master plan has my dock sitting in an area that was
restricted, prohibited in 1976. And they'wve given me
some real good information, they said to go ahead and
fill out the forms and send it in and they said there
is a possibility that it would be grandfathered. But
I am kind of worried, because there is no area in that
whole north cove, the four-corners area, there is no
area where a dock would be allowed. I'm going to go
ahead and fill out the forms and I'm going to send it
in, and I think that will maybe have a little bit of
influence on them, because there are several people
in the same area that have the same problem. This is

Carl Kinney, 21344 Highland Lake Drive, Garfield
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Arkansas 72732.
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John O'Brien
1307 County Road 1520
Eureka Springs, Arkansas 72632

MR. O'BRIEN: The only suggestion I have is that

-— you know, the lake is beautiful, we just love it.

But, you know, with the water that goes up and down,
we get these big logs that float in. And most people
will take the log on their boat, and then take it back
out, and let it go somewhere. And I think that it's
just a never ending cycle. I don't now what could be
done. It's just -- I mean, we go out sometimes in a
boat and, you know, we'll run into the logs. Not run
into them, but see them there.

And it's just that, I think if people were
allowed to do something with them, they wouldn't pull
them back out in the lake and let them float around
and let them, you know, they could do damage. Could
injure somebody, or just -- or somebody else, I mean,
typically, it's going to go somewhere else, and maybe
it's the case that nobody owns the land, like it's state

land or something, if it goes there. But somebody is
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golng to have to deal with 1t, and it just -- I just
kind of wish, 1f there was a way that, 1f we get big
logs that come in, if we could do something with them.
And I don't know what
that -- you know, just kind of do something with them.
THE COURT REPORTER: Can you write your name
and address right there? Just like these guys did.
MR. O'BRIEN: Sure. Because I know that the
neighbors, they pull them out, and I'm like, gosh.
It's almost like, it's your problem, you know, but
you're just gonna make it somebody else's problem.
So we've got logs floating around out there. Oh, man,
especially with the lake that was up so high that, you
know, y'all let it down. Or I don't know if you did,
if you work for the Corps. But, I mean, the Corps let
it down. And it just took all the logs that were up
there, that were floating around. And the logs, you
know, you're not supposed to touch them. That's just,
I mean, they don't allow it. And it just -- the lake
is so beautiful, and I understand that if they let
somebody do something, that somebody else is gonna to
like ten times that. And I'm sure it's something, but
-- I mean, my one neighbor, this big tree floated up
to his dock. I mean, it was a huge tree. And I mean,

he took his boat, and he just floated it out, and let
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it go. And I'm like -- you know, 1f he could have just
pulled it up and maybe just cut it up and burned 1it.
Or, I know you'd have to let it dry out. But it's
Just that -- it's really a nuisance. And we were out
there, like, I've got a fishing boat I keep in all year.
And we were out there, and my wife's like, up in the
front of the boat. And there was just -- log, log,
log, and I just wanted to get them. Well, thank you

so much. I appreciate it.
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John Perhach

8253 Huckleberry Hills Road
Rogers, Arkansas 72756

MR. PERHACH: I'm trying to think of how I'm

going to say this. I was just wondering what the
criteria is in changing a person -- or in changing.

If you had a dock that was not approved, even though
it's right next to three other docks in the same area
that were approved. And my comment is, and I'm trying
to figure out -- they say it's on a bluff, and I'm trying
to figure out -- well, just because it's on a bluff,

well, how does that actually mean that it shouldn't
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be approved if there's no problem with the other docks
that are on the same bluff?

If the lake level goes a bazillion feet, then you have
a problem, but I guess i1f the lake goes dry, you have
a problem too. Everybody would have. We've been on
the dock right next to it for eighteen years, where
we built there, and have had no problems. But they
say it's a problem, because if the lake goes out too
far, then you're on a bluff, and that you can't to the
dock. But we have had no problem getting to the dock
that we're on for eighteen years. And they now want
to put a dock next to it, where a bunch of people that
are in our neighborhood actually have a community dock.
And they want to have it there. And they said, no,
you can't have a dock because it's on a bluff. Even
though it's designated as a dock area, and you know
the docks are there. And there's plenty of room
between the docks. And it meets all the criteria.
We have access to it. We have off-street parking for
it. It's an ideal spot for a dock, except they say
no, because there's a bluff there. And so, to me it
doesn't make a lot of sense. 1It's like -- you can't
have it, and you can, type thing. Very much so. And
I say, well, it just doesn't make sense. And I guess

that's about it.
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Theresa Peterson
10768 N. 5000 W Road
Manteno, Illinois 60950

MS. THERESA PETERSON: Number one, on the master
plan, the environmentally sensitive areas, I was
talking to one of the rangers, and some of them, they
are wondering whether or not they should change some
of that, because some of it was being used. I think
the environmentally sensitive area should be left that
way, because there is so much growth in the area, and
you should leave those areas alone and try to keep
Beaver Lake as pristine as it had been in the past,

so certain areas should remain that way. And number

2016031 6_Transcrip53Peterson_T



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

two concerns issuing boat dock permits to people in
areas or certaln areas off of Mundell Road that are
being, I think, abused, actually. That boat permits
are being issued, and they don't even have enough --
and actually it's a business. There's three coves that
I know of that have huge boat docks. They don't have
enough parking, and it's actually being used as a

business. And I'm just voicing my opinion about that,
since you are going to be making these new plans, that
there should be some checking up on what is actually
going on in some of these areas in relationship to

issuing more slips on these docks and making them huge

and there's not enough parking. Thank you.
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Statements made at Inn of the Ozarks

Eureka Springs, Arkansas, March 16, 2016

Ronald E. Williams
Ron's Dock Services
871 Honey Creek Road
Eureka Springs, 72631
MR. WILLIAMS: I'm Ronald E. Williams 871 Honey
Creek Road in Eureka Springs, Arkansas 72631. I'd like

to see the docks go a little greener than they are
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anticipating, and to allow the navigational lights on
each corner of our docks to be red on the left and green
on the right so we can navigate into our docks at night.
Usually a white one on the corner at the back so when
you're coming in through the woods at night you can

find your dock without damaging your boat and props.

Also, I'd like to see and have an okay to have
solar lights on my American Flag, being that I'm a vet,
and I can fly my flags at every chance I can on my dock.

And after dusk, if we're down there, I have to put
a light on it. So I'd like an okay for solar lights
on my American Flag on the dock.

And also, I'd like to see the north end of the
lake cleaned up. It's polluting our north end. The
south end of the lake is polluting the north end to
where the visibility is getting worse every year. 1I've
been down here for over eighteen years now, and it gets
worse every year, the visibility and the pollution.

Something up in the south end of Bentonville or
Fayetteville is polluting our waters. I don't know
where it is coming from, but it's coming from somewhere,
and it should be stopped.

On landscaping pathways on Corps property, new

owners, and anybody that wants to stop the erosion on
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there ——- we call it terracing in Kansas farming. It's
called terracing. Terracing the land. You can lay
a 4 by 8 treated timber across every 20 feet, and 1t
acts just like a terracing, and it will not make a big
ditch in your walkway down there. And it fills up each
one of them as it goes down. So you never have erosion
there, and it looks natural all the time, and those
construction piers, they disappear. You can't even
see them in there. And they should allow them on Corps
property walkways. And that's all I've got.

Now, I hope they address some of those things,
because I've got some real concerns about docks. The
government wants us to go green, and I've -- I didn't
want electricity on my dock. I don't have electricity
on my dock. But yet, I need it. And solar power 1is
the way to go. They told my I have to take the lights
off of my flag, because of the lights. And in different
seasons, I'm down there all the time -- on 4th of July,
Veteran's Day and all them. And I just put my flags
out all the time. 1I've got my POW flag, my American
Flag, and my Support the Troops flag down there on that

dock.
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From: Ken Whelan

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on BL Master Plan and SMP.
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2016 1:45:53 PM

The first thing [ would like to see is better cooperation between the Corps and Landowner's around the lake. We
can be your largest asset in keeping the lake clean and pristine and usable. Things like the ability to burn debris
after a flood, this debris is a safety hazard, if we throw it back into the lake it is a hazard for boats. If we leave it
on shore it is a fire hazard in the dry season and a trip hazard year round.

We often pull tons of trash out of the lake to dispose of it, how about access to a facility where we can take the trash
to so that we aren't paying exorbitant fees to get rid of it.

It sure seems at times that there is a lot of animosity coming from the corps towards landowners. In general being
disagreeable towards us. We need MORE time to take care of issues with docks or problems on the corps
property. An example would be a neighbor pulled a large pile of trash out of the lake and put it in a pile to be
removed, a few weeks later he got a letter saying that it had to be removed within a short period of time from the
corps property or he would lose his dock permit. First of all he was doing the community a favor by pulling the
trash out of the lake, second of all since we cannot have any kind of motor vehicle on corp property, it takes time
to physically carry all of that debris up the hill to be hauled off, third of all we all have to work and earn a living it
takes time to have the right weekend (i.e. available AND have good weather) before we can get the work done.

I would like to see many more campgrounds on the lake and more dining facilities available on the lake. NWA has
tripled in size and the number of campsites has stayed the same on the lake for the last 20-25 years.

Places for primitive camping around the lake or on the islands would be awesome. I am a scoutmaster of a Boy
Scout troop and we would take advantage of something like this regularly.

More group camp areas, there are very few group camp areas and they are almost always booked up.
More hiking trails accessible around the lake. There are very few trails available in the area around the lake.

Another huge issue, and I brought this to the attention of Jeremy (publicity person from Little Rock) there
absolutely MUST be a press release when you are dropping the lake level. Lake level started dropping around Feb
20th, 21st and the first press release was February 25. When the lake is up the area where my dock is at is very
shallow and I don't have a lot of lead time before my dock is stranded.

I would suggest that someone in the project office be responsible for confirming that a press release occurs. I
understand they come from Little Rock and that is fine, but someone in the BL project office should keep an eye

out for them when they start dropping the lake and if they do not come out then they should start making phone
calls to find out why. This is a huge issue.

How about press releases 24-48 hours in advance of when the lake is going to start dropping. I can look at the water
levels downstream and figure it out, you should be able to do this as well.

Access to the texting service that the corp runs when the lake level is going to drop. I know commercial business

(lake businesses like the marinas) have access to this, private land owners around the lake should have access to it
as well.

Thanks for the opportunity for comment.
kw
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Statements made at Four Points Hotel

Bentonville, Arkansas March 17, 2016

Jim (and Ann) Collier
19641 Collier Lane
Rogers, Arkansas 72756
MR. COLLIER: I'm Jim Collier, I'm at Larue

Peninsula on Beaver Lake, the address is 19641 Collier
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Lane in Rogers. There are two primary things we don't
understand. My question 1s, are we entitled to clean
up the shoreline in order to make a more attractive
shoreline. Are we entitled to clean that up, the dead
wood and haul it out. 1In the first place, why not allow
us to clear and burn it on the shore lines if necessary,
but mainly to make the appearance of the area more
attractive by cleaning it out.

The second, is the Corps following all of the
Corps' rules for dock permits. For example, we're
aware of one neighboring dock which is an eight-stall
dock and there's only one boat in there and no other
boat owners assigned to the other slots. Does that
break the rule of having full participation before they

allow the dock. Those are my two main questions.
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Delores Drda
P.O. Box 128
Avoca, Arkansas 72711
& 9915 Kindred Hollow Road
Rogers, Arkansas 72756
MS. DRDA: My name is Delores Drda. My physical

address on Beaver Lake 1s 9915 Kindred Hollow Road.
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It is across from Prairie Creek swim beach area. My
mailing address is PO Box 128, Avoca, Arkansas 72711.

I simply wanted to comment on, we have had a boat dock
there for many years and our home, and there's three
designations, it appears, that are impacting us at this
point effecting our dock and our access area to get
there. It looks like it's environmentally sensitive
at this prohibited, protected and a 1imited development
area. We have had a swim platform and then shortly
thereafter a dock since the early nineties. We do have
a path that comes down from the house, and I do have
rheumatoid arthritis at this point. I'm almost 74 and
my husband is 78 and, therefore, we do have a
handicapped ATV permit or a golf cart to drive down
there.

My concerns are, basically, that just so we can
access the dock and it remains able to access it with
the path that we have. Also, the other concern for
me is, I'm a retired Registered Nurse so I've dealt
with handicapped people. Now that I have rheumatoid
arthritis, and as I age, I've also dealt with the aged.

And I think one thing to incorporate in the plans or
look at how people, once they become elderly and live
on the lake, have the ability to access the dock. Once

I get to my path, it's very difficult to get down to
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the dock. I've talked with the Corps about it and the
Corps has been good about looking at letters and look
but they say we have several issues they addressed.
One, 1t appears, the slope may be just a few degrees
off what right now they say is legally correct for a
ramp. Stairs would have to be put in another way and
they will wash every year or cover with water, so there
are some issues as far as looking at what we're able
to do that still looks good. We're very concerned
about keeping the dock natural, keeping it looking
good. We're happy with all of that. 1It's just how
do you address these concerns that may affect people.
We have many friends now of the age that we cannot
have them come down to our dock. To get them to a
handicapped area we would have to drive, at least I
believe, it's 25 miles all around the end of the lake
and around over to Prairie Creek. So that is, I guess,
pretty much what I wanted to say. If you'll just
address these concerns as you look at your overall plan,
and for the overall lake development, that would really

be appreciated. Thank you.
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Christopher O'Brien
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16 Fiddlesticks Road
Rogers, Arkansas 72758 Lot: 3333
MR. O'BRIEN: Good afternocon. My name is

Christopher O'Brien. I currently live at 16
Fiddlesticks Trail, Rogers, AR. I own lot 333 out in
the Blackburn Creek. I use to have other property
there next to it, and I had a boat dock there. I've
sold that, part of that point, and I have access to
the other point. It's currently zoned red for dock
usage. I've had a dock approved but I just didn't build
it at the time it was approved, and now it's zoned green,
and has the red there, and I want to make sure that
it goes to yellow. Red is where you can access -- you
can put boat docks there. You have the ability to put
a boat dock. It's zoned as a legal place to put a boat
dock. And yellow is where you can have low recreation,
I think the term is, versus a green it's environmental.
The property we've had for a long time. There's even
a power line going through the thing, so I don't know
how it can be environmentally safe, so it should be
yellow. So please change that property to yellow from

green. Thank you very much.
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Fred O'Laughlin
12830 Hillcrest Road, # 111
Dallas, Texas 75230

MR. FRED O'LAUGHLIN: Well, I diddo litigation,
and so I kind of get used to the way I do things. My
name is Fred O'Laughlin, and I'm a resident of the state
of Texas. My address is 12830 Hillcrest Road, Number
111. Dallas, Texas 75230. And I'mup here from Dallas
for this. And I'm here because my mother has owned
property on Beaver Lake since 1972. I went to the
University of Arkansas for undergrad and law school,
and I am familiar with the area and frequent it often.

I bring friends and family here. I have a large

family, and they like to use the place on Beaver Lake.
Beaver Lake is why I'm here at this meeting, because
of my concern over that property. We have lake-front
property. We also have property that's very close in
vicinity to the lake, in the area around the Highway
12 bridge, specifically the Beaver Shores area.

What I wanted to come in here and talk about
is the lake. 1It's an Army Corps of Engineers lake,
and it basically encompasses four counties in the state
of Arkansas. Since it is a federal lake in a state
with four different counties involved, you have at

least two, three, or four government entities that are
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involved with the control and operation and maintenance
of this lake.

My first point that I want to address is how
do these particular entities coordinate with each
other. In other words, the Army Corps 1s coming up
with a plan for the lake, as well as alongside the
shoreline. The question is, how well is the State of
Arkansas part of this or, if any, or how much of the
four counties that are on the particular Beaver Lake
part of this process. The question is should they be,
or what type of input can they be, because I believe
that all five of those entities, the four counties,
plus the Army Corps, should be in communication with
each other and also in communication with the
Environmental Protection Agency for the federal, state
levels, as well as the parks and recreation for the
State of Arkansas.

So, my first concern is, how is that
communication being done, how is that —- is there anyone
responsible for doing that? So I'm here to say that
I believe that there should be some type of liaison
for the Army Corps of Engineers, for Beaver Lake, that
should be positioned to make sure that there is adequate
and complete communication between the four counties

of Arkansas, the State of Arkansas, and the Army Corps
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of Engineers to understand what the Army Corps wants
to do with the lake, and their part of the process of
that particular amendment of the plan and the
coordination and implementation of the new plan. So,
I would like to see some type of liaison as part of
the Army Corps to make sure that everybody understands
what is going on.

The other area that concerns me concerning
Beaver Lake is the plan area development. In other
words, when I first came to Northwest Arkansas in 1972,
my mother bought lake-front property, and I have since
subsequently went to school, undergrad and law school
starting in 1974. I left the area basically in 1982
for Oklahoma, and then later on to the Dallas, Texas
area. I have seen a lot of development in this
particular area, especially in the seeing of the
interstate 49 connecting Fort Smith to the Missouri
border. I have seen a lot of commercial development.

And so with the increased population of the particular
area, plan area development of Beaver Lake, I think
is going to be critical. The reason why I say that,
is I would not like to see a lake that is lined with
commercial and residential housing all along its
shoreline. I am sure there is environmentally

sensitive areas which obviously would not, but what
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I'm concerned about is, is there a master plan for the
development of the lake and as far as its commercial
and residential use. So in other words our property
joins the Corps of Engineers. We have two lake-front
properties, or my mother does, and I am concerned with
as far as how well or how much planning is being done
for the lake and all the parts of the lake area for
the planned area development of it, how easy it is to
develop it or how difficult it is, but basically that
there is a plan which encompasses the present as well
as future uses of that lake. The lake is obviously
a major water supply of the region. 1It's obviously
an area for recreation; it's obviously a place for
residences, and obviously they will be commercial
development also. So in other words, all those have
to be basically not have a free-for-all or anarchy and
it should be planned. So the question is, does the
new plan for beaver lake have a plan for the present
and future use for all those particular uses I just
mentioned. I see immediate concerns for myself with
septic tank use. I have seen commercial discharge.
As far as the change in the quality of the lake, I
am concerned about the city municipal discharge, as
well as the treatment for that, as well as the treatment

by commercial discharges. I remember that there was
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fish killed on this particular lake. It was a long
time ago. I do not remember that clearness -- the
clarity of the water has deteriorated significantly
since I first came here. So I am concerned about the
quality of the water, and I think part of that is the
use of septic tanks, commercial development, whether
there's discharge, and the city and municipal use of
that water as far as taking it as well as discharging
into it. I am also concerned about the shoreline, and
other words the maintenance of the beauty of Beaver
Lake. Beaver Lake is beautiful. It also has one
particular interest or uniqueness in that it is
extremely deep. And in that sense it's a mini Grand
Canyon backed up, and so the water at various parts
of the lake are over 200 feet deep. My concern there
is the water quality. The question is, I am not an
environmentalist, but my understanding is that if you
pollute this, the question is can they ever clean it
up. In other words, with it being such a deep lake,
will the pollution of that lake ever be rectified.

I have seen what happened with Lake Erie, being born
and raised in Chicago, they have flushed that lake,
but this was a very shallow lake. This is a very deep
lake, Beaver Lake that we are talking about.

So I am very concerned about the water quality
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of Beaver Lake. My understanding is that the water
quality below the Highway 12 bridge is significantly
different than the water quality above the Highway 12
bridge. I have heard it described as being that there
are two different lakes. One is aging. It's an older
lake below the Highway 12 bridge. It's a newer lake
above it. The water is easily good enough but when
you go to the dam where people do scuba diving there,
which means that it's very clear water that's a very
rare occurrence we have that clear of a water in a
freshwater lake.

The third area that I wanted to talk about -- well
I guess I have already mentioned as far as a planned
area development, but I am concerned about the urban
sprawl as far as around the lake. So obviously when
the lake started in 1968 there were obviously people
there, and obviously there were people there before
the lake was ever there, and there certainly is going
to be as far as the roads that went in and out of the
area and the development going out to the area.

But to the Army Corps, that's not really their
concern. Their concern is the lake, so what I'm
concerned about is as far as what type of processes
is the Army Corps going to use as far as when they

propose development as far as on the lake. I was
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involved as far as when there was a proposal concerning
an apartment complex at the Prairie Creek area. The
discharge would have gone right into Beaver Lake. My
understanding was that they never built it.

I was at the hearing for the proposal to have
the apartment complex there. I was opposed to it.
Because the mere fact is I was concerned about the water
quality going into the lake because septic tanks or
the type of rock formations, limestone, does not clean
the water very well coming out of septic tanks.

The question is, I didn't get a very good
understanding as far as the apartment complex of what
kind of treatment they would have done to the water.

So that concerned me, and I was glad to see that the
apartment complex was not built.

The other areas that I have considered that
should be addressed as far as the Army Corps, well,
I'm concerned about absentee owners of boat docks.
So in other words, one of the things that I have seen
before is that obviously we have a boat dock below our
property —-- there is eight slips. My concern is that
the acquisition of a boat dock by a person who later
on sells his land but retains an access to it. The
question is, doesn't that create absentee ownership

of a boat dock? And the question is how far can you
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let that go and can a person basically create other
easements to the boat dock that could be used in a

time-sharing situation for apartments or condominiums
and there would be massive abilities to use boat docks.
And I am concerned about —- I don't know whether that's
true or not, but that's something I've thought about.

I am concerned about the septic tank use which
I have talked about, and I am concerned about public
access to boat docks. In other words, obviously the
general public has to be able to use the recreational
facilities. The question is, and beach areas, camping
areas, all the particular areas of the general
recreational use of the lake, the question is the
quality of the water as well as the quality of the people
who reside on the lake.

So in other words all of these things are
particularly important to me, but I think the overall
main concern that I have is to maintain the beauty of
the lake along the shoreline, and to maintain the water
quality at that lake, because that is the water supply
for the area, and the quality -- the good quality of
this particular water has made that particular lake
very desirable. It is the first of four Army Corps
of engineers lakes that's on the White river, that

backed up the White river.
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So I think that the Corps has a particular unique
opportunity to basically be able to plan for and have
the ability to maintain the plan and improve the water
quality and not let that deterioration occur from
commercial discharge, from municipal discharge, from
agricultural discharges, all of those as far as
affecting the nutrient content of the water, which
creates algae, which is more prevalent than it was when
we came here, and so I am very concerned here.

And I came up here from Dallas to speak, to
basically watch the process go on as far is to keep
the beauty of this lake and maintain the water quality.

I would like to retire in the area and I am not that
far away hopefully from that particular day, and so
Northwest Arkansas, being and an undergrad and at law
school at the University of Arkansas in Fayetteville,
I have a particular love of the area and I have many
friends here and so I have a vested interest in
Northwest Arkansas and would like to see the lake well
maintained, the shoreline, the boat docks, and the
quality of the water. That's all I really have to say
right now.

I think the lot we have, it's 8573 South
Lakeshore Drive. I was looking out there this morning.

Lakeshore Drive and Rogers Arkansas would be the
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actual address. They are right next to each other.
It used to be 92 Lakeshore Drive but they redid it
for the 911 so we're not two anymore. I think they
gave us four digits. And see so I maintain the place,
and I maintain it from Dallas -- in other words I just
remodeled it, we had a mold and mildew problem. I had
a son that had asthma and I have a niece that has asthma
and so they couldn't use the place and so no one from
Chicago -- it's a 1l2-hour drive from Chicago, and I
have nine brothers and sisters and I'm number six.
And I am the southern contingent. I am the one that
went south of the Mason-Dixon line and never returned.
And by the way, the southerners have the 2nd Amendment

correct and Chicago has it wrong.
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Nicole Smith
2353 North Field Street, Apt 612
Dallas, Texas 75201

MS. SMITH: Hi, my name is Nicole Smith. I'm
from Dallas, Texas, and my family has a house at 17738
Fox Hollow Road, Garfield, Arkansas 72732. My comment
is, Ventris Park is not a functioning park and has not

been a functioning park for decades. It is primitive
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use only. The park has been limited to a boat launch
and turn around only. Ventris Park 1s located at the
end of a 1.5 lane graveled road and is 1.5 miles from
a paved road. It does not make any sense to spend money
to develop Ventris Park, therefore, we request that
Ventris Park and the adjacent park buffer areas be
re-categorized to low density recreation with LDA.
This re-categorization needs to include the area
between monuments 547-3 on the north to monument
544-3-3 to the south at a minimum. That is all. Thank

you.
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Larry Theleman
5128 West Stone Manor
Rogers, Arkansas 72758
- and -
Building A9
9546 Bayside Drive

MR. THELEMAN: My name is Larry Theleman. I'm
currently living in an apartment at 5128 West Stone
Manor, and we're building a home at 9546 Bayside Drive
in Rogers, Arkansas. We have moved here for

retirement, to build a retirement home on Beaver Lake,
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and one of the primary reasons we chose this location
was because of the environment quality and the water
quality of Beaver Lake. And one of the reasons for
that, I believe, 1is because of the way the Corps of
Engineers manages the lake. Sometimes I hear from
folks that the Corps is really hard to work with. My
experience with the Corps is they follow a lot of rules.
They follow them pretty diligently. They have their
processes they follow. I think that's one of the
reasons that the lake is as attractive as it is to people
likeme. I think that if we understand the rules, try
to work within the rules to obtain what we need, we
can find a way to do that, and that's the reason the
lake is of the high quality that it is, and that's one
of the reasons I moved here. I just think it's worth
stating to the press at this point in time that I think
it's worth working with the Corps to keep the lake the
beautiful place it is. That's all I wanted to say.
(Whereupon, the meeting was concluded

at 7:00 p.m.)
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From: mike abb

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan Feedback
Date: Friday, March 18, 2016 11:48:42 AM

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

I think the more the state can utilize beaver lake's commercial ability to help spread the word about preserving our
area's recreation zones would be a win win for everyone.

Austin Texas has a concept called the Oasis that I feel would be a nice target to shoot for. OASIS AUSTIN
<http://oasis-austin.com/>

The City of Rogers could give some tax breaks to entice some commercial projects at one area of the lake and then
partner with the Core of Engineers to sponsor a stage at the location. Use that entertainment platform to help bring
awareness and action to the public. A portion of the revenue generated from the concert series or beverage sales
could go to keeping a robust promotion campaign about water quality and natural habitat preservation.

You could also utilize a public art campaign to create iconic sculptures across the lake (designated recreation zones)
that act as a tourism treasure hunt. The art is sponsored by the Core and Counties to pay for the art. Each piece of
art could be formatted to a theme that helps reinforce taking care of your natural assets.

Thank you for listening and am always available to talk more about Beaver Lake and it's opportunities,

Mike Abb
512-468-2248

<https://ssl.gstatic.com/ui/v1/icons/mail/images/cleardot.gif>
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From: Brett Holscher

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Cc: Stacey Holscher

Subject: [EXTERNAL] March 2016 Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan Comments
Date: Saturday, March 19, 2016 7:57:44 AM

Good morning,

My wife and I moved here about 2 years ago and built a house adjacent to the corp property on the east side of the
Ventris Boat Ramp. So we're new to the lake but have visited the lake many times over the years before we decided
to move here. I think it's great that you're giving everyone the chance to voice their opinions on your plan and
looking forward to the coming years.

Here are my comments:

1. We use the Ventris Boat Ramp regularly and would definitely like to see it stay open. Having it available was
one of the main reasons we bought property and built where we did rather than another area closer to a marina. The
road needs a little work to fill potholes and the parking area could use some attention but other than that, it's fine the
way it is. Please keep this ramp open!!

2. Our neighbors on the east shore of big Ventris arm would like to build a dock and we think that would add to the
value of their property. There are 2-3 other homes on the same shoreline and they may also consider building docks
if possible. While we don't own lake front property and therefore wouldn't build a dock, having these available
through our neighbors would be nice.

3. We boat and fish primarily in our area of the lake and use the Prairie Creek Marina. Our main usage is for fishing
and general boating. We love the clarity and beauty of the water.

4. As for the lake in general, I would like to keep the shoreline generally open meaning keep as it is. [ would not
like to see it turn into a Table Rock where there are docks everywhere, however allowing for growth is always
necessary.

5. There seem to be some docks around that need some work. If possible, it would be good to impose some
regulations on the condition of docks. They don't have to fancy, but they should be in good condition. Docks are
expensive to maintain and if owners can't afford to keep them up, maybe they shouldn't build to start and let them

go.

6. New docks. Same as #5, any new docks should have to meet certain requirements and have to be maintained.
I'm not sure if there are renewable permits for docks and they have to be inspected every few years but might be a
good idea.

I think that's about it. If I think of anything else, I'll email.
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Thanks again for listening to everyone and doing a good job with the lake.

Brett Holscher
10093 Blackjack Road
Garfield, AR 72732

913-907-0001
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From: Ered Bartell

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master plan
Date: Sunday, March 20, 2016 9:50:58 AM

Please do not make any changes to the Master plan. Enforce the old master plan. Currently dock permits and dock
maintiance on Beaver lake seem to be at a stand still.

Changing the current master plan is costing money and time that should be spent on current existing issues.

Please stop creating more regulations which create additional problems and attend to the work at hand.

Thanks, Fred Bartell, Have a Great Day !!
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From: Marc Crandall

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Master Plan comment
Date: Monday, March 21, 2016 2:55:15 PM

Some of the area around my property has been changes to the LDA designation, but not the area where my dock is
located. Can I get this area designated as LDA as well?

Thank you,

Marc Crandall
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Pianning Branch

Planning and Environmentai

USACE, Little Rock District

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR. 72203

Fax {501) 324-5605

Email: CESWL-Beaverlake MasterPlan@usace.army.mil

March 21, 2016

Re: Comments as to Beaver Lake Master Plan and the Shoreline
Management Plan Revision

Attn. Plarining Branch:

My family and | own land on Ford's Creek that was purchased between 1992 and 1996.
Approximately half of the shoreline that this property is adjacent o is zoned “High Density
Recrestion”. We are assuming thai no current shore-line zoning classificatlons will be re-
classifled from the current designations in Ford’s Creek during this new review process and that
all previously existing docks are secure. We also are assuming that if there are no pians for any
new restrictions on either new community dock applicatlons or expansion of existing
community docks, space permitting, if applied for in the future, as long as they are in
compliance with all-other existing U.S. Army Corps regulations. '

| believe that all currently existing zonlng classifications for existing koat docks zoned as
“High Density Recreatlon” should continue to remain viable. The Corps should also continue to
allow additional community docks and/or reasonable expansion of same existing docks in the
future as long as all new dock slip applications meet current standards for set-backs and
distarices between them and also are in areas zoned as “High Density Recreatlon,”

Sincerely,

R e

Dale W. Daemicke
Home (847} 730-5088

DWD/ec

- 20160321_Daemicke_D



Planning Branch

Planning and Environmental

USACE, Little Rock District

P.0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR. 72203

Fax {501) 324-5605

Email: CESW{-Beavertake MasterPlan @usace.army.mil

April 5th, 2016- revised letter

Re: Comrhents as to Beaver Lake Master Plan and the Shoreline
Management Plan Revision- Docks #2550 and #2558- Request
that classification of shoreline not be modified- or docks need to
be “grandfathered”- new classification has apparently been
changed to “environmentally sensitive” {?)

Attn, Planning Branch:

I have just had the opportunity to re-examine the new map showing the new proposed
classifications of existing shoreline and reslize that the section of shoreline that affects my
family’s two docks #2550 and #2558 is apparently being changed to “environmentally
sensitlve.” | had previousty missed the slightly different color desighation. We are very
perplexed and do not #nderstand what scientific eriteria could possibly have been used to
justify this proposed modification. Please disregard my previous March 215429 [etter and
sutbstitute this letter in its place. Thank you.

My family and | own land ¢n Ford's Creek that was purchased between 1997 and 1$96.
At that time, the U.5. Army Corps allowed us te initially have two community docks on the
shoreline adjacent to our land. One was placed on the far north edge of the shoreline zoned for
docks and the second was allowed on the far south edge of the shoreline zoned for docks. We
were advised by the Corps that once the land was fully developed { the total adjacent land is
© approximately 77.05 contiguous acres), that there would be a possibility of adding one or two
additional community docks if the need ever arose, as long as any additional docks were the
requisite distance from each other. (Estimates were always for 12-15 individual home-sites}

We are very surprised and upset to now see this new map apparently is indicating that
the small stretch of shoreline in which these two docks have been located since the mid-1880’s
is suddenly being recommendad to be newly classified as “environmentally sensitive.” We do
not understand why this small section of shoreline previously zoned for docks and with two
existing docks should suddenly now be classified differently than the Ford’s Creek shoreline
immediately to the north, the south and across Ford’s Creek to the west. Our portlon of
shoreline sits in the middle of Ford’s Creek near one of the widest parts and all shoreline zoned
for docks on all sides of our section of shoreline are remaining zoned as “low density
recreational.” We do not understand how or why the classification for our particutar stretch of
shoreline zoning should be different. What could be the possible scientific or environmental
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justification? How can one small section of Ford’s Creek shoreline located in the middle of all
the others suddenly be classified as “environmentally sensltive”?

We were assuming that no shore-line zohing classifications would be drasticaily re-
classified from the former designations in Ford’s Creek during this new review process and that
all previously existing and legal docks would be secure. We are assuming that there will be no
plans for any new restrictions on gither new community dock applications or expansion of
existing community docks, space permitting, if applled for in the future, as long as they are in
compliance with all other existing U.8. Army Corps regulations.

We are formally requesting that the Beaver Lake Master Plan and/or the Shoreline
Management Plan Revision planners reconsider the proposed change of classification of our
small stretch of shoreline on Ford’s Creek and agree that sald shoreline be re-classified as “low
density recreational”, i.e. the same classification as to the Ford’s Creek shoreline immediately
to the north, the south and across Ford’s Creek to the west of our shoreline. What factual
criteria or possible evidence exists and supports a finding of why this small siretch of shoreling
should now suddenly be considered “environmentally sensitive”? if any, please provide. The
proposed change in classification to the zoning affecting our two docks now baing
recommented seams to be arbitrary and without scientific merit,

If the shoreline classification cannot be changed to “low density recreational” for any
logical reason, which would refiect the same zoning classification as the docks adjacent to and
immediately surrounding our stretch of shoreline, we are then formally requesting the
planners to, at a minimum, "grandfather” our two existing community docks as “pre-existing”,
i.e. Docks #'s 2550 and #2558. .

We would hope that the docks as “grand{athered” would be safe and not taken away
for any arbitrary reason. We have maintained the two docks in full accordance with all lake
regulations for over twenty years. We would also ask for confirmation that the existing two
docks would continue to be treated the same as any other existing community docks on Beaver
Lake and that there would remaln a viable possibility of additional community docks and/or
reasghable expansion of either of the two existing docks in the future as long as all new dock
slip applications meet current standards for set-backs and distances between them.

We reserve ali legal rights we may still have to legally and formally dispute the
proposed change in the classification affecting our docks If the classification of this small stretch
of shoreline cannot be changed to “fow density recreational” or, at a minimum, that cur
existing two docks are confirmed as “grandfathered” and thereby safe from being taken away.

Sincerely,

Dale W. Daemicke
Home {847} 730-5088

DWD/ee
cc: any party on interest- comments sent per website by fax, email and certified malf rer.
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From: Townsend, Chelsea K.

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] March 2016 Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan Comments
Date: Monday, March 21, 2016 12:31:49 PM

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years?

More restaurant/bar areas on the lake or by the lake. We have to travel about 30-35 minutes to the nearest
restaurant/bar.

What about Beaver Lake is most important to you? What is the least important to you?

Recreation is the most important aspect of Beaver Lake to me and I am frequently on the water. Because the current
Master Plan/Shoreline Management Plan prohibits us from having a dock, our ability to enjoy the lake is
significantly diminished and causes us to utilize a, under maintained public boat launch at Ventris Park. This boat
launch area is often littered and crowded with swimmers that makes it unsafe and difficult to use as a boat launch.

What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

I would like to see the entire East shoreline of Ventis Cove including the current park buffer area be designated as
Low Density Recreation and zoned for docks. This area is currently categorized as an environmentally sensitive
area (ESA) and this ruling is inappropriate given: 1) the low animal population, 2) the absence of any culturally
significant items, and 3) the absence of any distinctive or sensitive biology. Furthermore, it is our understanding

that the area with existing docks immediately to the north of us will be re-categorized to low density recreation—
our property should carry the same designation.

Specifically, I want to see the immediate re-categorization of the shoreline at COE marker B.BDY.544-3-6 & 7 as
well as the immediate adjacent properties to low density recreation (LDR) and re-zoning of this to allow the
permitting of a boat dock. This location does not adversely impact the aesthetics of the area or park vistas; and also
decreases any crowding and congestion as well as enhancing the safety at the Ventris Launch ramp. Granting a

permit at this location also provides more revenue to the Corp of Engineers enabling more money to be spent on
projects that beautify the lake.

Chelsea Townsend

Blue Valley Schools - Education Beyond Expectations
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This e-mail (including any attachments) is confidential and intended solely for the use of the intended recipient. Any
review, reliance, disclosure, copying, dissemination or distribution by others or forwarding without express
permission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all

copies. Further, the sender accepts no responsibility for any damage caused by any virus, spyware, malware, or
other malicious code transmitted by this e-mail.

20160321_Townsend _C



From: Shelly Brooks-Sanford

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Date: Thursday, March 24, 2016 7:35:13 PM

Shelly Brooks-Sanford

8719 Falls Hollow Rd.

Rogers, AR 72756
Shellybrooks5593@sbcglobal.net
479-372-6345

We currently have a dock (2761) in Zone 192, currently classified as environmentally sensitive. We think a zoning
change to Low Density Area would be more appropriate.

In 20 years, I would like to see the natural beauty preserved, better fishing, no commercial development, and limited
additional boat docks on the west side of the lake.

Clean water, good fishing and the natural beauty are most important to me.

Thank you!
Shelly Brooks-Sanford

Sent from my iPad
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From: Jannel Munk

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Cc: Pam Munk; cjmO3vette

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Master Plan comment Dock Permit 2119
Date: Sunday, March 27, 2016 5:30:57 PM

To: The Army Corp Of Engineers Beaver Lake Project

From: Dock Permit Owners, Robert Munk, Chris Munk, Eric Munk, Alex Munk Permit #2119.

1.In regard to the recent Beaver Lake Shore line revision we would like to insure that our dock remains in the Low
Density Recreation Classification and remain zoned for boat docks 2. Currently
the lake is residential and very little commercial and would like the lake to stay the way it is. It is very pristine.

3. We would also like to clean up the shoreline of the debris/trees and be able to burn that debris on the shoreline.
High lake levels tend to carry the debris out into the lake causing safety hazards.

Thanks,

Robert, Chris Eric and Alex Munk
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From: Kate Rhoades

To: CESWL-Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN
Date: Sunday, March 27, 2016 1:21:35 PM

Kate and Jim Rhoades, 20459 Slate Gap Road, Garfield, AR 72732

mailing address: 15191 Mallard Drive, Neosho, MO 64850

jwresquire@gmail.com <mailto:jwresquire@gmail.com> katewrhoades@gmail.com
<mailto:katewrhoades@gmail.com> 417-451-4560

Comments and suggestions for updating SMP: zoning, policies on dock & vegetation permits, how lake permits
could be better managed. Be specific.

We currently are in an environmentally sensitive area with a free-floating swim platform; neighbors have five
single docks and one community dock. We all hope that this area is rezoned to LDA.

Personally we have been told that our dock permit (#1902) will allow us to upgrade to a shore-based dock when we
are ready to do that, and we hope that will not change.

We like Beaver Lake because you have done a good job of managing the shoreline so that we see some wilderness
and not wall-to-wall houses, as there are on so many other lakes. But there must be some other creative ways to
keep the “wilderness” look and still allow for some growth. (See below)

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process consider two questions:

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

We like the current policy of keeping much development away from the shore, but there is a need for more small
public areas such as marinas and cafes. There are only a few places to eat on the lake, and most are concentrated at
the ends, except for Ventris Trail’s End. Marinas have waiting lists for boat slips, so there seems to be a need for
them.

We would like to see a limit on the noise loud boats and music, although that is probably not practical to do so.
We do not want this lake to go the way of Lake of the Ozarks.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

We most like being able to walk to the shore to swim and to boat and having some dock-free areas for canoeing and
kayaking near the shore. Having water levels high enough (1120-1124") so that we can more easily get our little
boats into the water is helpful. It would be nice not to have to carry them over a long “beach” of rocks and be able
to get permits to be allowed to park them on the shore for part of the year.

We do no fishing ourselves, so that is least important to us.

Additional comments on plans, revisions, or issues that should be studied.

It seems to us that the 1998 ban on single-family docks caused a large dock-building craze as people sought to
protect their property values by adding a single dock whether they needed it or not at the current time. That might
be a reason there are so many empty docks around the lake.

A creative way of allowing for growth in the number of people who want docks might be to allow them to dock-
share with someone who is currently not using all or part of their dock. These dock owners usually do not want to
sell their docks for fear of devaluing their property, but some would appreciate a way of sharing the costs of dock
maintenance. The marinas should not be hurt as they always seem to have a waiting list for boat slips.
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Is there an way of being notified (by mass email?) when the lake level will drop significantly so that docks don’t
become beached accidentally? If not, we wish that were possible.
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From: Bill E. Beams

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 4:16:35 PM

Dear COE,

My name is Bill Beams, Address is 19190 Pinecrest Trail, Rogers, AR 72756, e-mail, is bbeams@blackshare-
env.com <mailto:bbeams@blackshare-env.com> and Phone number is 918-671-8976. Comments are as follows:

1. Icurrently have a permitted boat dock (Permit #2553) and would like to see no change in the current zoning in
my immediate area.

2. I'would not mind a modest increase in the boat dock fee along with an increase in the dock permit period
(increase from the current five year term).

3. Iwould like to see more latitude in the current boat dock rules on grills, slides, solar lighting, etc.
4.  Twould like to see a change in regulations that would allow more restaurants, accessible by boat, on the lake.
I do appreciate the COE efforts in regulating and keeping the shoreline clean, maintained and attractive for all.

Sincerely yours,

Bill Beams
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From: Bob

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Little Rock District. Beaver lake Dock #2360 Parcels 15-12186-000 / 19-02360-000
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 12:52:10 PM

I would like to request a variance to move my dock slightly north of its current position as it is currently located
over a sand bank which makes the area very shallow. The relocation would still be within my property boundary
lines and I will maintain a 100' clearance of any other dock. Thank you for evaluating my request.

Bob & Carolyn Bishop

Lot 3, Cape Victoria

Ph: 417-847-7470 / 417-846-3850
bish.sfi@gmail. com

28064 Clay Rd
Eagle Rock, MO 65641-7207

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jeremy S. Forbis

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Masterplan comment card email
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 2:45:52 PM

I am considering buying to property located at
2702 Hickory Springs Rd.

Hindsville, AR 72738

This property is approximately 133 acres and as best I can tell is currently listed as Environmentally Sensitive and
Protected.

My comment is that: I’d like it to be considered LDA and Low Density Recreational so that I boat dock could be
had if the property was purchased.

Respectfully,

Jeremy Forbis

Jeremy S. Forbis, CFP®, AIF®

AnchorPoint Financial

2458 East Joyce Boulevard, Suite 8
Fayetteville, AR 72703

Phone: (479)521-1811 <tel:(479)521-1811>
5050 Poplar Ave., Suite 1202
Memphis, TN 38157

Phone : (901)830-3980

Advisory services offered through Capital Analysts or Lincoln Investment Planning,

Registered Investment Advisors.
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Securities offered through Lincoln Investment Planning,
Broker/Dealer, Member FINRA/SIPC

Blockedwww.lincolninvestment.com <Blockedhttp://www.lincolninvestment.com/>

AnchorPoint Financial and the above firms are independent, non-affiliated entities.

IMPORTANT: Electronic mail sent through the Internet is not secure. We recommend that you do not send
confidential information to us via electronic mail, including social security numbers and personal identification
numbers. Delivery, and timely delivery, of electronic mail is not assured. We, therefore, strongly recommend that
you do not send to us time-sensitive or action-oriented messages via electronic mail, including authorization to
“buy” or “sell” a security or instructions to conduct any other financial transaction. However, if you choose to do
so, we will confirm receipt before your order is considered accepted. If you do not receive this confirmation, please
contact our office by telephone to place your order.
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From: Kathy Piotruszewicz

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 9:05:51 AM

I am requesting zoning for boat docks (LDA) at #468-469. The Classification in the 1976 Master Plan was LD
recreation and in 1998 shoreline zoning protected. Because of the configuration of the real estate, it is likely that
one or two dock permits would be requested. This location on the

north side of property address: 925 CR 1520, Eureka Springs, AR. 72632.

Also, would like to see restricted boating/low speed - no wake zones near protected wildlife areas. In addition, I
would like to see more active vegetation management for wildlife & avian resources - especially on Clifty Branch.
Birding is important in my family. There is some wonderful birding near Big Clifty and Hogscald - would love to
see this protection continued.

Would appreciate if the "No Wake" zoning could be maintained.

Beaver Lake in 20 years: I have no desire for Beaver Lake to become like Table Rock - over developed!! More
amenities in heavy-use areas such as restaurants, gas/convenience store, playground, swim area would be
awesome. Swim beach, playground, sand volleyball, etc. at Slate Gap & Pine Top are great options &
improvements for the area.

Thanks.

Kathy Piotruszewicz

180 CR 1522

Eureka Springs, AR. 72632
lakepet53@gmail.com, 713-817-4532

Sent from my iPad
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From: Kim and Spurge Norman

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake master plan/shoreline management comments
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 11:28:47 AM

We submit the following comments on the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan.

Our address on the lake is 8550 Fromme Road, Rogers AR 72756.

We’d like to change the designation of zone for the lakefront for our property to Low Density Recreation, Limited
Development Area.

Also, we’d recommend the policy for dock stalls should be one stall and one owner.

We also recommend increased attention to the camping areas regarding flooding—it seems they’ve flooded a few
times over the past few years and perhaps a different area needs to be set up for camping.

Thank you for your consideration,

Spurgeon and Kimothy Norman

normanskct@gmail.com <mailto:normanskct@gmail.com>
13 Whitmore Ln

Bella Vista, AR 72715

719-337-0736
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From: jan muetzel

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Our dock on Beaver Lake
Date: Thursday, March 31, 2016 11:33:27 AM

Address: 95 Rivercliff Rd Rogers Arkansas 72756-8224 or Lot # 103 Rivercliff Farms
Name of owner: Janice E. Capps Trust ( Mrs Janice E. Muetzel, wife of Lyle Dean Muetzel)
Dock permit: 1449

From your recent meeting I learned that my dock is shown, on your map, to be in the green area, listed
Environmentally Sensitive.

After studying your map, and looking over the cove it would appear to me that this green area where the dock is
located, is really Low Density Recreation and would best be served if you would place it in the yellow Low
Density Recreation area.

.Thank you for your consideration in this matter which I am bring to your attention.

Janice E. Capps Trust, TTEE  Janice E. Muetzel
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shareline '
Management Plan Revision

Environmental Assessment Comment Form

March 30, 2016

From: Alan Rakes
1375 CR 1520, Eureka Springs, AR 72632
479-244-7289
alrakesS2@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern:

Because | was out of town, | was unable to attend any of your Open Houses. | live fulltime at
Reaver Lake and would like to see the following area rezonad to allow for docks:

The area hetween LDA 468 and LDA 468,
also identified as the shoreline that runs post 925 CR 1520,
Eureka Springs, AR 72632

We are in need of more boat slips {so more people can enjoy the lake), and this area appears Lo
be perfect for additional docks, buth physically and visually. Depth of water and layout of
shoreline make it highly suitable for docking. Additionally, it is tucked away in a manner that
makes it less visible and aesthetically pleasing.

Thank you for your censideration,

Alan and Kenita Rakes

20160331_Rakes_A



Stenberg, Kate

Subject: FW: Revisions to Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan

From: Terry Gilliland [mailto:TGilliland @nickelco.com]

Sent: Friday, April 01, 2016 9:03 AM

To: Hilburn, David <David.C.Hilburn@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Revisions to Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan

David,

My wife and | have a house at 843 Lakeshore Rd, Eureka Springs, AR. 72631

We would like to add a covered metal boat dock to the Corp.'s property that is adjacent to our property. There was a
boat dock located at our property previously but the previous owner was too old to maintain it and the neighbor, which
has a share of the dock, moved the 3 slip wooden dock to their property and obtained permission from the Corp after
the dock was moved. We have one 8' x 19' slip in that wooden boat dock that was built in the 1960's. The other two
owners of this dock are not interested in upgrading the dock. The slip size prevents us from purchasing a pontoon boat.

There is approximately 300' between the boat docks of our two neighbors. The neighbor on the otherside has a 2 slip
metal dock with sundeck. Ideally we would prefer a covered two slip metal dock with a sun deck. | have a boat, my son
has a boat and my son in-law is interested in buying a boat. This could make up three different owners, with access, if
needed, for a three slip dock.

We would also consider as an alternative to a dock, a handicap accessible non covered metal floating deck for loading
and unloading passengers.

The other area of concern for the lake is poultry farm waste runoff into the lake.

We would be happy to fill out a questionaire or survey in regards to the scoping process if you could direct us as to how
to obtain the forms.

1

20160401_Gilliland_T



Please consider our request in any proposed changes to the plan.

Thank you for your assistance

Terry Gilliland

tgillland@nickelco.com <blocked::mailto:tgilliland @nickelco.com>
Phone (918) 744-6384 Ext. 232

Fax (918) 744-8575

2
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From: Alex Haynes

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Master Plan Comment - Shore Line Erosion
Date: Friday, April 01, 2016 2:38:27 PM

Sirs:

As a result of the last Beaver Lake Master Plan changes, the maximum
pool level was raised several feet. This has resulted in additional
shoreline erosion is numerous locations around Beaver Lake. Several
existing private homes are threatened and others will be in the coming
years by the rapidly receding shoreline in certain locations. The
maximum pool level should be immediately dropped several feet to stop
further shore erosion and the COE should be responsible for rip-rapping
all locations along the take-line where this erosion is endangering
existing structures. 1f you would like, I would be happy to send you
some photos of homes endangered by recent erosion of Corps property
adjacent to the take-line. This erosion is also contributing to a
noticeable decline in water quality in the area of the Carroll-Boone
water plant during storms when the water turns a coffee color due to the
added silt being washed into the Lake. During the last decade, the
shoreline has receded ten feet or more in many areas as the soil
disappears into the lake.

Alex Haynes
479-244-6976
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From: Joe Mott

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Cc: "Sherri Mott"

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mott Dock Permit 1900 (Beaver Lake Master Plan & Shoreline Management Plan Revision)
Date: Friday, April 01, 2016 3:08:07 PM

Importance: High

TO: Planning Branch, Planning & Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District, Beaver Lake Master Plan Corp.
FROM: Joe & Sherri Mott, 93 Rivercliff Road, Rogers, AR 72756 (Dock Permit 1900)

SUBJ: Beaver Lake Master Plan & Shoreline Management Plan Revision

We moved to NWA in 1991 & built a house & a dock (permit 1900) on Beaver Lake AR. In regards to the recent
Beaver Lake Master Plan & Shoreline Management Plan Revision, our dock shows to be in a green
environmentally sensitive area. A few feet East of our dock shows docks to be in a yellow low density recreation
area. The questions we have are as follows:

1) How did the Management Plan group determine our dock to be in a green environmentally sensitive area &
only a few feet away, determine docks to be in a yellow low density recreation area?

2) Since you have determined that our dock is in a green environmentally sensitive area, what is the short & long
term impact regarding our dock?

3) If we sell our home, will our dock & permit be transferrable to the new owner?

We are requesting that our dock remain unaffected basis it was zoned & we were granted a permit many years ago.
Sincerely,
Joe Mott

EML:j.mott@cox.net <mailto:j.mott@cox.net>

TEL:479-925-3749

CEL:479-644-8687
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From: mary carter

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan Revision
Date: Friday, April 01, 2016 9:42:19 AM

03/31/2016

To: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental, USACE

RE: BEAVER LAKE MASTER PLAN AND SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN REVISION
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COMMENT FORM

From: Betsy Taylor
925 CR 1520, Eureka Springs, AR 72632
816-522-3997
cartay2@gmail.com <mailto:cartay2(@gmail.com>

To Whom It May Concern:
I would like to have the following area rezoned to allow for docks:

"The area between LDA (Low Density Area) 468 and LDA 469, also described as the shoreline that runs along 925
CR 1520, Eureka Springs, AR 72632".

This areas seems to be highly suitable for boat docks, both structurally and aesthetically. I live full-time in this area

and believe this will create a more consistent shoreline and will increase the number of people who can enjoy the
recreational aspect of the Lake, with no negative impact, visually or otherwise.

Additional comments/suggestions:

- I believe there is a need for an occasional drift wood burning below the Corps line.

- I would like a process that allows for big dead standing trees (below the Corps line) to be felled and/or removed. 1
think they take away from the beauty of the lake, and I think they are dangerous. I have seen many of them fall.

Thanks for all your good work, and thank you for your consideration of these matters,

Betsy Taylor
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From: Tom Ferrell

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Master Plan Shoreline comment form
Date: Saturday, April 02, 2016 12:24:45 PM
Attachments: Comment Form Beaver Lake fillable final.pdf

Planning Branch for Beaver Lake Master Plan,

Attached is a completed "Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan Revision Environmental
Assessment Comment Form for your consideration. Both myself (Tom Ferrell) and my brother Ronald Ferrell are
adjacent to Corp property owners on the Cedar Creek arm of Beaver Lake and we would like to request that the
shoreline connected to our property be grandfathered as low density recreation and LDA zoning and to continue the
use of our community dock in it's current location. Please let me know if you need any additional information to
complete this request.

Thanks for your consideration,

Tom Ferrell
816-215-7327
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SUBMIT

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline T -

of Engineers®

Management Plan Revision Little Rock District
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide
additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization:

Address:

E-mail: Phone:

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Postage Required

Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Tape ends before mailing

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT INSTRUCTIONS
AUTHORITY: ER 1130-2-550, and the laws and regulations referenced therein. PRINCIPAL PURPOSE(S): To provide a means for the maximum practicable public
participation in Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan formulation, preparation and subsequent revisions, through the use of public meetings, group
workshops, open houses or other public involvement. ROUTINE USE(S): Information you provide will be available for public review or may be disclosed to members
of the Department of Defense or other Government agencies who have a need for the information in performance of their official duties, and where use of such
information is compatible with the purpose for which the information is collected. DISCLOSURE: Voluntary; however, failure to furnish the requested information
may prevent the Agency from being able to direct meeting notices or provide additional information to commenters.





		undefined: Tom Ferrell* / Ronald Ferrell (dock owners)

		Your NameOrganization 1: 7920 NE 105th St. Kansas City, Missouri 64157

		Your NameOrganization 2: * Beaver Lake Address: 10400 Cedar Rock Road, Garfield AR 72732

		Email: tgf121@gmail.com

		Phone: 816-215-7327
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		studied 1: Beaver Lake and request that our shoreline be grandfathered as low density recreation and 

		studied 2: LDA zoning.

		studied 3: 

		Text1: We currently have a community boat dock (permit #2903) located on the Cedar Creek arm of  

		Button3: 
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US Army Corps of Engineers
Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Revision Study

In August of 2002 we bought a cabin on Beaver Lake, Lost Bridge area 21265 Maple
Drive, Garfield. The previous owner had this cabin built and obtained a permit from the
Corps of Engineers to build a meandering pathway to the lake. It was made of creek
gravel with landscaping timbers to hold the gravel from washing away. Fast forward to
2016, we received a certified letter from the Corps saying that we must remove the
“structure” because it is on the Corp property. We happened to be in Arkansas on March
17" and had a meeting with Donna of the Rogers Corps office to discuss the matter and
also attended a meeting in Bentonville that evening. At the meeting we were told by a
Corps employee that our walkway was on the Park Buffer Zone. This was a surprise to
us. Inthel4 years of ownership of that property we have never been informed that our
path to the lake was illegal! This seems ridiculous! Our cabin sits in a small cove where
we cannot even see the park and furthermore any one at the park cannot see our place.
We have a small pathway that can’t be seen by any campers and yet we have been
informed that it has to be removed when directly across from the park there are at least 4
large boat docks that are in plain view of the park. This pathway was originally granted
to the owners we purchased it from 14 years ago so why all of a sudden are we are told
that the pathway has to be removed? This type of issue and many others like it is why
there is a negative attitude about the Corps with people around the lake. We are certain
that the Corps would like to have a better relationship with the lakeshore home owners.

If Arkansas wants their lakes to be beautiful and useful the Corps needs to allow people
to clean up all the debris of dead logs, trees, and vegetation that are along the shore line
and even on the CORP property to create a lovely, clean shoreline that is safe and
conducive for people use and enjoy.

On March 2016 we sold our lot and home on Maple Dr. so we no longer own that piece
of property. We still do own other lakeshore lots. We care so much how the land looks
around Beaver Lake and desire to see the shoreline clean so that anyone has the ability to
walk safely to the shore and on the shore without an unsightly mess of debris. It is time
for the Corp to rethink what is important to not only the animal habitats but also the land
owners.

In closing we feel the pathway at on our recently sold property that is clean, safe, and
made out of natural products, and in addition was granted a permit many years ago be
allowed to remain intact.

Most Sincerely,

Terry and Shari Verlo

16574 SE Orchard View Lane
Damascus, OR 97089
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From: Teresa Walch

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Cc: Teresa Walch

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Shoreline Re-Assessment Request for dock (Teresa Walch: 1408-1-35A)
Date: Sunday, April 03, 2016 11:56:24 AM

Army Corps Beaver Lake Shoreline Mgt.,

I would like to request a re-assessment of shoreline for potential relocation of a dock space at marker 1408-1-35 to
1408-1-34.

Currently, I have permission to put a dock at marker 1408-1-35A. I own 300 yards of shoreline at market 1408-1-35
to 1408-1-34. There is currently one dock on this shoreline with ample room for an additional dock; more so than
the current dock approval located on the adjacent side. (see below)

Thank you for the consideration of this request. My cell phone is 479-426-3791. I look forward to hearing from
you.

Teresa Walch

Beaver Lake Property Owner
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From: Smith, Joe L [CK]

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan comments.
Date: Monday, April 04, 2016 3:15:59 PM

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan
(SMP)

Ventris Park and the surrounding buffer area NEED to be re-categorized to Low Density Recreation (LDR) with
LDA!!

Ventris Park is located at the end of a very narrow 1.5 mile long gravel road (Fox Hollow Road). The road is rarely
maintained and does not even accommodate two lanes of traffic. There are no park facilities and the area has not
been a functioning park for decades. In fact, the “park™ is only a boat launch and turnaround facility only—and all
the signs in the area simply refer to the area as a boat ramp and not a park. Having safe, secure and quick access to
the lake is very important. These boat launches are often trash-filled and crowded with swimmers that don’t get out
of the way when launching a boat. This is an accident waiting to happen.

Given its current state of use, Ventris Park and the existing buffer areas should be re-categorized as Low Density
Recreation with LDA. This request, at a minimum, should encompass the shoreline between COE marker 544-3-3
& COE marker 547-3 which is currently considered “park buffer”. Furthermore, the entire East shoreline of Ventis
Cove should be designated as Low Density Recreation and zoned for docks. This eastern shoreline is currently
categorized as an environmentally sensitive area (ESA) and this ruling is inappropriate given: 1) the low animal
population, 2) the absence of any culturally significant items, and 3) the absence of any distinctive or sensitive
biology.

After the requested change in categorization, to LDR with LDA, this area should be re-zoned to allow the permitting
of a boat dock. This location does not adversely impact the aesthetics of the area or park vistas; and also decreases
any crowding and congestion as well as enhancing the safety at the Ventris Launch ramp. Granting a permit at this
location also provides more revenue to the Corp of Engineers enabling more money to be spent on projects that
beautify the lake.

The current Master Plan/Shoreline Management Plan has safety impacts as well. Since we are prohibited from
having a dock, we are required to trailer our boat to the Ventris boat launch. In addition to the safety concerns
noted above, many members of our family are handicapped and have severe mobility limitations. It is extremely
dangerous for them to try to enter and exit a boat with the current facilities. In this regard, they are denied their
right to independent and equal access to the lake.

Sincerely,

20160404 _Smith_J
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Joseph L Smith

913-226-0197

Learn more on how to switch to Sprint and save 50% on most Verizon, AT&T or T-Mobile rates. See
sprint.com/500ff <Blockedhttp://sprint.com/500ff> for details.

This e-mail may contain Sprint proprietary information intended for the sole use of the recipient(s). Any use by
others is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies of the
message.
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From: Bill Buron

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Cc: Jen Buron; Bill Buron

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments from William and Jennifer Buron
Date: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 9:39:31 PM

To whom it may concern:
We are using the Comment Form as a guide to provide comments via email.

1. Please keep the lake as is. We request that you do not allow any additional dock permits, but retain all existing
permits and docks.

2. We request that the Corp. shoreline land classification, continuous with our dock (Permit #2248), be re-classified
from an "Environmentally Sensitive" to "Low Density Recreation" area. As our dock is currently permitted and in
use, along with many others (in the immediate area and beyond) with this shoreline land classification, we feel it is
only right to re-classify all of these areas accordingly around the lake. Alterations to the use of these areas could
significantly negatively impact property values of many individuals for generations to come.

In 20 years, we would like Beaver Lake to remain exactly as it is today.

The most important thing about Beaver Lake is clean, clear water. We also enjoy the clean shoreline without
excessive development.

We least enjoy loud and exceedingly fast high performance boats (e.g. Cigarette Boats). These boats cause
excessive pollution and dangers to other boaters and recreational activities throughout the lake. They are too large,
loud and fast and are difficult to navigate around the twisting terrain of Beaver Lake.

Thank you for considering our comments. We look forward to keeping abreast with all changes.

Sincerely,

William and Jennifer Buron
bilburon@gmail.com <mailto:bilburon@gmail.com>
479-282-4801
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From: m carter

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan Comment Form
Date: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 2:34:32 PM

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline

Management Plan Revision

Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Name: Mary Carter 925 CR 1520 Eureka Springs, AR 72632

Phone: 816-806-6261 Email: marysuzca@gmail.com <mailto:marysuzca@gmail.com>

1. COMMENTS/SUGGESTONS: I am requesting that the following area be rezoned to allow for docks:

"The area between LDA (low density area) 468 and LDA 469, also described as the shoreline running along 925 CR
1520, Eureka Springs, AR 72632."

This area is designated on your interactive map as Low Density Recreation. It is a small area that is bordered by
currently dockable areas, creating a somewhat inconsistent shoreline. It appears to have no topography issues that
would prevent it from being dockable. It appears to be highly suitable for docks, perhaps more suitable than the
bordering areas. I live fulltime in this neighborhood where boat slips are limited. Rezoning this area would increase

the overall recreational potential and would create a more consistent shoreline, with seemingly no negative impact.

2. In 20 years, I would like to see Beaver Lake as beautiful and clean as it is today. Consequently, I support most of
you policies and restrictions. I applaud your efforts and commitment to keeping the shoreline natural and beautiful.

3. Most Important To Me: Rezoning the above-described area to allow for docks.
4. Least Important To Me: excessive commercial development
5. Additional comments:

- I would like a permitting process where large dead standing trees (below the Corps line) can be felled/removed. I
think they're dangerous and take away from the beauty of the lake.

- I would also like to keep the living trees (below the Corps line) "alive" by being allowed to support their root
system, using existing natural material (like driftwood and rocks), to prevent/reduce erosion and eliminate exposure
of their roots.

- I support occasional driftwood burning below the Corps line.

- I think the Corps should study whether they should resume issuing 2-slip docks.

Thank you for your consideration,

Mary Carter

20160405 Carter M
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Us ey Corps
Management Plan Revision e e S

Fnvironmental Assessment Comment Form

Plaasgs usa this form to respond to the following three questionsthat will be asked in thisopen house. You may also use this formto provide
additional comments about how yau would hike 1o seethe Beaver Lake Master Ran and Shorefine Managemant Flan revised or on the lssues
that should be studied before a dedigon is mace on these revidons. Feel freeto tale an extra form and serid it back by Anrll 8, 2016, to USACE
&t the addressesbelow.

Your Name/Qrganization: ?MQ}U& Cﬂak\

e
Address: 20475 Sonora 24 - Spwnf\qdc\,/p A 2206 9 CEM)
Lo T ~OLhrES LAMDIN G- PARCEL 147 0000 1-009 ( Lake)

E-mall: Y’E‘,V\Aj = VLCJCi @ Yahoo com Phone: (‘9‘7 ?) ~ 841 -2400

Please provide your commenis and suggestions on Bems 1o update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be betler managed. Please be as specitic as possible.
My Joke mqk\s@f Gard Fleming , and T comwonted dering Yo Magler
P\é,\ EM 5O mand r-ef;uesJ—LI Lot 2 and 3 o Shy 3 Hmwa be
elass fired a5  Yellow Low Densihy (His pared] 5 147-0000 2+ &g )
t ot et dewe [ we would n\f-e, ow 4o e o lassdred as A
Liwacted, D&d‘tf&pm e v\, Or-dpe o k3o 3 dadk
TrLe jot<s 20 Ouv twiniediade 5o oA ar¢ Zoned Agh et 3 aJrf,a_ciaq
wot’d, Just hke 4o wse Fis eppovtumity 7o get rhgt aaed
70 _iwedude ouvs . Thore r% alss @ quidoling of Dm)(fmnt-q o _Fhg p;,.-{;:
Y hst oo | ooked st davind Yy Myreh 15 mashag vn th:,f#e_qu PO weire
Found Jo be owtnido g radins. Appavendtly shuse Jofs Just woeren)

K you did not previously commaent on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two guestions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the |

ineduded cal b ask L,u-ﬂxm'\
awd g !ub‘f‘ 57%‘}:(—2,@ Maf LAJaﬁ
21004 S o v Srior ot dah atl vhe C‘_awi?s perseuned we'ue
SPOLOA wrth Nave bean ey plessad and help&tf and we

What about Beaver Lake is most and feast important to you? PP el e N' S

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Managament Plan ravisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Commentsmay be submitted via mali, email, fax or the project websitewith attention to: Flanning Branch, Fanning and Environmenial,
USACE tittle Fock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR72203 Fax: (501) 324-5805
Emait: CESW:-BeaveriakeMasterPlan@usacs. anmril

Website!
http//go.usa.gov/ b

Written commentsmust be postmarked, e-mailed, Taxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 20186.
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Planning Branch

Planning and Environmental

USACE, Little Rock District

P.0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR. 72203

Fax {501) 324-5605

Email: CESW{-Beavertake MasterPlan @usace.army.mil

April 5th, 2016- revised letter

Re: Comrhents as to Beaver Lake Master Plan and the Shoreline
Management Plan Revision- Docks #2550 and #2558- Request
that classification of shoreline not be modified- or docks need to
be “grandfathered”- new classification has apparently been
changed to “environmentally sensitive” {?)

Attn, Planning Branch:

I have just had the opportunity to re-examine the new map showing the new proposed
classifications of existing shoreline and reslize that the section of shoreline that affects my
family’s two docks #2550 and #2558 is apparently being changed to “environmentally
sensitlve.” | had previousty missed the slightly different color desighation. We are very
perplexed and do not #nderstand what scientific eriteria could possibly have been used to
justify this proposed modification. Please disregard my previous March 215429 [etter and
sutbstitute this letter in its place. Thank you.

My family and | own land ¢n Ford's Creek that was purchased between 1997 and 1$96.
At that time, the U.5. Army Corps allowed us te initially have two community docks on the
shoreline adjacent to our land. One was placed on the far north edge of the shoreline zoned for
docks and the second was allowed on the far south edge of the shoreline zoned for docks. We
were advised by the Corps that once the land was fully developed { the total adjacent land is
© approximately 77.05 contiguous acres), that there would be a possibility of adding one or two
additional community docks if the need ever arose, as long as any additional docks were the
requisite distance from each other. (Estimates were always for 12-15 individual home-sites}

We are very surprised and upset to now see this new map apparently is indicating that
the small stretch of shoreline in which these two docks have been located since the mid-1880’s
is suddenly being recommendad to be newly classified as “environmentally sensitive.” We do
not understand why this small section of shoreline previously zoned for docks and with two
existing docks should suddenly now be classified differently than the Ford’s Creek shoreline
immediately to the north, the south and across Ford’s Creek to the west. Our portlon of
shoreline sits in the middle of Ford’s Creek near one of the widest parts and all shoreline zoned
for docks on all sides of our section of shoreline are remaining zoned as “low density
recreational.” We do not understand how or why the classification for our particutar stretch of
shoreline zoning should be different. What could be the possible scientific or environmental

20160405 Daemicke D




justification? How can one small section of Ford’s Creek shoreline located in the middle of all
the others suddenly be classified as “environmentally sensltive”?

We were assuming that no shore-line zohing classifications would be drasticaily re-
classified from the former designations in Ford’s Creek during this new review process and that
all previously existing and legal docks would be secure. We are assuming that there will be no
plans for any new restrictions on gither new community dock applications or expansion of
existing community docks, space permitting, if applled for in the future, as long as they are in
compliance with all other existing U.8. Army Corps regulations.

We are formally requesting that the Beaver Lake Master Plan and/or the Shoreline
Management Plan Revision planners reconsider the proposed change of classification of our
small stretch of shoreline on Ford’s Creek and agree that sald shoreline be re-classified as “low
density recreational”, i.e. the same classification as to the Ford’s Creek shoreline immediately
to the north, the south and across Ford’s Creek to the west of our shoreline. What factual
criteria or possible evidence exists and supports a finding of why this small siretch of shoreling
should now suddenly be considered “environmentally sensitive”? if any, please provide. The
proposed change in classification to the zoning affecting our two docks now baing
recommented seams to be arbitrary and without scientific merit,

If the shoreline classification cannot be changed to “low density recreational” for any
logical reason, which would refiect the same zoning classification as the docks adjacent to and
immediately surrounding our stretch of shoreline, we are then formally requesting the
planners to, at a minimum, "grandfather” our two existing community docks as “pre-existing”,
i.e. Docks #'s 2550 and #2558. .

We would hope that the docks as “grand{athered” would be safe and not taken away
for any arbitrary reason. We have maintained the two docks in full accordance with all lake
regulations for over twenty years. We would also ask for confirmation that the existing two
docks would continue to be treated the same as any other existing community docks on Beaver
Lake and that there would remaln a viable possibility of additional community docks and/or
reasghable expansion of either of the two existing docks in the future as long as all new dock
slip applications meet current standards for set-backs and distances between them.

We reserve ali legal rights we may still have to legally and formally dispute the
proposed change in the classification affecting our docks If the classification of this small stretch
of shoreline cannot be changed to “fow density recreational” or, at a minimum, that cur
existing two docks are confirmed as “grandfathered” and thereby safe from being taken away.

Sincerely,

Dale W. Daemicke
Home {847} 730-5088

DWD/ee
cc: any party on interest- comments sent per website by fax, email and certified malf rer.
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SUBMIT
Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shovelipe._ .. . ... o _ 5 sz
Management Plan Revision el sy

Environmentai Assessment Comment Form

Please use this form 1o respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may alse use this form ta provide
additianal comments chout how you would like ta see the Beover Lake Master Plan and Shareline Monogement Plon revised or on the issues
that shouid be studied before o decisfon is mode an these revisions. Fael free ta toke on extra form and send It back by April 8, 2018, to USACE
ut the addrasses below.

Your Name/Organization:}ames herrman
Address- 112 haven iana, Euroka spring ar 72631

E-mall: jhenman@bldgeonirols.com Phone: 316-258-9611

Please provida your commente and suggastions on items to update In the Beaver Lake Shoraline Management
Plen (SMP}. Things to conslder might Inciuda: current zoning, current policles on dock and vepstation permits,
how ¢ould the lake permlis be better managed. Please he ae speclfic ae possible.

The current situation with the lake is seems to be working. | would ke to be able to expand my dock and have up to 4 slips

ag a private dock vs. having to go to a community dock. 1 am concernad about the water clarity. it seems like It sn' as claar

as it was 20 years ago. Not sure how to changa that

If you did not praviously comment on the Master Plan process, please take 2 moment to consider the following
two questione. Commants previously submitted will confinue to be included.

How would you like to sea Beaver Lake In 20 years? What changes, [f any, would you Ilka {o seo af the lake?
I would ke it to look the seme. | don't really see any need for changas.

What about Beaver Lake Is most and leest Important to you?_most imporiant s the clarity of the water and to keep the sams ook
frorn the shore. Least Important s to hava a bunch of resturants on the laka lika table rock. | few more would ba great, but not like
table rock

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revialona or about issues that should be
studiad;_

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
LISACE, Little Rock District, P.C. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Ernall: CESWI.-BepverLakeMasterPLan@usate. army.mil
Waebsite:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written cornments must be postmarked, e-mnailed, faxed, or atherwise submitted by Aprll 8, 2016.

20160405 Herman_J
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FAX (5003245605

Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

April 4,2016

RE: COMMENTS as to the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan
Revision

Attention Planning Branch:

My extended family and I own docks and land on the Indian Creek arm of Beaver Lake
that we started purchasmg in the 1990s and have added on to subsequently. The lady at
the Public Open House meeting in March suggested that we should specifically request
that any docks in areas shown in Environmentally Sensitive area be “grandfathered” and
remain permitted. I therefore specifically request that Bock No. 2352 and Dock No.
2382 be “grandfathered” in any and all revisions that may be proposed.

[ also want to comment that the shoreline serviced by Highland Lake Drr., Highland Lake
Loop, Highland Lake Spur, and Indian Forest Dr. etc. in the Indian Creek area should all
be shown as Low Density Recreation. When the Corps in 1996 proposed the Beaver Lake
Master Plan that showed the entire Indian Creek area as Environmeatally Sensitive, a
group of land owners visited with professors at the University of Arkansas to determine
what made the Indian Creek area environmentally sensitive — and there was nothing,
nothing at all! I therefore request that all of this area be zoned as Low Density
Recreation. I would also point out there are several boat docks in this area all located
and approved by the Corps which are not causing any problem.

I suggest that all existing boat dock zoning in the current Shoreline Management Plan
should remain unchanged and viable. The Corp should continue to allow additional
community docks and reasonable expansions of existing docks in the future as Jong as
they meet current standards. There are many people who have bought property on our
beautiful lake planning to live here in their retirement and enjoy having a boat.

Sincerely, QM / i é %d') 4 /&&du

Mr. & Mrs. Jan 1. Seth
P.O. Box 257
Garfield, AR 72732

20160405_Seth_J




Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

April 4, 2016

RE: COMMENTS as to the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan
Revision

Attention Planning Branch:

My wife and | have our home on Beaver Lake on the 10 acres at 10310 Cedar Rock
Road, Garfield AR. This property is the 10 acre point between Ford Creek and Cedar
Creek. We have owned this property and lived here for the last 25 years.

We have a Boat Tramway Easement # DACWQ03-3-2-97-1043 on the east side of our
property and we are requesting that this continue to be “grandfathered” and remain
permitted in any revisions that may be proposed. QOver the years many people have asked
why these are no longer being added/permitted on the lake commenting they are much
less intrusive than a boat dock.

The lady at the Public Open House meeting in March stated that the west side of our
property is shown to be Environmentally Sensitive. The original Cedar Rock Road that
existed before the lake went in goes thru our property and goes off into the lake on the
west side. Several years back a representative from NEBCO, our local fire protection
group was out and commented that they wanted us to keep this road available to refill
their fire trucks if ever needed. For this reason and also 1 would state that there is nothing
Environmentally Sensitive on the west side of our propesty, I request that the west side
be reclassified as Low Density Recreation.

I suggest that all existing boat dock zoning in the current Shoreline Management Plan
should remain unchanged and viable. The Corp should continue to allow additional
community docks and reasonable expansions of existing docks in the future as long as
they meet current standards. There are many people who have bought property on our
beautiful lake planning to live here in their retirement and enjoying having a boat.

2, (L G T bk

Mr. & Mrs. Jan L. Seth
P.O.Box 257
Garfield, AR 72732
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FROM:Gary Fleming {479-750-3909) TC:USACE Planning and 06-Apr-2016 13:01 UTC PAGE: 1/2

FAX

J4.V. Manufacturing, inc.

;(2; :ﬁ;tggéeld Coach Road Solid Waste & Recycling Equipirnernt

Springdale, AR 72765
Phone: 479-725-2762
Fax: 479-750-3909

To: USACE Planning and From: Gary Fleming

Fax: Envioronmental5301-324-5605 Pages: 2

Phone: Date: 2018-04-06 13:01:31 UTC
Re: Environmentat Assessment comment Form

COMMENTS

Was not sure my e-mail got through, so sending copy by fax also.
Thanks for your consideration,

Gary L. Fleming

22A1B836-9B05-4850-6580-64B6F TEAUG1E
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FROM:Gary Fleming (479-750~3909) TO:USACE Planning and 06-Apr-2016 13:01 UTC PAGE: 2/2

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline U Army Corps
Management Plan Revision Lite Rgm_:irnlﬁ'tﬁcl
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond ta the following three guestions that wilf be asked in this apen house. You may olso use this form to pravide

additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plon revised or on the issues

that showld be studied before a decfsion is mode on these revislons, Feel free to toke an extra form and send it hack by April 8, 2016, to USACE
ot the addresses below.

Your Name/Organlzation; 8ary L. Flemiing
Address: 18250 Sharaﬂa L.h
Springdale, Ar. 72764

E-meil; gif514@coxnet Phore: 479-263-2047

Plsase provide your comments and suggestions on iteris to update in the Beever Lake Shoreline Manegement
Plen (8MP}. Things to consider might Include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation parmits,
frow could the leke permiits be better managed. Please be as specific as poseible.

Plagsa consider ciassifying the shoreline of lot 146-00002-000, fract 1500E-1 & $47-00001-054 to Low Denzity Recreation{L. 3R} and Limlted
Develapment Area (LDA). Tha srea | tot down to the south and west is LDA, so request exiandlng tha LDA (red line) to the above parcais or lots,

| would submit the shoreling is very fiting for the LDR dlassification. The original platting had proviston for docks, but somawhers In the

previous masier pian ony a shon LDA remained, denying acess for the remainder of the lots. Myself and Randy Cook, owner of 147-00004-000
request LDA extension fo provide access from our properties,

We are in favor of nalural beautly, and do not belisve the Low Density Recrestion will have any adverss affect on the beauly.

We alsc belleve the edditlon of at jeast 1 mare dock gocessible % both proparlies woulddistract from the beatty any more than the exisilng

docks o the southwest.

[
W e il

TR

If you did not previously comment on the Mastar Pian procass, pleass take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be. included.
How would you [ike to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? Whet changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
{ wauld ke it be developed family fiiandly, family safs, draw for the economy of Nwa. Would like retain the clear water and natural
baauty of the dliffs and wooded areas. Would fike to imit cornmercial development, with expsansion only in private residence.,

Would Hike propsrly zoning, etc. to pretect property vafues, as well as malntain a high quality area. Would like county involvement in
protedting the lake area. T '

What about Beaver Lake Is most end lsast important to you7Family recreation, safety, undeveloped areas remalning
riatural.

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Menagement Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied: See previousty submitied comments.

Comments may be subrltted via mall, ermait, Tax ar the project website with stiéntionto- Planning Branch, Planning and Epviranmental,
USACE, tittle Rock District, P01 Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {561 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverlakeasterPlan@usace.srmy.mil

Wabsite:
http:/fec.usa.gov/cKxhl

Written comments must he postmarked, e-maited, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2018,
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From: Mark Foster

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Management Plan Revision
Date: Wednesday, April 06, 2016 3:16:09 PM
Attachments: Lake Land.pdf

Lake Landl.pdf
Lake Land2.pdf
Lake Land3.pdf
Lake Land4.pdf

Dear US Army Corps of Engineers Little Rock District

First, let me express my gratitude for listening to the public's views on the use and maintenance of the
shoreline at Beaver Lake.

Since the 80's, | have owned property and boat dock slipswhere | lived lakefront and raised my family. |
love Beaver Lake! | have property at 10566 Ervin Mcgarrah Rd Lowell AR 72745 next to Gran B Point. Start there
and going to the rock outcropping at Eden's Bluff. Attached is aletter from the person | purchased the property
from in 2002. A boat dock was in place during the time he owned it but he did not renew it. A standoff is still at
that location.

| am requesting alow density zoning along my take line to permit my use of the shoreline as my neighbors
do to my east border. The slopeisgradual and a perfect place for adock. Please consider this areain your new
mapping of zoning on Beaver Lake. | would aso like to see the change in regulations so that the lake front owners
can clean their beaches of trash, glass, logs and debris.

Enclosed are:
1. Property survey for the zoning request
2. Corp surveys and maps

3. Letter of existing permitting back in 1998

Also, | think many four slip docks were built when atwo slip dock was all that was necessary. Maybe two
slip docks could be permitted again under certain conditions.

Additional restaurant permits and zoning would be a welcome addition to the lake.
Thanks

Mark Foster
479-957-4698
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
BEAVER LAKE OFFICE
2260 MORTH SECOND STREET
ROGERS, ARKANSAS 72756-2439

July 24, 1998

Nr. Jerry Dorman
P.0O. Box &89
Springdale, Arkansas 72765

Dear Dr. Dorman:

Please reference your letter dated June 30, 1998. Find
enclosed a copy of a map (encl 1) illustrating where your
property is in relation te the nearest limited development, or
zoned, area. The area pencilled in indicates the approximate
location of your property. Your property is 469 feet from an
area zoned for docks. BAlso enclosed is a survey map from section
314, with information related to the tract of land near your
property (encl 2).

You have two options for obtaining a dock:

a. Obtain an easement from the adjacent property owrer to
an area that is zoned for docks. This will need to Le
a permanent easement which is neither temporary noxr for
a set number cf years. This real estate instrument
will have to be recorded with the county.

b. kpply for rezoning of the property on the next
shoreline update and review.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact
Malinda Lefave at 501-636-1210 ext. 31i6.

Sincerely,

( onre B Psmo

Dianne B. Batson
Park Manager

Fnclosures
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ERX (80324 -Sb05

Planning Branch, Planning and Envirommental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

April 4, 2016

RE: COMMENTS as to the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan
Revision

Attention Planning Branch:

My wife and | have our home on Beaver Lake on the 10 acres at 10310 Cedar Rock
Road, Garfield AR This property is the 10 acre point between Ford Creek and Cedar
Creek. We have owned this property and lived here for the last 25 years.

We have a Boat Tramway Easement # DACWQ3-3-2-97-1043 on the east side of our
property and we are requesting that this continue to be “grandfathered” and remain
permitted in any revisions that may be proposed. Over the years many people have asked
why these are no longer being added/permitted on the lake commenting they are much
less intrusive than a boat dock.

The lady at the Public Open House meeting in March stated that the west side of our
property is shown to be Environmentally Sensitive. The original Cedar Rock Road that
existed before the lake went in goes thru our property and goes off into the lake on the
west side. Several years back a representative from NEBCO, our local fire protection
group was out and commented that they wanted us to keep this road available to refiil
their fire trucks if ever needed. For this reason and also I would state that there is nothing
Environmentaily Sensitive on the west side of our property, I request that the west side
be reclassified as Low Density Recreation,

I suggest that all existing boat dock zoning in the current Shoreline Management Plan
should remain unchanged and viable. The Corp should continue to allow addiiional
community docks and reasonable expansions of existing docks in the fuiure as long as
they meet current standards. There are many people who have bought property on our
beautiful lake planning to live here in their retirement and enjoying having a boat.

Siucerely,§7M / % glugﬂéﬁuf. M’L/

Mr. & Mis. Jan L. Seth
P. O. Box 257
Garfield, AR 72732

20160406_Seth_J
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April 6, 2016

Department of the Army
Beaver Project Office
2260 N. Second Street
Rogers, AR 72756

Dear Sir:

Re: Shoreline Classification — Beaver Lake Master Plan
Roat Dock #2709, Don Bell
Boat Dock #1725, John & Amilda Sporleder

In our previous letter dated March 26, 2015 we asked you to correct the shoreline classification Low
Density Recreation land designation. There seems to be some confusion in the colors shown in the current
Master Plan Land Classification.

For some reason your computer system has changed the color on boat dock #1725 to green. The attached
image shows that the red color allows the dock to be properly classified for Low Density Recreation.

Dock #2709 needs to be moved to the adjoining side of the cove. Survey pins 614-8 and 614-7A can be
eliminated and survey pins 614-6, 614-5A and 614-5 can be changed to Low Density Recreation. This
would not be an increase in the amount of shoreline zoned for docks but just an even exchange from one
side of the cove to the other.

1 understand & consultant is helping the USACE on the shoreline classification. Please have the consultant
call me to discuss this problem. My cell phone is 1479 619-5250.

Sincerely,

=

John K. Sporleder )

800 Morningside Drive

Rogers, AR 72756

Alternate Party for Mr. Don Bell

20160406 Sporleder_J




ArcGIS - Beaver Lake Master Plan Page 1 of 101

Beaver Lake Master Plan

Current Master Plan Land Classifications

USDA FSA, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Microsoft | Esri, HERE, DeLorme, iPC, NGA, USGS | Esri, HERE, DeLorme,
iPC, NGA, USGS

https:/www.arcgis.com/home/webmap/print.hiétl 160406 _Sporleder_J 2/1/2016
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Transcript of original submission prepared in cooperation with Mr. West.

Barry West/Jane West

5338 E. 21 Place

Tulsa Oklahoma 74114

barrygwest@att.net or nonniwest@yahoo.com
(H)918-744-5157 (C)918-857-3884 (€)918-914-0043

Question 1:

We own the property in the NE4, Sec1, Twnship20N, Benton County on both sides of Indian Creek
on Beaver Lake. We wish to request that all of our property be zoned LDA (low density recreation)
enabling us to build residential and support structures, boat docks, and use for other shoreline
activities as permitted according to the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan.

We desire to pass this property to our 3 children upon our deaths. Prior to that we more casually
desire to build a vacation residence on the approximately 14 acres of the property located NE of
Indian Creek and to ultimately dispose of the 37 acres SW of Indian Creek to other parties. We
inherited this property from Janet’s mother, it has been in our family’s possession since the 1930s.
Our desire is to pass as much utility to our children, or other transferees, as the case may be, as
possible, to retain the sales value of the property, should they ultimately desire to subdivide and
build, or in the alternative, sell their interest therein to others.

Question 2:

As family friendly and much like it is now. As we are not currently lake residents, it is hard to
envision how we would like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years, until we can participate on it. It is also
hard to know what changes we would like see at the lake, other than the zoning change we
requested here in. We could have a better idea, if we had more experience trying to enjoy the lake.

Question 3:
Aside from the quality, cleanliness, and purity of the water, it is hard for us to know.
Question 4:

We have a problem with any community owned structures. This stems from a bad experience with
a fence when it was blown down by wind. Though it was their fence, we could not even get the
adjacent property owners behind us to agree on whom we would use as a contractor to fix the fence
so it would look the same along the back of our property line. Management and cost and timing of
maintenance of community structures as a common asset usually does not work well between
unrelated parties who may be members of the particular community owning all of the interests in
the asset. | am also advised that we should speak to sufficient additional advance notice to all
property owners by zoning changes by when they are made. We also would like to not seek
permission for removal of debris that affects the use of the property.

20160406 _West BJ with addendum



From: stevenrcrumpler

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan Revision
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 12:36:41 PM

Comments for this Beaver Lake Shoreline Plan Revision

1. 1 Theareaat Horseshoe bend (LDA315) that is on the east or inside of the horseshoe where the islands are
near the point of land is currently designated for boat docks and the shoreline of that point going east from that is
apparently designated Environmentally Sensitive. Would like to change the Shoreline designation to Low Density
and extend the existing red zone for docks alittle more to the north or east to allow more distance from the island

and more water depth for a dock.

2. 2.0nthe same point, in the cove further to the east is a very small cove (maybe 30’ across) where the corps
lineis some 20+ feet out in the water. Would like that shoreline changed from Environmentally Sensitive to Low
Density and Redtoalow for aboat dock at that point. Does not appear appropriate to have private property
shoeline designated for environmentally sensitive where property lineisin the water.

3. 3.A) Theareaat Slate Gap is currently zoned for High Density Recreation. That areais not currently and never
has been used for High Density recreation and there is no access by land so will likely never have any more traffic
than the nearby islands. The community in this area believes the Slate Gap area should &l be zoned for Low
Density recreation. Thisincludes all the shorelinein the larger cove to the North and East with three smaller
coves. Or, at very least the middle cove with islargest, longest, and deepest.

3 3.B) Wewould like the middle and longest cove of those three smaller coves to be zoned for boat docks.

4. 4. All current boat docks on the lake should be grandfathered in and allowed to stay, regardless of any changes
in shoreline designation.

5. 5. Please do not plan to add any additional recreation parks, expand existing ones, or add any additional access
or boat ramps. There are plenty of access points now, and if additional accessis added, thereisfear of
overcrowding, increased accidents, uncontrollable water quality issues and litter/pollution. Those of usthat live on
the lake, respect it. We believe that most of the littering and disregard for water quality comes from people that
don’'t accesson aregular basis. Thereis plenty of access now and quality issues can still be limited. Additional

access would only make that more difficult.
Thank-Y ou for your consideration,

Steve Crumpler

21852 Skyview Road

GARFIELD, AR 72732

479.586.2717

20160407 _Crumpler_S
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From: Bob Ford

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 3:06:35 PM

| am writing to request that our community dock be allowed to remain in its current location. The dock permit
number is 2065. It islocated off Limestone Lane in the Lost Pine Addition. Our home is located at 10629
Limestone Lane. We are able to access the dock from the abandoned railroad cut that runs from Limestone Lane to
the lake. The dock has always been located at its present location and has been permitted there since it's
construction. Moving the dock would create problems with adjacent land owners who have no interest in the dock.
We are aretired couple and would not be able to negotiate the shoreline north of the dock’s present location. Please
reconsider any plans for our community dock to be moved from its present location. It isin a safe location for our
usage and does not interfere with any lake activity or access. Thank you so much for your consideration.

Sent from my iPad

20160407 _Ford B
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From: Ellen Johnston

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan; Bryant. Donna SWL
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request to rezone

Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 5:08:51 PM

Hello,

| would like to make this request for the comment box. Please consider rezoning the shoreline behind my home on
Beaver Lake to Low Density Recreation and LDA. | would like to have a dock behind my house. There are docks
on each side of me. My address on Beaver Lakeis 457 CR 1524, Eureka Springs, Arkansas, USA. The areathat |
am referring to is south of Dock #2941. | do have adlip in that community dock but it is amost impossible to walk
to. Itisvery dangerous and we have had a couple of sprained ankles getting there. We love to boat on Beaver and
want desperately to be able to have a dock accessible to our home.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ellen Johnston
Southern Regiona Educational Board
Mathematics/Technology Consultant

20160407 _Johnston_E
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From: C Kalke

To: CESWL-Beaver Lake Master PLan

Cc: C. Kalke; Jill Jennings

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan & Shoreline Plan Change Request: Cynthia Kalke Parcel 001-09049-002
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 11:06:35 PM

Hello-

First of al I'd like to thank the Corp of Engineers for the March public input events. | attend both the Fayetteville
and the Bentonville events. In addition to enjoying all the information that was on display | was also very please
with my conversations with the staff. Special thanks to Jared, Landon, Jeremy, and Sean.

| have a very specific request for changes so that | can request a small boat dock in the future. | own parcel 001-
09049-002 near Edgewater Road in Carroll County. | would like to formally reguest that the Beaver Lake Master
Plan land classification for the corp property adjacent to my property be changed from Environmentally Sensitive to
Low Density Recreational. | would also like the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan land classification of the
corp property be changed from Protected Shorelines to Limited Development. My understanding is both of those
classifications are required to be changed so that my neighbor and | can request a shared boat dock in the future. |
know some of the the basic specs for allowing a dock are that at alake level of 1120 the water hasto be at least 7'
deep at 50' from the shore and that the dock cannot have afootprint larger than 1/3 of the width of the cove. This
location should meet those requirements. My neighbor Jill Jennings owns adjoining parcel 460-00008-000 and she
will befiling asimilar request for the land classifications to be changed in the next version of the Master Plan and
Shoreline Management Plan. We are in agreement on this request and would likely co-own the boat dock if it is
allowed.

Please let me know what additional information and input you may need to consider the land classification changes.
CynthiaKalke

605 N Olive Ave

Fayetteville, AR 72701

479-442-3633 / 479-841-6116

ckalke@yahoo.com

Other input per the comment form distributed at the CoE events...

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? Very similar to what it is now. Maintaining a clean water
supply for NWA ismy first priority. 1'd like to see the continued rustic, natural quality of the shoreline. I'd also
like for any properties currently owned by the Corp to remain public properties and not sold for private
development. (I was pleasantly surprised to see the future, undeveloped land such as Bear Creek and Slate Gap
owned by the Corp.)

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Most important: excellent water quality, wildlife and fish management, peaceful environment.
L east important: aggressive development on or near the water.

20160407_Kalke_C
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From: Melody Leonard

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 3:27:02 PM

Attachments: War Eaale Cove Dock Area Parcel number 2016.0dt
Importance: High

Hello,

My family and | have boats slips together on Beaver Lake in Washington County. Someone mentioned to me that
we needed to go into some website and seeif our boat dock was classified in an area as 'Environmentally
Sensitive'. Andif it is, we should go into some other website and note we would like to get that changed. They
were saying it wasn't good to have adock in an Environmentally Sensitive area. I'm not sure why. Also, other
docksin our Parcel areaare not (asfar as| cantell) categorized asin and Environmentally Sensitive area.

Are you someone that can help me understand what | should be doing, if anything? If not can you direct me to who
can help me?

See attached the Parcel information for that area. We have the smallest, three slip boat dock in that area. It'sright
next to the shoreline that dipsinto a'Vv'.

| look forward to hearing back from you.

Many thanks,

Melody (Hearn) Leonard

20160407 Leonard M
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Parcel: 001-17936-000 

Prev. Parcel: 102506-000-00 

As of: 4/5/2016 ID: 25310 

Washington County Report 



		Property Owner

		Property Information



		Name:

		US (BEAVER RESERVOIR) 

		Physical Address:

		



		Mailing Address:

		

, 

		Subdivision:

		20-18-28



		Type:

		(EG)

		Block / Lot:

		-- / -- 



		Tax Dist:

		(500) - SPRINGDALE SCH, RURAL

		S-T-R:

		20-18-28



		Millage Rate:

		46.50

		Size (in Acres):

		



		Legal:

		PT SE & PT E/2 SW 70.07 A












Parcel: 001-17936-000
Prev. Parcel: 102506-000-00
As of: 4/5/2016 1D: 25310
Washington County Report

Property Owner Property Information
Name: US (BEAVER RESERVOIR) Physical Address:
Mailing Address: Subdivision: 20-18-28
Type: (EG) Block / Lot: -/ --
Tax Dist: (500) - SPRINGDALE SCH, RURAL S-T-R: 20-18-28
Millage Rate: 46.50 Size (in Acres):
Legal: PT SE & PT E/2 SW 70.07 A
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From: langemeier@centurytel.net

To: CESWL-Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan Revisions
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 9:56:34 PM

As adock/Iake front property owner and a provider of dock service for others, | offer the following comments:

1. Keep dock permit # 1954 and #2290 in the yellow, low density recreation zoning.

2. Allow dock permit #2290 to continue it's "grandfather" status and allow it to be converted to either asingle,
double or three stall dock permit in the future.

3. Allow dock permit # 1954 to continue use of "underground” electrical.

4. Determine adequate dock flotation, not by a measurement from the bottom of the metal, but from the top of the
flotation. Y our existing policy penalizes those dock owners that have their flotation held within the angle iron of
the dock structure compared to those that have metal on top of the flotation.

5. Continueto alow archery deer hunting on the large islands.

6. Allow dock owners to operate compact refrigerators(e.g. <4 cubic foot) in their dock lockers to keep fish bait,
bottled water, etc., and in some cases medications.

7. Place restrictions on the size, speed, noise level on boats or what ever it takes, to avoid becoming another Lake of
the Ozarks.

8. Remove flotation that has been broken loose from docks...or at least provide for afree disposal site of these items
for property owners that want to remove it from their lake front property.

9. Allow dock owners to remove any shrubs/trees etc.( up to the high water line) within the cables of their dock that
interfere/damage a dock or walkway, without having to get permission from Corps.

10. Restrict tournament bass fishermen to stay away at least 100 feet from dock. | have had more than one instance,
while | was fishing from my dock, they would come up to my dock at high speed and cast across my lineswhilel|
was fishing from my dock. If they can't control their behavior on their own, perhaps they need help from
somewhere el se!

20160407 _Meier L
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreil
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessmant Comment Ft
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Please use this form to respond to tha follawing thres questions thet wifl be asked in this epen houss.
additfonal comments abaut haw you would Hka to ses tha Buover Lake Moster Plan und Shoreline Md

You may olsg use thiz form fo provids
agement Flon revisad or on the issuss

thot should ba studied before a declston is made on thase revislons. Fael free to take an exira foren orfd send It back by Aprif §, 2016, to USACE

ot the eddreszes bejow.

Your Name/Organization: Jannifer @ Plant

Address: 15365 Hawka Landing Dr,

Rogars, AR 72766

wmalls JeaniferPlisn@yshas,com ¢ BiB-897-0827
E«malh ) Phone: _

Please pravide your comments end suggeetions on lteme to updets In the Baa
Plen {SMP). Things to consldsr might include: current zoning,
how could the leke prermite be bietter maneged. Pleese be as spacific ee possl

| witl sgon ba living In 1ha homne eddressed above and If possible | wauld e te requast that the shorefine zonl

currant policles 3n dock end vegetation parmite,

M

er Lake Shorsline Mansgement

Juzt balow this house be recharsciedzad toa

Low Danalty Resrsation Arag,

It 1o ourrently Environmantally Senaltive; however. thare srs savaral bogt gocks d & In tha cave & savarsl of 1he Garp Rangers

conchudad In ihe opan maeting back in March thet ihia 20ning could very Iikely gat updatad {o Low Danslty Racreition Araa dug 1o those axlaiing doeks.

W would fova the apporiunily to requast a bont dock pammit for qur area with {hTs sheraling Update.

Wa would algs fike to request that the ahoraling fust to the seuth and anst of this aroa sharellns zone 1D 143 rama

n a Low Denslly Recreption Araa

v

for the ciisrent snd fulure residants of Hewie Landiay. This area Ia alang the Northvwest shorelina of Cooza Hallgd

We arn very exciled for the updatas snd thank you for seking for our requests and fnaut on your futura dacletons!

If you did not previously comment on the Mester Plen process, please teke 8 m
twa questions. Comments previously submitted will continus te be Included,

How would you like to sea Beaver Leks In 20 years? What changes, If any, wotl
Walova to see the safe amd continusd growlh of Beaver Lake. Wa lovs thal ws can enjoy mare and mars aman

nent to conelder the following

d you llke to eee et the lake?
ik with clzen merinas, many

gond faod sslactions an tha laka and baaitiful housing with tha grawth ang paputarity of Beaver Lakel

i
Whet about Besver Lake Is most end least Importent to you? Sisan expanglion s most

Impontent.

1

|

Additional comments on ¢
studied;

5 or akiout lesues thet should he

ha Master Plen or Shoreline Management Plen revfe!oi‘{

[l
i

Commants may be submitted via mall, emal, fax or the praject website with attantlon to: Planning BF

anch, Pianning and Enviranmental,

USACE, Littls Rock Dlstrict, P.0. Box 867, Uttla Rack, AR 72203 Faxs {501}:#24-5605_

Entall: CE3W\-Bpaveri skelastarPlan®yugace grmy,mil !
Website: '

http://go.usa.gov/ckxb) i
Wrlttsn comments must be pastmarked, g-mailed, faxed, or otherwlse subm
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From: Jeff Resler

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan; Jeff Resler

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request-Comments regarding Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revision
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 7:37:32 PM

Jeff and Anne Resler
4405 Warbal Trail
Rogers, AR 72758
cell 479-295-4148
jeffreder@cox.net

Comments-

Before purchasing the land in May 2014, | confirmed the parcels below
were zoned as dock able (LDA) under the 1998 Shoreline Allocation.
After attending a recent shoreline management planning meeting, | was
told the parcels below were not alocated Low Density Recreation (LDR)
under the 1976 master planned land allocation. | am requesting the
three parcels below continue to stay LDA as allocated under the 1998
Shoreline Allocation, but also be classified Low Density Recreation
(LDR) under the new Shoreline Management Plan in order to request a
permit for a dock in the future. Please let me know if you have any
questions. | can be reached at 479-295-4148. Thanks.

Parcel ID 15-10471-000 8.77 acres

Parcel ID 15-10472-000 5.15 acres
Parcel ID 15-10474-000 3.77 acres

20160407 Resler J&A
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From: LUCINDA WALLER

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 9:01:05 AM

Beaver Lake Shoreline Management,

Welive at 16970 Clardy Lane, Lowell, AR 72745. We currently have a“red dot” near Corp Monument 1529-6, and
would like to keep the possibility of applying for aboat dock in the future.

We are requesting to move the red dot from it’s current location near Corp Monument 1529-6 to another covethat is
currently zoned Low Density Recreation and outlined by Corp Monuments 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

We would also like to request that the area between Corp Monuments 1529-2 through Corp Monuments 1529-6 be
re-zoned to Low Density Recreation.

Thank you for considering our requests.
Respectfully,

DJ& LucindaWaller

16970 Clardy Lane

Lowell, AR 72745

phone = (501) 328-7295 - Lucinda

email = Lucinda.Waller@icloud.com <mailto:l ucinda. Waller@icloud.com>

20160407 _Waller_D&L


mailto:lucinda.waller@me.com
mailto:CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil
mailto:Lucinda.Waller@icloud.com

Apr071612:45p 478-263-8310 479-263-8310 p.1

F Ax Date: 04] 07/ 1 6

Page 1 of 3

TO:
Name: Planning Branch, Little Rock USACE

Fax Number: 5(1-324-5605
FROM:

Name: Brad & Diana Walpole
Contact Number: 479-253-8310

Subject: Beaver Lake Comment Form Clurgent [ plesce Reply

Message:

Templates by Verfexd2.cam
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline . US ArmY
Management Plan Revision Ui lvok Disiint
Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Plegse use this form to respond 10 the foliowing three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide
additional comments about iow you weuld iike to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan ond Shoreline hManagement Pl revised ar on the issues

that shouid be studied before a decision is made on these revisions, Feel free to take on extra form and send it hack by April 8, 2016, to USACE
ot the gddresses below.

Your Name/Orgafization: PEAD ) DWAWA WAL LE _

Address: 2. FEYMNOLDS ROAD
RoOLERS, AR R2FSLe

E~tnailz Qra.n; ! ?a\e@ %Mﬁl\ * Caom Phone:

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan {SMP). Things to consider might include: current zonlng, current policies on dock and vegetatlon permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as posslbie.

S,
see (1/

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be Included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like 10 see at the lake?

e (2)

What about Beaver.Lake is most and least important to you?

T

Sew (3 )

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreling Management Pian revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attentien to: Planning Branch, Planning and Envirormental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {501} 324-5605

Email: CESWL-BeavertakeMasterPlan@usacs. grmy. mil
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/ckxb!

Written comments must be postmarkead, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwlse submitted by April 8, 2016.

20160407 Walpole B&D
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Brad and Diana Walpole
Beaver Lake Environmental Assessment Comments
4/7/2016

1)
Dock shoreline zoning should not be changed, however if a properly owner desires to
build a private dock as opposed to a multi-slip dock, they should be allowed to do so.

Since Beaver Lake is a water supply lake, no further commercial development should be
allowed on the lake, including but not imited to: additional commercial marinas,
restaurants, fuel docks, campgrounds, resorts, hotels, motels.

Because of the already high demands on the lake made by tourists, additional efforts to
attract new visitors to the lake should not be made. Table Rock Lake and Lake of the
Qzarks are two examples of what Beaver Lake should not become. Those wishing a
vacation experience should be pointed to those or similar areas.

To those ends, existing Corps Recreation areas should not be expanded or improved to
attract more and bigger rigs. They should, however, be well maintained in their current

capacity.

2)
We would like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years much the same as today, with exceptionally
clean water and very limited or no corimercial development

3)

The most important thing about Beaver Lake to us is the clean water and the 'relative’
lack of crowds, and its beautiful uncluttered shoreline and surroundings

The least important thing is baving any commercial development on the lake.

20160407 _Walpole B&D
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Additional Comments from James Allard (j-w.allard. pe@gmail.com, 405-826-5196)

I have learned that Hobbs State Park officials have informally requested that the Corps of
Engineers consider relocating a permitted water ski course from Van Hollow to the Devils Gap
arm. I'am strongly opposed to this action and would not want to see this included in the Master
Plan for the following reasons:

- The Devils Gap arm has a large amount of standing timber and supports an exceptional
fishery. Standing timber in Beaver Lake is limited, and loss of this habitat would be
detrimental to the fishery. This quiet cove is a favorite fishing and kayaking spot for many
people.

- American Bald Eagles winter along the Devils Gap arm, and any impacts to the fishery would
likely result in impacts to the eagles and other wildlife dependent on the fishery.

- The width of tbe Devils Gap arm is very limited (i.e., 300 to 500 feet in most locations), and
the associated increase in boat traffic in this tiny arm will result in significant maintenance
impacts for the private dock owners located just outside of the Hobbs State Park boundary.

- The width of the Devils Gap arm is very limited (i.e., 300 to 500 feet in most places), which
creates safety concerns for heavy boat traffic. All other uses would be excluded, i.e., there
simply would not be enough room to safely be on the water in a kayak or fishing boat with
numerous ski boats navigating the same tiny water area.

- As an adjacent landowner, the noise resulting from the Corps approval of such a high boat
traffic use will create a nuisance on my property, destroying the quiet peaceful setting which
was the primary reason I purchased the land.

A far more appropriate action would be to classify the portion of Devils Gap which is bordered

by Hobbs State Park as “Environmentally Sensitive”, and designate the water surface as
“No-Wake™.

20160408_Allard_J
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline US Army Corps

of Engineers s

Management Plan Revision Litlle Rack Disirict
Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Please use this farm to respand ta the fallowing three questians that will be asked in this apen house. Yau may alsa use this farm ta pravide
additianal camments abaut haw yau wauld like ta see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shareline Management Flan revised ar an the issues
that should be studied before a decisian is made an these revisians. Feel free ta take an extra farm and send it back by April 8, 2016, ta USACE

at the addresses belaw.
Your Name/Organization: ZMJ/ N ST STy
S D It i TP O DEIVE
_Eooers, A 772256
E-mail; woosr b0 o0y @ proy lownd phone: 4-79) . IR A%

T eodstrpetiod.con

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management

Plan {SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,

how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.
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Address:

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue fo be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Gorpnapdton, MAndonin g4 Stiva Doole. @peerndz ¢ pprot
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What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you? :
N e | E%Dm;{"w Leir~idzzd {dovig [apmzc\({“f 7 e liyvon
Lo BRAT Y2 -l W‘-%)f?l/" tosed— 4 o, /

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning 8ranch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil
Wehsite:
http://go.usa.gov/ckxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline US Army Corps
. of Englneers»
Management Plan Revision Litts Rack Dislrict
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to pravide
additionol comments about how you would like to see the Begver Loke Master Plan and Shoreline Monagement Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made an these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACF
ot the oddresses befow.

Your Name/Organization: Mait Austin / Caliber Development Company 3 LLC

Address: 14301 Caliber Drive, Suite 300
Oklahoma City, Ok 73134

E-mail: Mmaustin@calibercompanies.com Phone: (405) 242 6112

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update iri the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMF). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

Our campany owns approximately 606 acres generally located north of Highway 412 on War Eagle Black Top Road. The parcel
numbers for the Property are 001-18354-000; 001-18170-000; 001-18165-000; 001-18112-000; 001-18163-000. [ spoke to Donna
Bryant with the Corp of Engineers about getting a permit to build one or more docks on our property. She informed me that the
current zaning doesn't allow for docks on our property and suggested | make a formal comment requesting that a portion of our
shoreline be classifled on the new masterplan as low density recreation and rezoned as LDA to allow for the potential to have future

buat docks along Beaver Lake (White River). | appreciate your consideration of our request. Please send me an email or give me a
call to discuss further.

if you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that shouid be
studied:

Comments may be submitted vla mall, emall, fax or the project webslte with attentlon to: Pianning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.C. Box 867, Littie Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWI -BeaverlakehiasterPLanE Lags. sroyy. mii

Wehsite:
hitp://go.usa.gov/ckxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mafled, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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From: Aaron Beard

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan

Cc: Aaron Beard

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment for Planning Branch
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 2:55:18 PM

To: Planning Branch

Re: Beaver Lake Master Plan

Good afternoon, Planning Branch!

My parents (contact info below) are property owners with approximately ¥2mi. of Beaver Lake Shoreline. | am
submitting a Comment based on my future interest in the property viainheritance.

Above all, we wish to retain the option to apply for a boat dock, as thiswas a primary driver for the purchasing
decision of the property. My parents purchased the property within the last couple of years, and they are currently
building their primary residence there. The plan has been to apply for the boat dock permit after the construction of
their primary home is complete.

The current “red dot” near their property sits near Monument 1529-6.

If possible, we're requesting for this red dot to be relocated from its above mentioned |ocation and repositioned to
another cove which is currently zoned Low Density Recreation - outlined by Monuments 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

In addition, we' re requesting for the area between Monuments 1529-2 through 1529-6 be rezoned to Low Density
Recreation to align with the zoning of the aforementioned aress.

To recap these requests:

- Red dot near 1529-6 to be relocated to areas outlined by 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

- Areas between 1529-2 through 1529-6 to be rezoned to Low Density Recreation.

20160408 Beard A
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We appreciate your consideration of these requests!

Land Owners:

DJ& LucindaWaller, Trustees of the Waller Revocable Trust
16970 Clardy Lane, Lowell, AR 72745

Phone: 501-328-7295

Email: LucindaWaller@icloud.com

Parcels: 18-00536-460, 18-02657-000, 18-02657-001

AARON BEARD

Mortgage Lender

0: 479.986.3746 M: 479.418.6936 abeard@arvest.com <mailto:abeard@arvest.com>
NML S# 1339831 — Equal Opportunity Lender

ARVEST BANK VILLAGE ON THE CREEKS

5201 Village Parkway, Rogers, AR 72758

The information transmitted isintended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential or privileged material. Any review, distribution, or other unauthorized use of the information by
persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this communication in error,
please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.

20160408 Beard A
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*** Arvest Confidential ***
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From: Jenny Brod

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 2:11:30 PM

Beaver Lake Shoreline Management,
My in-laws live at 16970 Clardy Lane, Lowell, AR 72745. They currently have a“red dot” near Corp
Monument 1529-6, and would like to keep the possibility of applying for aboat dock in the future.
They are requesting to move the red dot from it’s current location near Corp Monument 1529-6 to another cove
that is currently zoned Low Density Recreation and outlined by Corp Monuments 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

They would also like to request that the area between Corp Monuments 1529-2 through Corp Monuments
1529-6 be re-zoned to Low Density Recreation.

Thank you for considering their requests. We would all love to have a boat dock.

Jenny Beard

20160408 Beard J
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SUBMIT

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline U,SEArerorps
P of Engineers «
Management Plan Revision Lite Rock District
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide

additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plon revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization: dam Biossat

Address: 11858 Highway 187
Eureka Springs, AR 72631

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

Thank you for your work on Beaver Lake and | respectfully submit these comments:

It is my opinion that current dock zoning should be expanded or at a very minimum, held the same. The "environmentally sensative” areas should not be expanded.

The minimum number of owners/slips for a new dock should not be increased. The rules of prohibited items on a dock should be relaxed.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

| would like to see all coves and areas of the lake remain open and accessible for all boat types. | do not believe in designating one area for one particular type

of boat, a specific use, or a group of people. | do not believe that certain classifications of boats or water sports activities should be restricted on Beaver Lake.
In general | believe that the current plan 1s working and should not become more restrictive.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline US Ay Corps
of Engineerse

Management Plan Revision Litle Rock istries
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form ta respond to the following three questions thot will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form te provide
additional comments about how you would fike to see the Beover Lake Moster Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extro form and send It back iy April 8, 2018, to USACE
at the oddresses below.

Your Name/Organization: a7y ﬁﬁ LA

Address; 5 ¢ 1 G5% '
Eug Exa SP

RAAGS A 2 726>
£r Greid, Phones 1 74- XS 3-333D
=

Please provide your commaents and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dack and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed, Please be as specific as possibie.

E-mail: 2]

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
wo questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you fike 1o seg Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Lt APy Puds A .-ﬁ«rfffi—? ARG Ry,
&

What about Beaver Lake is most 22 nd least important to you? ¢ '

‘e

Additional comments on the Master Pian or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:, = + '

- |

pessmptd IS LA DIt

Camments may be subraltted via mail, email, fax or the project website with atiention to- Planning Branch._ Planning and Envirenmental,
' USACE, Little Rock District, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {501) 324-5605

Email: CESW1-BeaverLakeMasterPlan®uszace army.mil
Website:

http://go.usa.gov/ckxb!
Written comments must be postimarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.

20160408 Biossat B



What about Beaver Lake is most 22(1 least important to you? MM_"M

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Managemenit Plan revisions or about issues that should be

studied: /}

Comments may be submitted viz mail, emall, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Pla nning and Environrrental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL.-BeaveriakeMaster Plan@®usace.army.mil
Website;
http://go.usa.gov/cKxh)

Written comments must be pestmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April B, 2016.
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First I would like ta say what a great job you at the Corps af
Engineers da. I have lived on Beaver Lake for 39 years and I have
known and warked clasely with many Corps people. They have all been
very helpful and dedicated ta keeping the lake great. The lake does not
look much different than it did in 1977 when I moved here. Without
you doing such a good jab this would nat be the case.

I would like to request the fallawing far the future of Beaver Lake.
Please leave the minimum dock slip number ot 4.
Please do not make a rule that we cannot have plants an our docks.

Please change the rule that says no barbecue grills on the dock to say
only LP gas or electric grills on the dock.

Please do not take away any dock zoning. There are so many places
already that can nat have docks. Please look at adding more zoning in
areas where there is no reason for zaning not ta be opened up there.

Please da not make certain areas af the lake (like caves) far anly non
powered boats like kayaks or make them no wake Zones. I believe there
is already a rule of no wakes within 100* of a dock in the Fish and
Game rules.

Please do nat make it sa hard ta get a dock approved. Rules like all
slip owners have to meet at the Corps affice at ane time con be very
hard ta camply with. Say a group of peaple want a six slip dock. It
can be very hard ta get all the people to the Corps office at the same
time when they probably live in many parts af the couniry.

Thanks again far all your hard work and dedication,

/5 % GB e, 6200 Fibae
‘18 /0t
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SUBMIT

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide

additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization: BoP & Emily Borovetz

Address: 16686 Cypress Lane

Rogers, AR 72756

E-mail: eborovetz@kc.rr.com Phone: 620-820-3326

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

We currently have Low Density (yellow) land on our property up to the shore line/lake. Currently, the Limited Development Area line stops just short/east of our
property line marked Red. We now have a Shoreline Allocation as Protected (white). We would like to have this changed to LDA (red). The purpose is to be
eligible for a request for a private dock in front of our property.

One of our neighbors has suggested a community dock for our small area just east of our property. We are okay with this proposal if made, and if all neighbors

agree. However, if not proposed or not approved by any one neighbor or the Corp of Engineers, we would like to request for a private dock permit.
Zone ID 178

Possible other improvement would be a handicap accessible loaded dock at either Beaver Shores Boat Ramp area or Highway 12 Bridge Boat Ramp.
Thank you

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
Plan to haul off lake debris especially during periods of high water.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?_Water clarity or clean water is the most important.

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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SUBMIT

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide

additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization: charles Burton

Address: 8654 Woods Road, Rogers, AR 72756

E-mail: cburton@ipa.net Phone: 479-936-0121

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

I would like to see a portion of my side (south side) of Sugar Hollow be reclassified as a "Limited Development Area" by the Shoreline Management Plan

so that | could have a boat dock. | love Beaver Lake and will do everything possible to minimize the environmental impact of such a structure.

My home is not close to other homes. It appears that my property is the only one in Sugar Hollow that is not zoned for a boat dock.
Thank you for your consideration. Please see the attachment, which hopefully will better demonstrate my situation.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
I would like to see it retain as much of its natural beauty as possible.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you? Beaver Lake is important to me as an extremely valuable

source of recreation, which adds tremendously to our quality of life, while serving as an nvaluable source of clean water. What is least important
to me would be the quantity of boat traffic in the summer :)

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Postage Required

Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Tape ends before mailing

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT INSTRUCTIONS
AUTHORITY: ER 1130-2-550, and the laws and regulations referenced therein. PRINCIPAL PURPOSE(S): To provide a means for the maximum practicable public
participation in Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan formulation, preparation and subsequent revisions, through the use of public meetings, group
workshops, open houses or other public involvement. ROUTINE USE(S): Information you provide will be available for public review or may be disclosed to members
of the Department of Defense or other Government agencies who have a need for the information in performance of their official duties, and where use of such
information is compatible with the purpose for which the information is collected. DISCLOSURE: Voluntary; however, failure to furnish the requested information
may prevent the Agency from being able to direct meeting notices or provide additional information to commenters.
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Current 1998 Shoreline Zoning Allocations
Current Shoreline Zoning Allacations
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From: ddelahaysr@aol.com

To: CESWL-Beaver Lake Master PLan

Cc: robertwford2013@gmail.com
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 2:49:48 AM

I am writing to request that any revision to the Beaver L ake Shoreline Management Plan retain a provision for
Grandfather status covering docks that are currently permitted, but because of a change in the Shoreline Zoning
Map would no longer be allowed at that location. This status would permit a dock to remain in an area where a new
dock permit would not be allowed, because of the change in the shoreline zoning.

I made an investment to acquire property on the lake more than 10 years ago with the expectation of having a place
to enjoy when | was able to retire. | acquired this particular property only because it included ownership in a
community boat dock (permit number 2065). Now that | am retired, the thought that we could lose accessto this
dock is very depressing. We have spent significant time and money making sure the dock and surrounding area was
maintained in compliance with the permit requirements and are certainly prepared to continue to do so.

| was planning to attend the public meetingsin March but was hospitalized and unable to attend. | learned only
today, from one of the members of our community dock association that did attend, that he learned of the plan to
require removal of our dock fromit's existing location because of the change to the shoreline zoning. The existing
dock is accessed via an old railroad bed that existed many years before the lake was formed and has therefore had
virtually no negative environmental impact on the lake. Conversely if we were able to find a suitable location to
move the dock, creating a new road, parking area, etc. will no doubt have some unavoidable negative environmental
impact on water quality, and loss of trees, etc.

In addition the only shoreline even remotely close to our members properties that is zoned for docks is extremely
steep and in some sections even bluffs making access for a group of retirees, difficult at best. It will also require
getting easements from property owners to gain access to the zoned area.

For all of these reasons | most sincerely request that our dock permit be granted Grandfather status (fitting for a
group of retirees) and allowed to remain at our existing location.

Regards,

David Delahay
918-440-5250

20160408_Delahay_D
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Murphy, Gina L.

From: Hilburn, David <David.C.Hilburn@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2016 1:24 PM

To: ddelahaysr@aol.com

Subject: Lost Pine Community Dock

Good afternoon Mr. Delahay,

It was good visiting with you regarding the Lost Pine Community Dock. As | mentioned on the phone, we are currently in
the scoping phase of the Beaver Lake Master Plan / Shoreline Management Plan revisions. Scoping simply means we're
collecting public comments. As we discussed, there have been no alternatives developed or decisions made regarding
changes to either plan.

Based on our conversation, | will include your comment in our files to the effect: You want the Lost Pine Community
Dock (permit #2065) to remain a permitted dock, and that the Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revisions
ensure the proper land and shoreline classifications necessary to allow the community dock to remain in place.

Thanks again for the call, and your interest in Beaver Lake.

Craig Hilburn

Environmental Branch Chief
Planning and Environmental Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Little Rock District

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Office: (501) 324-5735
Mobile: (501) 366-3133
David.C.Hilburn@usace.army.mil

"Tell them what you know. Tell them what you don't know. And only then, tell them what you think. And be sure you
distinguish among them."
— Colin Powell

1
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline 08 Army Carps
of Engirteers

Management Plan Revision Litlo Fock Distriot
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Pledse use this form to respond to the following three guestions that will be asked in this open house. You moy alsa use this form to provide
additionol comments ohout how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Moster Plon and Shoreline Management Plun revised or on the issues

that shauld be studied before o decision Is made on these revisions. Feel free to toke on extrg form gnd send it back by April 8, 2016 to USACE
at the uddresses below.

Your Name/Organization: him e LA AR Jok, KRR,
ROCeR, AL 7256
Eemait: L 2h0r3/ @ V7L 0% " phone: _F 79~ F3/-FZ253

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to conslder might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.
L= COnCERaty THAT FrHES Corgttfirond Bhvy- ©3é  Alih
7S The Jeple 7n RETyDergrdr. ALy Tp NLCEIER i I L,
= Do rby THeptr  TiAAr Lprs L4v b SEgutg B iew 4
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If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included,

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changss, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
~ REpy #E LT AP L To Regenr £ ACISE ASATeme s gl
NI A 220 i T R _ i _
o CLOSELMy A i oiP L ererOf @it D 2LCUAALE JIEL T perb il
ENY Kt o

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?_Z105 7 /ﬁ"iﬂﬁé’/f&fv?_;f L= WA7EZ.
LU/ dtd 7y, A~ DISCOURfGips  NER DEVED OF 741E5T

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Littte Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fay: {501) 324-5605
Email: CESWI-BeaverlakeMssterPLan@ usace.army.mil
Website:
hitp://so.usa.gov/ckxbl

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Comments to Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan Revision

Wayne and Jeri Eaton
9770 Larkin Ln, Rogers, AR 72756

eatongroup@ati.net (206) 819-3355

There appears to be little logic to the fand classifications. 1t would be very helpful if the Corp
would publish a document listing the objective criteria that will be used to determine tand
classification and to create an appeal process to ailow citizens to request reclassification.

Much of the existing open LDA land where docks could currently be installed is btocked by land
owners who deny access making the zoning useless. The Corp needs to lengthen the current
200 ft. {imit for crossing Corp. land to get to a dock.

Small or individual docks that run parallel to the shoreline need to be phased out in favor of
docks with at least 4 {preferably more} slips that run perpendicutar to the shore. This would
tower the shoreline impact as well as create more total dock space with fewer docks.
Additionally, community or multi-owner docks are more likely to have at least one of the
owners available to maintain the dock after storms or water level changes.

The current shortage of accessible dock space and the moratorium for processing new dock
permits has created an artificial economic bubble that greatly inflates dock permit prices and
drives dock builders out of business. Now that the Master and Shoreline plans have been
further delayed by at least a year into 2017, the moratorium needs to be lifted to prevent this
false economy from becoming worse.

20160408_Eaton_W&J
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From: lingerpt@cox.net

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Comments
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 8:16:42 PM

| am emailing you because we could not bring up your go.usa.gov/cKxbj web page.

NAME: Gerald G. Elsner. ADDRESS: 17 Reynolds Road, Rogers, AR 72756. E-MAIL: lingerpt@cox.net.
PHONE: 479-644-7980.

Asbeing a boat dock owner for the past 25 years, | feel that things should remain the same, boat dock permits, along
with the vegetation permits.

We are having alot heavier boat traffic, not obeying the “no wake" law and distance, and a so the sound factor

which you have heard
complained about many times. We feel that the lake should be kept to the standards that it has been in cleanliness

and safety.

One of my biggest concernsis the Highway 12 bridge swim beach, that has never, according to your maps, been
designated as a swim beach. | have talked to people at Heritage Bay and they are of the same feelingsthat it is

definitely a safety hazard, how and when
the peoople enter Highway 12 from the swim beach. It's an accident waiting to happen. | feel the best alternative to

thiswould be on old
Highway 12 at the ski tournament launch for them to have a swim beach. Lesstraffic and safer for the public. This

is, by all means,

a safety concern, which should be addressed before something happens.
| would appreciate areply to this.

Thank you.

Gerald G. Elsner

20160408 Elsner G
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SUBMIT

% ..;__. __
Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline !r oros
Management Plan Revision of Engineers -

Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked In this open house. You may also use this form to provide
additional comments shout how you would fike to see the Beaver Loke Moster Plan and Shorefine Management Plan revised or an the issues
that should be studied before o decision is mode an these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Tom Ferrell* / Ronald Ferrell {(dock owners)

Your Name/Organization:
Address 7920 NE 105th St. Kansas City, Missouri 64157

*Beaver Lake Address: 10400 Cedar Rock Road, Gartield AR 72732
E-rail: tgf121@gmail.com phone: ©16-21 5-7327

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update In the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan {SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitied will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

What about Beaver i_ake is most and least important to you?

Additong) commenith o R MeiSE IR, ST S AR AE Y S 51488 217 Ry Coatsp Lk

aver Lake and request that olir shoreline be grana!aﬂ iered as [OW aensﬁ)'t recreation and
TOAZONING:

Comments may be submitted via mail, emall, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Envirenmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil

wehsite:

http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)
Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline ?EA’T* orps
- = ol ENgHEeEeTs -
Management Plan Revision Litte Rack Diswic
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may olso use this form to provide

additiongf comments about how you would fike to see the Beaver Lake Master Plon and Shoreline Monagement Plon revised or on the issues

that should be studied befare o decislon is made on these revisions. Feel free to toke an extra form and send it back by Aprif 8, 2016, to USACE
at the oddresses befow.

Your Name/Organization:_Jon & Lynell Haggard

Address: 10906 Slate Gap Road
Garfield. AR 72732

E-mail: 9i500¢nake@yahco.com Phone: (785 331-9118

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SNP}). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

We like the lake the way iLis at this time, however it would be nice # land owner would be able 10 clear some of the dead brushythat accumulales around dock a few times a year.

We would Jike the area 1o remain Jow density recreation classificalion and remain zoned for boat tock; LDA. We have dock permil #2579 and would Iike to be "granfathersd”, or
have the dock uge remain the same as it is now.

fyou did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
We like the way It is now.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?,

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted vla mall, ematl, fax or the project website with attentlon to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501} 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaveriakelasterPlan@yzace army.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Pleuse- use this form to respond to the following three questions thor wift be asked in this open house. You may also use tins form to provide
additanal comments about how you would fike to see the Beaver Lake Master Plun and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that chnrtdd be cfudied hofare n decicinn ic made an theco rewcione Foof frae to toro o ovteo form ond cond it hark by Anyil 2 3015 o HEACE

at th > addresses befog,

Your Mame/Organization: % 2w ¥ N\E Q—' ~\\4‘ ™ \A e"\—Sl i Ab%

Address: é O S 5 e Ca n;\-e.
:%T;)TJ'MJX?&L‘ Dz YD L

E-mzil: Phone:

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan {3MP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,

hew could the lake permits be betjg‘ managed. Please he as specific as possible.
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If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions, Comments previously submitted will continue to be inciuded.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Whzt about Beaver Lake is most and least impoitant to vou?

Addit:onal comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should he
studied:___

Coriments may be sunmined via mai, emai, fax or The project website with attennen 10: Planning Branch, Flanning ang tavironmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
£mail: CESWL-BeavertakelasterPlan @usace.army. mil

VWedsiie:
http://go.usa.gov/ckxbl

Written camments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016,
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From: Jill Jennings

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan & Shoreline Plan Change Request: Jill Jennings, Parcel 460-00008-000
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 10:50:48 AM

Hello -

| was unfortunately not able to attend the Beaver Lake Master Plan live events that you offered in March due to
work conflicts, so | understand that thisis the way to contact the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to request changes
to the Master Plan.

| have avery specific request for changes so that | can request asmall boat dock in the future. | own parcel 460-
00008-000 near Edgewater Road in Carroll County. | would like to formally request that the Beaver Lake Master
Plan land classification for the corp property adjacent to my property be changed from Environmentally Sensitive to
Low Density Recreational. | would also like the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management Plan land classification of the
corp property be changed from Protected Shorelines to Limited Development. My understanding is both of those
classifications are required to be changed so that my neighbor and | can request a shared boat dock in the future. |
know some of the basic specs for allowing a dock are that at alake level of 1120 the water hasto be at least 7' deep
at 50' from the shore and that the dock cannot have afootprint larger than 1/3 of the width of the cove. This
location should meet those requirements. (Also to note - there are already some small boat docks in the cove)

My neighbor Cindy Kake owns adjoining parcel 001-09049-002 and | understand she has already filed asimilar
request for the land classifications to be changed in the next version of the Master Plan and Shoreline Management
Plan. We arein agreement on this request and would likely co-own the boat dock if oneisalowed. If you
determine that it makes more sense to change the classification to allow private docks, | believe we can work within
those guidelines as well.

Please let me know what additional information and input you may need to consider the land classification changes.

Jill Jennings

4908 Haley Drive

Flower Mound, TX 75028
M 214-695-4941
jKjpersona @yahoo.com

Other input per the comment form distributed at the CoE events...

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? Very similar to what it isnow. | fell in love with the area
when | attended the University of Arkansas back in the 80s and appreciate how well the lake has been managed
over the years - it ismy focus as my retirement destination, although | try to get up there every month now. 1'd also
like for any properties currently owned by the Corp to remain public properties and not sold for private
development.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Most important: Maintaining excellent water quality, wildlife and fish management, maintaining atranquil
environment.

Least important: N/A

20160408 Jennings J
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SUBMIT

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline e Corps
of Englneers -

Management Plan Revision it Fock District
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be osked in this open house. You may ulso use this form to provide
additionof comments about frow you would Iike to see the Beaver Lake Master plan ond Shoreline Monagement Plan revised or on the issues

thot should be studied before o decision is mode on these revisions. Feel free to take on extra form ond send it hock by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization: John H. Jeter
3103 Tam O'Shanter Drive Hays, Kansas 67601

Tocal address 13726 ohafter Hd. Garhield, AR 72732
i jjeter@mac.com , 785-623-8894

Address:

E-ma Phone

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current polictes on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

We are new home owners with a 4 siip two-owner dock on Hoot Owi Holiow off Indian Creek.
CoVioUSly We purchased e nome with e TSt ot Naving & tevnk and e purchase price 1€
s - NENY HOTE0WAETS Made AT T TR mmmmﬂgmm@,_——

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment fo consider the foliowing
two questions. Comments previously submitied will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, wouid you like to see at the lake?
Certainly Beaver needs to be carefully managed or in 20 years it won't be the iake it is today. Limitir
R SVEODIMENTS and boat siZes snodid be Cul arad Oy componeris o1 e C [ent shore-
FIeeding more support o efiorce.

. - Most important is the aimost pristiné nature
What ahout Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?
OP &eqaﬂe. [east lm!%(lzrtant IS restﬁctig?lpo%oat Size and new developments.

patons e T RB TR ISHEG AT PLSH VAR TR SRS R
Sﬁuman debris. As e lake becomes more populated, his Will be criucal. It seems fairly clean bui fhat

gay wilrena.

Comments may be submitted via mat, ematl, fax or the project wabsite with attention to: Planning 8ranch, Planning and Envirenmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.0. Box 867, tittle Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501} 324-5605
Email: CESWl.-Beaverl.akeMasterPLan@usace.armv.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by Apri! 8, 2016.
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline 5 Aoy OIS
P - ol Engitiesree
Management Plan Revision Ll e Dieickt

Environmental Assessment Conutent Form

Plense use this form to respond to the following three guestions thirt will be osked In this opan house. You may also use Bhs form 1o provide
addifional comments about haw you wauld like to see the Beover Loke Muoster Plan and Shoreline Managemant Plan ravised or on the Ksues
that showld be studied Kefore o decision is mode on these revisions. Feel free to toke on extra focm and send it back by April 8, 2016, 1o USACE

at the addresses below.
Your Hame/Groanization:tevin Koester
Adidress' 3514 BW tdgawood Lane
ArKehy, Iow 50023-9565

E-pnalic kevin koester@leyls iowa gov Phane: (515)321-6875

Please provlde your coifiments and spggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shareline Management
Fiap (SMP). Things to sonsider pifght include: current zerilng, curieit policles on doclk and vegetation permits;
how editid the [ake permits be better menzged. Flagse be as specific as vossiuls.

| wish 10 suggest that vegetalion permits should include greater Corps Rexibility to cansider ecnlogically safe and prudent

proposals by property ownsrs, if there proteciion of the revised pruposes of the shorefing management pian.

| favor that the Corps SMP continue to limit private docks and give preference to comaenity docke that better serve neighbor nesds.
| E2f tiat prohibition of Any future privale dock is loe teskiclive. VWheta the SMP shilelpatas pressure for serving the vadinity wilh more docke,
the nearby properly owners are betior gerved by the plan to éxsiugively permnit anly communily docks. The SMP ghould than accommodate

privie dock permits only in specified areas where a community dock is Impractleal far lts neighborhood viahilily ar desirabitity.

K you digd not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider ife f6llowlng
two guestivhs. Comments provisously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you fike to ser Beaver Lake in 2 years? Whati changes, if any, would you ke to see af the ake?

What about Beaver Lake Iz most and lsast Important to you'?_Fload confra) is the priority, then recreatlonal usage

Additiongl comments on the Master Plan ar Shoreline Management Plan revisions or shout issues that should be
studiad: My Dock néimmit is #2654, in the Beaver Shores neighborhood, quite proximate {0 the Hwy 12

bridge. | request consideration that our dock be allowad io expand 1o 2erve 4 or § boat allpa a3 8 "community dock” with 2 swir dack.
The sxpanded comm. dock might position perpendicular to the shoreline, instead of all "haad in® direcily loward our baach. Gur
walkway should be allowed o lengthien, 1o improve the dock flaxibilify, esp during rapfd chanpes of lske slevation levels Thankst

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project webslte with attention ta: Planning Branch, Plahning and Emvironmental,
USACE, Little fiock District, 1.0, Bax 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {501) 324-5605

Emaik: CESWI-Beaverl akeMastetPLan@usace. aniny.mil
Webslia:
http://eo.usa. gov/eihi

Written commente must be pestmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by Apell 8, 2016,
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Your Name/Organization: Lori & J.C. Lucas Trust

Address: Property Addressis: 11010 Limestone Lane Rogers, AR 72756
Mailing Address is: P.O. Box 2796 Rogers, AR 72757
E-Mail: Lemay549@gmail.com Phone: (479)925-7113

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

We are 1/4™ owners of Dock #2065 along with Mr. Bob Ford and others. This Dock shows on the Master Plan/Shoreline
map as being in a protected area. However, this is the original location approved when Ms. Faust owned the property
(and is the same as current location). This Dock has never been moved from its original location. Also, there is no other
access to the dock area except for its current location. Mr. Bob Ford consulted with a Ranger - Georgia (sp?) and Rick
Hightower on this several years ago. In that discussion, the current location was confirmed as accepted by the Corps.
Additionally, the Master Plan/Shoreline map shows an area further Southeast into the cove as approved for LDA. It
should be noted that during low lake levels, this location would require moving the dock significantly further out if any
permit were approved here. We own this area of property and are willing to discuss dock options, if the need for
significant dock movement is understood.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Would like the natural beauty of the lake preserved as it is today (e.g. houses hidden by trees, docks are in coves). We’d
like to see continued dock upgrades so there is no styrofoam.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?_

Most important to us are: 1) cleanliness of the water for local water supply, 2)permission to clean up brush in the Corps
zone between houses and lake (we don’t want to chop down trees, just remove fire & pest hazards), 3) clarity of the
water for recreation, 4) safe boating conditions, 5) good fish stock levels

Least important: the number of personal docks

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Thanks for providing the Open House and allowing a chance for input. Please feel free to call with questions.

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxbl

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Your Name/Organization: Lori & J.C. Lucas Trust

Address: Property Address is: 15150 Limestone Lane Rogers, AR 72756
Mailing Address is: P.O. Box 2796 Rogers, AR 72757
E-Mail: Lemay549@gmail.com Phone: (479)925-7113

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

All of the houses on the West end of Dutchman'’s (like ours) are in the Prairie Creek Park Buffer zone. Ours is also in
Environmentally sensitive area. However, since Prairie Creek Marina makes this an overall recreation area, we request
that additional dock permits be granted further East on Dutchman’s where the LDA and Low Density Recreation Zoning
are already in place.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Would like the natural beauty of the lake preserved as it is today (e.g. houses hidden by trees, docks are in coves). We’'d
like to see continued dock upgrades so there is no styrofoam.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?_

Most important to us are: 1) cleanliness of the water for local water supply, 2)permission to clean up brush in the Corps
zone between houses and lake (we don’t want to chop down trees, just remove fire & pest hazards), 3) clarity of the
water for recreation, 4) safe boating conditions (including picking up logs in the lake), 5) good fish stock levels

Least important: the number of personal docks

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

We need help from the Corps picking up all the downed logs & trees around the lake to keep them from being water
hazards, please.
Thanks for providing the Open House and allowing a chance for input. Please feel free to call with questions.

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxbl

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Please use this form to respond to the following three questions thot will be asked in this cpen house. You may alse use this form to provide
additioncl comments about how you would like to see the Beover Lake Master Plon and Shereline Management Plan revised or on the issues
that should be studied before a declsion is made on these revisions. Feef free to toke an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
ot the addrasses below.

- R . g Y 3 N
Your Name/Organization:_ > /71 M €.} ”J LA j)f Ca ?L 1L C.' T f
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E-mail: f)’}"t’-..f'lr% [ \/C' C }J?fu( C G271 Phone: (/'/r}’cff‘/"?}.': 70, AT A~ T30

Pleese provide your comments and suggestions-on items to update in the Bsaver L.ake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits he better managed. Please be as specific as possible.
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If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, pleese take a moment to consider the following
ftwo questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be Included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
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What about Beever Lake is most and least important to you? I‘f‘_'f_f?&{- Lzt par Toi Ji‘f 5 TZl'tt‘ ikl
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Additiona oommenis on the Master Plan or Shorelme  Management Plan revisions or about issuses that should be
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Comments may be submittedvia mail, email, fax or the project website with atiention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 fax: {501) 324-5605

Emall: CESWL.-Beaverl akeMasterPLan@usace.army. mil
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/ckxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Beaver Lake Shoreline Managenent Plan Comments

Reference: Operational Management Plan for Beaver Lake — Appendix A Shoreline
Management Plan

OVERVIEW: It appears that much of the wording for Appendix A come from SWLR 1130-2-48
which address several lakes. If this is true then, I'm assuming, resolving some issues will
require meetings at the next level. However, SWLR 1130-2-48 does state that it is a guideline
document. Hopefully issues that are brought up can be resolved at the local level.

The latest revision of the Appendix appears to be 2007 (see page 8) although no reference
appears to this effect. How do you know if you have the latest revision?

MISSION STATEMENT

This is a well written statement and should be the paragraph that all the rules and regulations in
Appendix A should be evaluated against.

SECTION V

5-02 a (2) —Dock minimum spacing of 100ft. The Corp has approved many Docks with less than
100ft. So the question is, why are you punishing the dock owners who originally had 100ft or
more? Today if an original dock owner would like to make a modification at some time in the
future you do not let the dock owner do it. The Corp should consider letting the dock owner
modify his dock is such a manner that it would not change the present distance between docks.
Your document already states that the Project Manager can approve these changes. | cannot
find in the Corp document that you are required to go back to “step one”.

SECTION VI

| think that SECTION VI more than any other section needs to be mutually reviewed by the Corp
and the dock owners. But this will need more than a mire input approach. This section will need
a working group approach that could make recommendations to the Project Manager.

6-01 d — Design the slip for the boat you have today. We need to revisit this statement. Many
dock owners who own a specific boat today may buy a bigger boat later. My suggestion is
delete this sentence, because the Project Manager has approval rights for the dock anyway. |
appears that the Corp already allows for this variation, as it should be. We should also consider
additional mooring:

One would be sailboats along side a dock

Sailboat dingys on shore

20160408_Oswald_L



Hobie type sailboats on shore

These could all be reviewed on a case by case basis (considering environmentally sensitive
shoreline) and require the Project Managers approval. These types of boat are not normally
easily trailer able boats. Considering the size of Beaver lake, there are very few of these
situations that | have seen.

What was the reasoning behind no more buoys on the lake?

6-01 g — We need to review the last sentence and allow personal water attachment other than
the (lee side). Many attachments are already on other sides of docks today which seems to be
the sensible approach. Again these attachments would be at the approval of the Project
Manager and done on a case by case basis.

I think all of 6-01 needs to be reviewed, for example what do sinks, fans, decorative lights, etc.
have to do with the Corps Mission Statement. It just appears to be “hand me down” statements.

6-15 Appeals Process — In most cases of appeal the Corp has an agenda and the dock owner
has an agenda. The difference is the Corp has all the power. My suggestion is to level the
playing field by allowing an arbitrator to be part of the appeals process at the discretion of the
dock owner. If we could get a group (about 10) of local arbitrators, not dock owners. The dock
owner would pay the arbitrator. Volunteer arbitrators would keep the cost down to the dock
owner.

SECTION Xl

11-02 In order for the first sentence to have any meaning It will require a lot more public input.
The dock owners do not believe that the plan as presently written provides the GREATEST
recreational benefits to them. As presently written it is strictly a Corp perception.

11-03 It states the plan will be reviewed once every 5 years. Who reviews the plan? | suggest
the plan be reviewed by a committee composed of Corp, dock owners and non-dock owners. |
suggest, as a start, the size could be 6 to 10 volunteers. Two or three from each group. If the
committee gets to big nothing gets done.

20160408_Oswald_L



In Summary

o Areview of the Beaver Lake Shore Management Plan with public input(which the Corp has
done) and real work shop participation (which has not occurred to date) if it is going to be
administered with “judgment”, and “common sense”.

e The establishment of a process for grievances that levels the playing field. It must be a third,
non-interested, party system to be effective. Maybe consider a “ variance” procedure, much
like local city governments.

e Recognition that there must be some “grandfathering” exceptions made when the Corps has
“approved” and renewed dock permits multiple times prior.

e The Corp should have some integrity and allow previously Corp approved positions to stand,
even if they are verbal. Verbal contracts are just as binding.

Regards,
Len Oswald
6 Sager Dr, Rogers, AR 72756

479-925-1193
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From: Stephanie

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for planning branch
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 11:54:07 PM

Dear Planning Branch,
My brother has already emailed you al, but | wanted to send you a message as well. My parents (contact info
below) are property owners with approximately ¥ami. of Beaver Lake Shoreline. | am submitting a Comment

based on my future interest in the property viainheritance. And my family spends alarge portion of our time at this
property every summer.

Above dl, we wish to retain the option to apply for aboat dock, as thiswas a primary driver for the purchasing
decision of the property. My parents purchased the property within the last couple of years, and they are currently
building their primary residence there. The plan has been to apply for the boat dock permit after the construction of
their primary home is complete.

The current “red dot” near their property sits near Monument 1529-6.

If possible, we' re requesting for this red dot to be relocated from its above mentioned location and repositioned to
another cove which is currently zoned Low Density Recreation - outlined by Monuments 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

In addition, we're requesting for the area between Monuments 1529-2 through 1529-6 be rezoned to Low Density
Recreation to align with the zoning of the aforementioned aress.

To recap these requests:
- Red dot near 1529-6 to be relocated to areas outlined by 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

- Areas between 1529-2 through 1529-6 to be rezoned to Low Density Recreation.

We appreciate your consideration of these requests! And would be so grateful if you would help us have the
opportunity for aboat dock in the near future.

Land Owners.
DJ& LucindaWaller, Trustees of the Waller Revocable Trust
16970 Clardy Lane, Lowell, AR 72745 <x-apple-data-detectors://0>

Phone: 501-328-7295 <tel:501-328-7295>

20160408 Peters S
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Email: LucindaWaller@icloud.com <mailto:l ucinda. Waller @icloud.com>

Parcels: 18-00536-460 <tel:18-00536-460> , 18-02657-000 <tel:18-02657-000> , 18-02657-001 <tel:18-02657-
001>

Thanks again,
Stephanie Peters

'Stay at home mom' (of 2 boys that |ove the lake!)
501-328-7298

Sent from my iPhone

20160408 Peters S
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From: Ray Rapert

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Beaver lake master plan revision
Date: Saturday, March 19, 2016 11:39:45 AM

Please let us know any further information you need to consider our request.
Thank you,

Ray and Cindy Rapert

15071 Railroad Cut Rd

Rogers, Ar 72756

214-542-6799

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

-------- Original message --------

From: Ray Rapert <mrapert@hotmail.com>

Date: 02/03/2015 5:49 PM (GMT-07:00)

To: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil
Subject: Beaver lake master plan revision

Attn: Dana Coburn
From: Ray and Cindy Rapert

We have owned 26 acres with a 2600 foot frontage adjoining Corp property at Beaver lake since 2001. We would
like to be able to get a dock permit to avoid or current 20 plus mile round trip to launch a boat.

There are three coves along or adjacent to our corps boundary which we believe would be suitable, and request
appropriate rezoning or redesignation as required for that purpose. The general area is south across the channel
from location marker 11.

Use would be shared with extended family and several neighbors.

1. First priority is the area between markers 1322-1-5 and 1326-3. (See attached pictures )

2. Our second priority is the next cove to the west which we share with neighbors Noel and Becky Pearson, which
should be near marker 1322-1-6. I know that the Pearsons are also very much desiring a dock at this location.

3. Last priority is the cove adjacent to marker1326-1.

We have a commitment out of state next week during the planned community meetings.

Please advise on what information or communication we can provide to be considered on this request!

Thank you,

Ray and Cindy Rapert

mrapert@hotmail.com
214-724-4154

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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Schedule A

931 Lakeshore Drive, Eureka Springs, AR

We are excited that the Corp is engaging in this process and grateful for the expressed desire of the Corp
to create a lake that serves the people who use and enjoy it. We hope this is the start of a new era of
cooperation between the Corp and people who enjoy and have invested in Beaver Lake. Beaver Lake is
amazing and we all want to keep it that way. Limited development and continuing to maintain natural
shoveline and clean water are really important for all.

Having said that, we respectfully suggest that docks and vegetation permits could be better managed
through a ptan that altows the Corp Officers discretion to grant variances from the standards based on a
demonstration of reasonableness by the applicant. For example, if a deck can be shown to be safer or
more structurally sound by the addition of a slip filt or other modificaticns, the Corp Ranger should have
the discretion to grant a variance to allow a dock owner to invest more money in their dock. We believe
that similar to investment in a home or property nearby, allowing owners to have enhanced docks
{within reason) on the lake is an attribute and enhances everyone’s value. It is also more fair as some
dock owners now whe are “grandfathered” can have larger swim decks or other configurations, but if
your dock was built when only 4 foot walkways were allowed, you either have to rebuild the whole dock
to get 6 foot walkways, or you are stuck with the dock you have. Perhaps dock owners can be allowed a
certain amount of dock surface space. Our dock is "turned” so that the swim deck protects the boats
from waves as we are in a busy cove with a commercial vacation resort at the end of our cove {Lake
Shore Cabins). In order to make gur dack more sturdy and safer and easier t¢ use, we requested to
install decking in front of gur jet skis and also in triangles in front of our deep-v boat. We have had three
people have accidents and fall into the lake which would have been prevented if the slip fills were in
place. One of these involved our 75-year-old parent and could have been very serious when he just
stepped wrong and dropped into the lake. Also, our dock frame twisted in a big storm and the filts would
have reinforced the dock and likely have minimized or prevented the twisting. The reason we were given
for the denial of our application was that we don't want “party docks” on the lake. We agree that the
Corp should continue to monitor and control the integrity of the docks on the lake. We do NOT want to
turn into Lake of the Ozarks in terms of density of use. However, we believe the present restrictions are
too restrictive and are out-dated. There is a balance between maintaining the natural beauty that we all
love about Beaver Lake and want to maintain and allowing people to create updated, upscale docks ¢n
the fake. It enhances the value, enjoyment, and safety of Beaver Lake to altow peaple to fix up their
dock, to have some comfortable outdoor furniture, some attractive lighting so you can find your dock on
a darK night, a picnic table to enjoy a picnic by the lake. Campers can have a picnic by the lake, those
going to a marina can use a picnic table, but a dock owner is prohibited from having a picnic table on
their dock. This seems illogical. These modifications based on a showing of a reasonable basis could be
managed by the Corp and an additional fee could be charged for the variance so that it is not automatic,
but is controlled and approved by the Corps. The additional fee would help cover the cost for the Corp
to manage the process, but it would enable property owners to make enhancements which are atready
allowed on many Corp of Engineer lakes.

Also, we would like the Corp to consider a process to allow a limited number of trees or vegetation to be
modified or removed to enhance view and enjoyment of the beauty by the homeowner. The corp
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Schedule A~ Page 2

931 Lakeshore Brive, Eureka Springs, AR

should also consider allowing an expansion of the present mowing permits that can presently be
obtained when it is demonstrated that it is needed for safety to address snake cover or other hazards to
people using the shore. Again, this should not be unlimited, but should be considered on a case-by-case
hasis with an application by the landowner {which can include a fee to cover the Corp’s costs to consider
the application).

People who are interested in this should pay the price, but the push/pull between many on the iake and
the Corp results from the militaristic, no discretion, no ahility or authority to exercise reason response
that people are given when they approach the Corp with a request. As an attorney, | understand that
halancing is admittedly more difficult than blanket refusals based on tight regulations, but to many, it is
worth the cost and that cost can be borne by the applicant if it is something they value at that level. It is
a way to allow people to invest in enhancing their property on Beaver Lake while still maintaining
standards and control for the enjoyment of all. Fines for failing to get approvai should be stiff because
we want people to make application, give a reasonable basis for the request, and be monitored by the
Corp so that it is fair and equitable to all. Variance fees will enable the Corp to employ the necessary
number of Rangers to respond to the applications in a timely manner, which is important.

Another suggestion is to promote the use of solar on docks on the lake. This is more environmentally
friendly and safer than running electricity through the water. Perhaps the Corp could encourage solar by
charging a lesser permit fee or waiving the fee aftogether.

Thank you for all you do to make Beaver Lake the treasure it is and thank you for your consideration of
these suggestions.
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Attachment A
783 Viewpoint Drive

Eureka Spring, AR

Woe are the new owners of 23 acres at 783 Viewpoint Drive, Eureka Springs AR 72631 {previously owned
by the Powers Linda B Revo Trust). We just closed on March 4 and are beginning the process of
transferring dock #2156. We respectfully request that the land use and zoning of the land adjacent to
783 Viewpoint Drive be retained, at a minimum. As new owners, our dock is currently located on an
segment of shoreline that is presently zoned for docks but is proposed to be made environmentally
sensitive. We ask that this change NOT be made as we purchased and invested significant funds in 23
acres of land based on at least being able to have the current use and dockable shoreline and would like
to be grandfathered at a minimum to stay an LDA zoning and LDR land use classification. This shoreline
is between monuments 325-1-14A and 325-1-15.

In addition, we respectfully request that the current environmentally sensitive land classification be
reduced or eliminated and that the zoning be changed to LDA to allow for limited dock usage on that
land. We ask for this expansion of the dockable shoreline for the following reasons: 1} the handicapped
access to the lake is limited by large rock formations on a good portion of the land that is currently
dockable and the most handicapped-friendly access is restricted due to slope and terrain; 2} the home
on the property is built in the center of the segment of shoreline that is not zoned for docking and is
classified as environmentally sensitive and this severely limits our yse and enjoyment of the land and
the lake; 3} much of the presently allowed dockable shoreline is not usable for docking as a practical
matter because it is in the end of a cove in shallow water; 4} to develop the land with lake access based
on the preseni dockable shoreline and land use wilt force multiple docks on top of each other and
preduce an undesirable result for all, or, alternatively, substantially limit our ability to develop the land;
5) there is a large amount of undockable shoreline {almost half) that adjoins and affects our land {both
because of zoning restrictions and land classification limitations) and this segment of shoreline is already
adjacent to a large area to the west which is not zoned as dockabie. For all these reasons, we would like
to see the present zoning changed from Protected to LDA and the land classification changed from
Environmentally Sensitive to LDR. This shoreiine is between monuments 325-1-15 and 325-1-16.
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline US Army Corps
« e of Engineers &
Management Plan Revision Litte Rock District
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions thot will be osked in this open house. You moy olsp use this form to provide

odditionol comments obout how you would like to see the Beover Loke Moster Plon and Shoreline Monogement Plon revised or on the issues

thot should be studied before o decision is mode on these revisions. Feel free to take an extro form ond send it bock by April 8, 2016, to USACE
ot the oddresses below.

Your Name[Organization:__:_j_é-Q R}LQE NGGnS
Address: 82\ SQN n ch ¢ ﬁ’f r\)/‘lllwk,
Resors . 72350

E-mail: j@ (LG'L \’(@ L?I’rh o &CO‘ LA Phone:; Lt}c\ "?‘2 ( ~ 5 22"’\

Please provide your comments and suggestions on Items to updéte in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might Include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

)

Komove S QJ\U\TOM'\"L\\\‘&) SengFoe detigneton dron, Lirger vrmft’cdg
N " Ty o~ L o il £

Especially oy Ao Cooth oo Ktte Griee

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to conslder the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?
Mon necrecf o elifes € Mpfinas

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you? MQCQ'\A N or '\"’Lv\k _ TZ'LCM:\'? O

Additional con”'uents on the Master Plan or Shorelin Man?\gement Blan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:___ Al  Orofleil ©wre S e Noax~ QOCKS

prorcel B @ol- [RILE~000 (0 ishinglan Cowasj

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmentai,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: {501) 324-5605
Email: CESWi-BeaverlskeMasterPlan@uysace army. il
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb}

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.
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Lynn Roberts

8238 Huckleberry Hills Road
Rogers, AR 72756

Emal: drlr99@cox.net
Phone: 479-769-0144

Comments and suggestions
Continue to allow private docks to convert from solar to electricity. We continue to
have unreliable solar power to operate boat lifts even after numerous expensive

repair work. Also need electricity for battery chargers and longer use of lights.

Allow dead trees on corp shoreline to be removed if they endanger walking area to
boat dock or to dock walkway.

Keep existing public use areas but do not add more as they would negatively affect
beautiful shoreline of the lake.

Assist as possible to keep condos from being developed near Beaver Lake that
would negatively affect beautiful view from the lake.

Provide stiff fines for feeding ducks near the shoreline due to pollution of the water
from duck waste that can make areas unsafe for lake usage.

Require tighter on site review of existing septic systems to ensure no contamination
from septic systems enter the lake.
Section on what I would like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years.

The purity of the water and beauty of the shoreline and surrounding areas to be at
least as good or better than currently.

More restaurants available to the water.

Most Important
Purity of the water and the breathtaking unspoiled areas around the lake shoreline.
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From: Tim Stults

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake Master Plan comment form
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 11:58:20 PM

Please accept my submission for comment from open house | attended on Beaver Lake Masterplan.

Tim Stults
888 Oxford Bend Rd.
Fayetteville, AR 72703

tim@di ppinnwa.biz <mailto:tim@dippinnwa.biz>
479-966-5746

Comments:

My houseis on clift overlooking White River headwaters into Beaver Lake.

- Request access for steps/ path down to river behind my property at 888 Oxford Bend Rd., Fayetteville, AR
72703.

- Request vegitation modification to cut down 2 dead trees and clear debris along a path down to river.

2 questions on the form --- No previous comments on Masterplan:

- | would like to see Beaver lake limit commercia development and have mixed public / private use.

- Public use should be alowed for public access areas and behind neighborhood developments. This includes boat/
kayak access locations.

Thanks,
Tim Stults
479-966-5746
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Planning Branch, Planning and
environmental, USACE, Little Rock

District Fax: (501)324 5605

COMMENT DUE April 8, 2016 Re:

Parcel No. 001-08980-000

My company hereby request that all of the shoreline on above
property be zoned for docks.

Respectfully Submitted,

A.G. Walker Jr, President of General Partner,

AGMK Walker Management, LLC
AGMK Walker Properties, LTD

20160408 Walker A
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From: Robert Howard Wicks

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Master Plan
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 1:33:39 PM

Allow up to three dlips per private dock.
Do NOT add additional parks, boat ramps, launches or marinas

More flexibility in dock design especially during dock upgrades, remodels or modifications.
Rob Wicks
1314 N. Hillcrest Avenue

Fayetteville, AR 72703

479-521-2319
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Name: Steve Wilson
Address: 2240 Country Lane, Springdale, AR 72762

Email: swilson@bbasolutions.com Phone: 501-620-6222

Please provide comment and suggestions on the items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline
Management Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock
and vegetation permits, how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as
possible.

Answer: As the new and current owner of Dock # 1357 and tax parcel #19-01357-000 we have been
negatively impacted by not only the moratorium, but also the land designation which currently does not
allow changes to the old boat dock for a modern boat use.

As of now, the land classification is “Environmentally Sensitive” and the Shoreline Zoning is “Protected”.

Because there has been an old boat dock there even before these current designations were in place, |
would respectfully request that the new land classification be changes to “Low Density Recreation” and

the Shoreline Zoning be changed to “Limited Development Area”, which is in line with other neighbors in

the area.

This change would have a positive impact on our ability to make changes to the boat dock and bring it up
to modern standards for use with modern boats. Again, the current dock (which we are hoping to change
in a useful way) has been in this space long before the current Shoreline Zoning was in place, so please
consider making the changes above.

Also, | would ask that the Corp consider changing the boat slip maximum per family be changed from 2
to 3 per family, in the event families have different boat crafts for different use.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any would you like to see to the
lake?

Answer: In all honesty, | enjoy the serenity and the natural beauty of the lake. The Corp. does a great job
overall and my family hopes to continue to fish and enjoy the lake for many years to come.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you?

Answer: Since Beaver Lake is a water source for NWA, keeping a clean source of water is crucial and
most important. Fish management is also important, as we enjoy Beaver Lake to do family fishing for
recreation.

No additional comments, but thank you for the opportunity to offer feedback. | hope you seriously
consider my land classification and shoreline zoning solutions from question 1. Thank you!

20160408_Wilson_S


mailto:swilson@bbasolutions.com

20160408_Wolfe_T&C



SUBMIT

Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form
Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide

additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues

that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization: Brad Wood

Address: 3818 E Spanish Bay PI

Fayetteville, AR 72701

E-mail: bradley.c.wood@hotmail.com Phone: 479-879-6698

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

I would like to see more cleanup and mowing permits especially for dead trees and to keep areas clear of grown up south part of the lake south of hickory creek that are

grown up with dead trees and not maintained at all. | would also like to see more done about keeping the lake clean of debris. One thing that would help
is cleaning up the drift wood from the floods so that it doesn’t get washed back into the lake during the next flood. There are numerous areas of the lake

where there are dangerous trees out in the middle of the lake. It would be helpful to remove or mark these trees or areas with Buoys. | would like to see

more dock permits issued. | would also like to see more launch ramps and public use areas added with courtesy docks at the ramp. Adding the Public use area

at Blackburn creek would be a nice development and also adding a public use area on the War Eagle river side of the lake would be very convenient.

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

I would like to see more public use areas and more courtesy docks added in. It is very difficult to launch a nice boat and pick up a driver at a launch ramp without a courtesy dock.

Launch ramps such as War eagle do not have any way to load your boat without beaching the boat or a passenger swimming to the shore to get the truck and trailer.

I think the Corp should require land owners to clean up the debris that floats onto the their property so it won't float back into the lake at the next flood.

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you? The cleanliness of the lake and keeping floating debris off the lake is most

important to me. | would also like to see more public use areas such as an area on the War Eagle River arm of the lake and add the blackburn creek public use area.

I mainly use the lake for watersports and recreation. | use the Hickory creek area to launch my boat since it is the only one with a courtesy dock on the south part of the lake.
| enjoy the south end of the lake but it is tough to use it anytime before July because of the floating debris and dirty water.

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied: | think the annual passes and use costs should be increased and the monev should be used

to improve the lake and public use areas. $100 or more for an annual pass would be more in the range and also charging more for renting a campsite. Also fees for people that own

docks on the lake or have lake property should increase to pay for keeping the lake clean. The Army Corp of Engineers is extremely undercharging for the use of the Lake.

Providing clean bathrooms would be a major upgrade to areas such as hickory creek and War Eagle that do not have flush toilets.

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil

Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.

20160408_Wood_B


mailto:BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil

20160408 Woods_R



From: Amber Wright

To: CESWL -Beaver Lake Master PlLan
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Keep our red dot
Date: Friday, April 08, 2016 5:26:44 PM

Beaver Lake Shoreline Management,

Welive at 16970 Clardy Lane, Lowell, AR 72745 <x-apple-data-detectors://13> . We currently have a

“red dot” near Corp Monument 1529-6, and would like to keep the possibility of applying for aboat dock in the
future.

We are requesting to move the red dot fromit’s current location near Corp Monument 1529-6 to another
covethat is currently zoned Low Density Recreation and outlined by Corp Monuments 1529-8, 1529-9, 1529-10.

We would also like to request that the area between Corp Monuments 1529-2 through Corp Monuments
1529-6 be re-zoned to Low Density Recreation.

Thank you for considering our requests.

Respectfully,

Amber Wright along with

DJ& LucindaWaller
16970 Clardy Lane <x-apple-data-detectors.//14>
Lowell, AR 72745 <x-apple-data-detectors.//14>

I'm a dear family friend that enjoys this area of the lake alot from this home. Thank you!

phone = (501) 328-7295 <tel:(501)%20328-7295> - Lucinda

email = LucindaWaller@icloud.com <mailto:l ucinda.Waller@icloud.com>

Sent from my iPhone

20160408 Wright_ A
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Murphy, Gina L.

From: Coburn, Dana O SWL <Dana.O.Coburn@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 7:36 AM

To: Stenberg, Kate; Murphy, Gina L.

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Young - Beaver Lake comments
Attachments: Young - Comment Form Beaver Lake CLEAN final.docx
Importance: High

FYI--readable version of the Young comment.

Thanks,
Dana

From: sarah young [mailto:vanhollow@yahoo.com]

Sent: Saturday, April 16, 2016 10:55 AM

To: Coburn, Dana O SWL <Dana.0.Coburn@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Young - Beaver Lake comments

Dana, our primary concern is additional traffic through our small neighborhood...we have already had some problematic
situations from belligerent hunters trespassing and “hunting” in the area. Thank you for your consideration. I've
attached the form. Sarah Young

1
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Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan Revision
Environmental Assessment Comment Form

Please use this form to respond to the following three questions that will be asked in this open house. You may also use this form to provide
additional comments about how you would like to see the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan revised or on the issues
that should be studied before a decision is made on these revisions. Feel free to take an extra form and send it back by April 8, 2016, to USACE
at the addresses below.

Your Name/Organization: Sarah and james Young
Address: 21273 Sycamaore Trail Huckleherry Hills, Rogers, AR 72756

E-mail: _vanhollow@yahoo.com Phone: 479 789-3345

Please provide your comments and suggestions on items to update in the Beaver Lake Shoreline Management
Plan (SMP). Things to consider might include: current zoning, current policies on dock and vegetation permits,
how could the lake permits be better managed. Please be as specific as possible.

We are concerned about commercial development on the lake. As it is, we have had people coming ashore and
wandering through the neighborhood. We also are concerned about the development of the Day Use area for the
same reasons. Lately we have also had hunters “hunting” in our neighborhood — scary! Anyone using the day use
area would probably also come into the neighborhood

If you did not previously comment on the Master Plan process, please take a moment to consider the following
two questions. Comments previously submitted will continue to be included.

How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years? What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?

Perhaps more commercial development in existing marinas; it is a beautiful lake just the way it is

What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you? Most important in nature and least important is
commercial development on Corps property

Additional comments on the Master Plan or Shoreline Management Plan revisions or about issues that should be
studied:

Comments may be submitted via mail, email, fax or the project website with attention to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental,
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USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR 72203 Fax: (501) 324-5605
Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPLan@usace.army.mil
Website:
http://go.usa.gov/cKxb)

Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016.

Postage Required

Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Tape ends before mailing
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PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT INSTRUCTIONS
AUTHORITY: ER 1130-2-550, and the laws and regulations referenced therein. PRINCIPAL PURPOSE(S): To provide a means for the maximum practicable public
participation in Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan formulation, preparation and subsequent revisions, through the use of public meetings, group
workshops, open houses or other public involvement. ROUTINE USE(S): Information you provide will be available for public review or may be disclosed to members
of the Department of Defense or other Government agencies who have a need for the information in performance of their official duties, and where use of such
information is compatible with the purpose for which the information is collected. DISCLOSURE: Voluntary; however, failure to furnish the requested information
may prevent the Agency from being able to direct meeting notices or provide additional information to commenters.
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Murphy, Gina L.

From: Andrea Hunter <ahunter@osagenation-nsn.gov>
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2016 4:58 PM

To: Hilburn, David

Cc: John Fox

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake EA

Mr. Hilburn,

The Osage Nation received the notification of the Little Rock District’s intent to revise the Beaver Lake Master Plan and
Shoreline Management Plan. Beaver Lake is in a highly sensitive area for the Osage Nation, therefore, we request
consulting party status. Please send a hard copy and an electronic copy of the 2008 plan in Word for our review and
comment.

Thank you,

Dr. Andrea A. Hunter

Director/THPO

Osage Nation Historic Preservation Office
627 Grandview Avenue

Pawhuska, OK 74056

Office Phone: (918) 287-5328
Office Fax: (918) 287-5376

1
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Asa Hutchinson
Governor

Stacy Hurst
Director

Arkansas Arts Council

Arkansas Historic
Preservation Program

Delta Cultural Center
Historic Arkansas Museum

Mosaic Templars
Cultural Center

Old State House Museum

323 Center Street, Suite 1500
Little Rock, AR 72201

(501) 324-9619
fax: (501) 324-9618
tdd: 711

e-mail:
info@naturalheritage.com
website:
www.naturalheritage.com

An Equal Opportunity Employer

Date: April 6, 2016
Subject: Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan
ANHC No.: F-COEL-16-017

Mr. Craig Hilburn

Corps of Engineers, Little Rock District
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Mr. Hilburn:

We appreciated the opportunity to attend the agency scoping workshop held
March 17, 2016 to discuss the development of the Master Plan and Shoreline
Management Plan for Beaver Lake. It is our understanding the Corps of
Engineers is currently revising these plans. The Master Plan establishes broad
goals for the management of government-owned lands around Beaver Lake to
ensure sustainability of natural resources and recreational opportunities. The
Shoreline Management Plan establishes policy and furnishes guidelines for the
protection and preservation of the desirable characteristics of the shoreline while
maintaining a balance between public and private shoreline uses. With this letter
we are offering specific recommendations for land use and management of the
shoreline that runs along the Devil’s Eyebrow Natural Area/Wildlife
Management Area.

We are currently working with the Corps of Engineers to acquire a lease
agreement on property that borders the Devil’s Eyebrow area. Within this area
we propose two land use classifications for the Master Plan: Vegetative
Management and Low Density Recreation (please refer to the attached map).
These designations would allow us to manage the area with the use of prescribed
burns and give us the ability to remove invasive species. It would also
accommodate current and proposed trail development. For the Shoreline
Management Plan we would like to recommend two small limited development
areas corresponding to our current and proposed trailheads.

In a letter dated 3 April 2015 to Ms. Dana Coburn our agency provided general
comments related to the Master Plan Revision. We refer you to that letter for
information on sensitive species and special habitats around Beaver Lake. We
would be happy to work with your staff related to considerations for these special
resources.

The opportunity to comment is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Cindy Oshorne

Data Manager/Environmental Coordinator

Enclosure: Map
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4/4/2016 Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan
Devil's Eyebrow Natrual Area/Wildlife Management Area
Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission
Proposed Classification/Use Designations
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Murphy, Gina L.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Green, William <wrgreen@usgs.gov>

Thursday, March 17, 2016 9:16 AM

Hilburn, David

Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Beaver Lake Master Plan/Shoreline Management Plan Update -
Agency Scoping Meeting

abstract.pdf

I don't know if you know or not, but back in the 1970's through 1994, USACE funded USGS to monitor the
water quality in all the Little Rock District reservoirs, 12 or 13, I can't remember, at multiple sites within

each. These data were real valuable, and I actually used the data from Beaver, Table Rock, Bull Shoals, and
Norfork for my Ph.D. Dissertation (1998): Relations Between Reservoir Flushing Rate and Water Quality. See

attached abstract.

Here's a list of hyperlinks for the publications we've done on Beaver Lake with the water-quality data we've
collected over the years in cooperation with USACE, BWD, and others:

Blockedhttp://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2013/5019/

Blockedhttp://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2011/5090/

Blockedhttp://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2010/5181/

Blockedhttp://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2006/5302/

Blockedhttp://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2006/5003/

Blockedhttp://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2005/5140/

ar.water.usgs.gov/LOCAL_REPORTS/WRIR_02-4116.pdf

Blockedhttps://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/wri964096

W gr een@isgs. gov

Bl ockedhttp://ar.wat er.usgs. gov

Bl ockedhttp://profile.usgs. gov/w green

On Wed, Mar 16, 2016 at 4:55 PM, Hilburn, David C SWL <David.C.Hilburn@usace.army.mil> wrote:

Reed,

1
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Hate you can't make it, but understand. Thanks for the information on the data.. I'll definitely be calling!!

Craig

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.

From: Green, William

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Hilburn, David C SWL

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Beaver Lake Master Plan/Shoreline Management Plan Update - Agency Scoping Meeting

Craig:

Was planning on driving up from Little Rock tomorrow to attend the meeting, but now have a scheduling
conflict and can't make it.

Saw in the document where water quality is the number 1 concern for the questions What do you want Beaver Lake to look like in 20
years? and What About Beaver Lake is Most Important to You?

USGS collected water-quality samples for the USACE in Beaver Lake from the 1970's and 80's through 1994, and picked it back up in
cooperation with Beaver Water District in 2001 through the present. I've been involved with the BWD/USGS project the entire time and all
these data are in our NWIS database.

Let me know if there's anything USGS can do to help you all out with the Master Plan, monitoring and assessment, whatever.

Thanks,

Reed

W gr een@isgs. gov
Bl ockedBl ockedhtt p://ar. water. usgs. gov
Bl ockedBl ockedhtt p://profile.usgs. gov/ w green

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 12:59 PM, Hilburn, David C SWL <David.C.Hilburn@usace.army.mil> wrote:
Good afternoon,

This is a reminder that the Little Rock District, US Army Corps of Engineers will be hosting an Agency
Scoping Workshop next Thursday, March 17th, from noon to 2 p.m. at the Four Points by Sheraton
Bentonville, located at 211 SE Walton Boulevard, Bentonville, AR; Phone #: (479) 715-6388.

You should have received an invitation by mail recently inviting your agency's participation in this important
process. The planning process will include an analysis of potential effects on the natural and social
environment, including fish and wildlife, recreational opportunities, economics, land use, cultural and historic
resources, aesthetics, and public health and safety. USACE is involving agencies and the public in the
planning process for the Master Plan and Shoreline Management Plan updates, as well as the NEPA analysis.

2
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If you are unable to attend this workshop, you may also attend one of several public scoping workshops
regarding the master plan update. Information on the scheduled public workshops can be found at:
BlockedBlockedhttp://go.usa.gov/Mw99.

In addition to participation in the scoping workshop, your agency may also submit comments via mail, email,
or fax to: Planning Branch, Planning and Environmental, USACE, Little Rock District, P.O. Box 867, Little
Rock, AR 72203, Fax: (501) 324-5605, Email: CESWL-BeaverLakeMasterPlan@usace.army.mil , Website:
BlockedBlockedhttp://go.usa.gov/Mw99. Written comments must be postmarked, e-mailed, faxed, or
otherwise submitted by April 8, 2016. If we do not hear from you within this time period, we will assume
your agency has no comments at this time.

If you have any questions, please contact me and I'll do my best to assist you.

Craig Hilburn

Environmental Branch Chief
Planning and Environmental Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Little Rock District

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Office: (501) 324-5735
Mobile: (501) 366-3133
David.C.Hilburn@usace.army.mil
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Green, W.R., U.S. Geological Survey, Little Rock, AR 72211, USA, wrgreen@usgs.gov

USE OF RELATIONS BETWEEN RESERVOIR FLUSHING RATE AND WATER QUALITY TO
IMPROVE WATER-QUALITY ASSESSMENT

The objective of this study was to test if relations between reservoir flushing rate and several
water quality parameters could be used to improve assessment of reservoir water-quality
conditions and trends. The data set used in this investigation is from four reservoirs located in
the White River Basin of northern Arkansas and southern Missouri. The U.S. Geological Survey

collected data at 17 sites for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers between 1974 and 1995.

Flushing-rate and water-quality relations were identified at sites within each reservoir. Inflow or
outflow flushing rate time periods that provided the best least-squares fit between flushing rate
and water-quality values were identified and used to evaluate water-quality conditions and
determine flushing-rate-adjusted values. Flushing-rate-adjusted trends were compared with

unadjusted trends to better resolve water-quality changes through time.

Identifying relations between reservoir flushing rate and water quality improved water-quality
assessment. Negative relations between inflow flushing rates and chlorophyll a and nutrients at
upstream sites on two reservoirs helped identify point sources of nutrients. Areal hypolimnetic
oxygen deficits in forebays were positively related to outflow flushing rates. By removing the
effect of flushing rate variability on water-quality values, flushing-rate-adjusted trends were

identified that were not identified using unadjusted data.
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Murphy, Gina L.

From: Lombardi, Melissa <melissa_lombardi@fws.gov>
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2016 10:12 AM

To: Hilburn, David

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Beaver Lake SMP/MP
Attachments: Beaver Lake MP_SMP-mt.docx

Craig,

I've attached the FWS comments on Beaver Lake Master Plan and SMP. Thanks.

Melissa Lombardi
Endangered Species Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
110 South Amity Road, Suite 300
Conway, AR 72032

(501) 513-4488
melissa_lombardi@fws.gov

Check us out on Facebook!
Blockedhttps://www.facebook.com/Arkansas-Ecological-Services-Field-Office-446739728815636/
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
110 S. Amity Road, Suite 300
Conway, Arkansas 72032
IN REPLY REFER TO: Tel.: 501/513-4470 Fax: 501/513-4480

March 22, 2016

Colonel Courtney W. Paul

c/o Mr. Craig Hilburn, Environmental Branch
Little Rock District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Post Oftice Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Colonel Paul:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has received your electronic mail memo dated
March 3, 2016, regarding the publication of the notice of intent to prepare an Environmental
Assessment for the Beaver Lake Master Plan and Shoreline Management. The shoreline
management plan will establish policy and guidelines for the protection and preservation of the
desirable environmental characteristics of the shoreline while maintaining use of the shoreline by
public and private entities. Our comments are submitted in accordance with the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661-667¢), the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16
U.S.C. 668-668d), and the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et

seq.).

The federally listed Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis), Gray Bat (Myotis
grisescens), Indiana Bat (Myotis sodalis), Missouri Bladderpod (Physaria filiformis), and Ozark
Cavefish (Troglichthys rosae) may occur in the affected project area. The federally protected
Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is also known to occur in the project area.

Beaver Lake and the associated watershed occur in the karst region of Arkansas. The karst
region has unique hydrology with both surface and underground features. As the true extent of
the underground environment is difficult to clearly delineate, undiscovered karst features; such
as cave openings, sinkholes, and underground passages may occur on or near a project site, even
in previously developed areas.

The Service would recommend that the effects of the master plan and shoreline management
plan on threatened and endangered species in the project area and the hydrology of the karst
recharge zones be considered in the preparation of the Environmental Assessment by the Corps
of Engineers. Although Beaver Lake is located slightly west of the Mississippi Flyway, the lake
and surrounding shoreline provide important foraging and nesting habitat for migratory birds.
Potential effects of the master plan and shoreline management plan to migratory birds should be
considered, as well as effects to pollinator species.

The comments herein are for the sole purpose of providing technical assistance to the action

agency or for individual pre-project planning assistance. These comments and opinions should
not be misconstrued as an “effect determination” or considered as concurrence with any
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proceeding determination(s) by the action agency in accordance with Section 7 of the ESA.
These comments do not authorize the “take” of a threatened or endangered species as defined
under the ESA. In the absence of authorization (e.g., an ESA Section 10 Permit, a Biological
Opinion with “incidental take” provisions, a finding concurrence letter, etc.) from the Service,
both lethal and nonlethal “take” of protected species are in violation of the ESA.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. If you have any questions or
additional comments, please contact Melissa Lombardi at 501-513-4488 or
melissa_lombardi@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

Melvin L. Tobin
Field Supervisor
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Appendix H

Summary of Location-Specific Comment

Beaver Lake MP-SMP Scoping Report



Specific Requests:

001-08980-000 rezone to LDA and LDR

001-09049-002 rezone to LDR and LDA

001-17936-000 rezone from ESA to LDR and LDA for boat dock
001-18168-000 allow boat dock

001-18354-000, 000-18170-000, 001-18112-000 and 001-18163-000 rezone to LDA and
LDR for dock permit

10566 Ervin Mcgarrah Rd rezone to LDR and LDA for a boat dock (see attachments)

110’ past Brass Cap 1408-1-12 to 1408-1-13 to 1408-1-13A rezone from ESA to LDA
(already LDR)

11048 Clydesdale Lane rezone for dock permit

112 Haven Lane expand dock to 4 slips

12267 Blueberry Lane remained zoned as is

12268 Blueberry Lane remained zoned as is

1335-2 to 1338-2 no new docks and 1334-3 to 1335-2 rezone to ESA
138-1-7 to 138-1-6B dock permit

138-1-7 to 138-1-6B rezone from ESA to LDR and LDA

1419-2-1 to 1419-1-1 rezone from ESA to LDR and LDA and a dock permit (see attached
maps)

15-01320-000 and 15-01321-000 rezone to LDR and LDA for dock permit
15-10471-000, 15-10472-000, and 15-10474-000 rezone to LDR and reamin zoned LDA
1551 CR 1520 dock permit

15565 Hawks Landing Drive rezone from ESA to LDR, 15560 Hawks Landing Drive request
a dock permit and ID 143 remain zoned LDA (2)

15598 Haynes Rd remain zoned as LDA and LDR
18-00109-000 remain zoned as is for a dock permit (2)
18-00850-001 remain as LDR and 18-00850-003 rezone to LDR (2)

18698 Eagle Bend Rd (ID 2087) extend LDA and LDR to the west



19324 Williams Rd rezone to LDR to maintain mowing permit
19876 Blue Springs Road rezone to LDA

20370 White Oak Dr rezone to LDA and LDR and 19172 Pinecrest Trail remain zoned as
LDA and LDR

20403 Slate Gap Rd E rezone to LDA

21344 Highland Lake Drive rezone for existing dock to remain in place or grandfather it in
2702 Hickory Springs Rd rezone to LDR and LDA

2865 Mundell Road rezone for a dock permit, switch with unused dock zoning nearby
325-1-14A to 325-1-15 and 325-1-15 to 325-1-16 rezone to LDA and LDR.

4 lots at 415 County Road 1520 rezone for docks and area on County Road 1524 remain
unchanged, not zoned for boat docks

415 CR 1520 to 995 CR 1520 single owner docks and CR 1524 rezone to Protected
457 CR 1524 rezone to LDR and LDA

46 Acapulco Drive, lots 18, 19, 20 rezone to LDR (Dock 2890)
460-00008-00 rezone to LDR and LDA

47 Acapulco Drive, lots 18, 19, 20 rezone to LDR (Dock 2890)

650 Jackson Ridge allow to move existing dock and add swim platform
70 Panorama Shores Drive swim dock permit

7123 to 7122B to 7122A rezone to LDA and LDR

843 Lakeshore Drive dock permit

8550 David Dr rezone to LDA

8550 Fromme Rd rezone to LDR and LDA

8551 David Dr rezone to LDR

8582 and 8588 Fromme Road rezone to LDA and LDR

8621 White Oak Dr rezone to LDA and LDR

8659 Ridgecrest rezone from ESA to LDR and LDA for a boat dock

888 Oxford Bend Rd steps/path permit and vegitation permit



8896 Tomerlin Grist Mill Rd change jet ski slip to a boat slip and 9188 Tomerlin Grist Mill
Rd add new boat dock

9069 Larue Rd rezone to LDR and LDA

925 CR 1520 between LDA 468 and 469 rezone for docks

9277 Larue Lane rezone to LDA and LDR

9546 Bayside Drive keep as LDR and LDA

9915 Kindred Hollow Road rezone for existing dock and path to remain in place
Beaver Shores Boat Ramp no wake zone

Between 2005-15 and 2005-13A rezone from ESA to LDR and LDA, boat dock permit,
mowing permit, and boat house

Between LDA 468 and 469 rezone to LDA
Big Ventris Cove east shore rezone to LDR and allow boat docks (2)

Big Ventris Cove east shore, specifically B.BDY.544-3-6 & 7 rezone to LDR and allow boat
docks

Black Burn Creek Cove no wake zone (4)
Boat ramp near Hwy 12

Buffer Zone across from the boat ramp at the Lost Bridge South Camp Grounds rezone to
LDR and LDA for boat docks

Cape Victoria Community dock cove no wake zone

Cape Victoria rezone to LDR or allow paths

Community boat dock remain zoned as is (see attachment)
Cove inside Cape Victoria no wake zone

Cove north side of Cape Victoria no wake zone

Devils Gap arm rezone to LDR and LDA

Dock 1072 rezone from Unallocated to LDR and area immediately upstream rezone to LDR
and LDA for existing vegitation permit

Dock 1119 remain zoned as is for boat dock

Dock 1133 rezone to LDR



Dock 1341 remain zoned as is

Dock 1341 rezone to LDA and LDR (3)

Dock 1357 rezone to LDR and LDA

Dock 1449 rezone to LDR

Dock 1582 remain zoned as is

Dock 1602 grandfathered in and able to expand
Dock 1604 add slips

Dock 1725 rezone to LDR, Dock 2709 move to adjoining side of cove, eliminate survey pins
614-8 and 614-7A and rezone survey pins 614-6, 614-5A, and 614-5 to LDR

Dock 1745 move 100' east
Dock 1794 rezone to LDR and LDA
Dock 1852 change from ESA to LDR

Dock 1880 rezone to LDR and LDA, add small arm to existing swim dock, no wake zone in
Rambo arm

Dock 1900 rezone from ESA

Dock 1902 and surrounding area rezone from ESA to LDR and LDA

Dock 2002 rezone to LDR

Dock 2007 rezone LDA and LDA for existing path and atv permit (2)

Dock 2043 rezone to LDA and LDR (3)

Dock 2052 rezone to LDA and LDR

Dock 2065 remain in place (2)

Dock 2065 rezone to LDA or allow to move dock and more dock permits east on Dutchman
Dock 2248 rezone to LDR

Dock 2290 remain grandfathered in and Dock 1954 allow continued use of underground
electrical

Dock 2351 rezone from ESA to LDR (already LDA) and Devils Gap Arm surrounded by
Hobbs State Park remain ESA and add no wake zone

Dock 2401 extend 20 ft southeast (see attached maps)



Dock 2430 or 2043 (I think this commenter or the next wrote the wrong dock #) rezone to
LDA and LDR

Dock 2430 or 2043 (I think this commenter or the one above wrote the wrong dock #)
rezone to LDA and LDR

Dock 2489 rezone to LDR and allow to cut bushes

Dock 2539 rezone to LDR

Dock 2553 remain zoned as is

Dock 2579 remain zoned as LDA and LDR

Dock 2654 expand to 4 or 6 slips with swim deck to serve as a community dock
Dock 2755 change to LDR

Dock 2761, ID 192 rezone to LDA

Dock 2772 change from ESA to LDR

Dock 2903 rezone to LDR and LDA (2)

Dock at 1419-2-1 to 1419-1-1 (see attached maps)

Dock permit in coves between 1322-1-5 and 1326-3 or 1322-1-6 or 1326-1
Dock rezone to LDA

Docks 1114 and 1141 LDR and LDA

Docks 2352 and 2382 grandfathered in, Indian Creek area rezone from ESA to LDR, Boat
tram easement #DACWO03-3-2-97-1043 remain permitted or grandfathered in and west
side of 10310 Cedar Rock Road rezoned from ESA to LDR

Docks 2550 and 2558 rezoned to allow for docks or allow these docks to be grandfathered
Docks 2957 and 2758 grandfathered in

Docks 3006 and 2627 remain zoned for docks

Edens Bluff remain zoned as is

Estates of Lakeway lots 46 and 48 remain zoned as LDA for dock permit

Extend LDA 100' to NW of the ramp at Tomahawk Lane for a dock permit

Hogscald Cove no wake zone and enlarge dock in Big Clifty Cove



Horseshoe Bend (LDA 315) and small cove further east and Slate Gap and middle cove
rezone to LDR

ID 116 eastside of Big Ventris Cove rezone to LDR

ID 178 rezone to LDA and handicapped accessible dock at Beaver Shores or Hwy 12 Boat
Ramps

ID 186 dock permit in LDA

ID 186 remain zoned as is and no wake zone in cove

ID 230 remain zoned as LDA for dock permit

ID 266 remain zoned as LDA

ID 266 rezone to LDR

ID 280 existing LDA and LDR extended to the west to the curent yellow section line
ID 379 rezone Protected, too many existing docks

ID 386 should be LDR, other areas around this should remain Protected and ESA
ID 468 and 469 rezone to LDA

ID 76 rezone to LDR and vegetation permit

Laura Pennisula below Stuckey Lane remain zoned as Protected, rezone 379 to Protected
and no wake zone in cove (4)

LDA 456 remain the same, dock zoning adjacent to 1222 CR 157 remain the same
LDA Zone 327 extend to the west to include dock and existing road

LDA Zone 359 rezone from ESA to LDR and path improvements (2)

LDR 468 and 469 rezone to LDA

Lot 3 Cape Victoria request to move dock slightly north

Lot 333 in Blackburn Creek rezone for dock permit

Lots 41 and 42 of Oak Ridge Park Phase Il and Lot 925 Co Rd 1520 rezone to LDA and boat
dock permit

Move boat dock red dot from 1529-6 to cove that is currently zone LDA outlined by 1529-8,
1529-9, and 1529-10 and rezone 1529-2 to 1529-6 to LDR (5)

Move Hwy 12 swim beach



NE4, Sec1, Township20N, Benton County both sides of Indian Creek rezone to LDA and LDR
No hunting area and no wake zone in Henry Hollow Arm (see attached maps)

No wake zone across from Horseshoe Bend Park, move dock into cove and make 4 slip,
rezone cove across from Hickory Creek

No wake zone at mouth of the cove north of marker #2
No wake zone at mouth of the cove north of marker #3

North Clifty Creek property fronts unusable LDA area request to move LDA zone that
useable for a dock (see attached map)

Parcels 147-00001-000 and 147-00002-000 rezone as LDR and LDA for dock permit (2)
Park Buffer Area near Slate Gap Area should be rezoned LDA
Penetentiary Cove no wake zone and rezone to LDA and LDR

Protected Area just east of LDA Zone 167 rezone to LDA and no wake zone up the Prairie
Creek Arm from Neffs to the Creek entrance. Includes pictures of shoreline debris

Public use area at Blackburn Creek and the War Eagle side

Rayne Rd keep LDR

Relocation of dock marker from 1408-1-35A to between 1408-1-35 and 1408-1-34.
Replace 2 slip dock with 4 slip dock

Requesting copies of MP, meeting minutes, and proposed revisions

Reviewed and commented on specific sections/wording of Appendix A SMP

Rezone cove in part of Blue Spings Park Area south of Highway 412 (18857 East Highway
412, Springdale, Arkansas 72764)

Rochelle Rivera Lake Sites, lot 14 remain zoned for a boat dock

Sugar Hollow south side rezone as LDA (see attached maps)

Trail system funded with help from the Walton Family Foundation

Ventris Boat Ramp keep open and allow boat docks on east shore of Big Ventris Cove
Ventris Park, surrounding buffer and east shore of Ventris Cove rezone as LDR and LDA
Veritas Park between 547-3 and 544-3-3 rezone to LDR (2)

War Eagle Cove Condos rezone from ESA



e Zone 333 rezone from ESA to LDR and Black Burn Creek a no wake zone
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	undefined: Bob & Emily Borovetz
	Your NameOrganization 1: 16686 Cypress Lane
	Your NameOrganization 2: Rogers, AR  72756
	Email: eborovetz@kc.rr.com
	Phone: 620-820-3326
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 1: We currently have Low Density (yellow) land on our property up to the shore line/lake.  Currently, the Limited Development Area line stops just short/east of our 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 2: property line marked Red.  We now have a Shoreline Allocation as Protected (white).  We would like to have this changed to LDA (red).  The purpose is to be 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 3: eligible for a request for a private dock in front of our property.
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 4: One of our neighbors has suggested a community dock for our small area just east of our property.  We are okay with this proposal if made, and if all neighbors
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 5: agree.  However, if not proposed or not approved by any one neighbor or the Corp of Engineers, we would like to request for a private dock permit. 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 6: Zone ID 178
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 7: Possible other improvement would be a handicap accessible loaded dock at either Beaver Shores Boat Ramp area or Highway 12 Bridge Boat Ramp.
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 8: Thank you
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 9: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 1: Plan to haul off lake debris especially during periods of high water.
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 2: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 3: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 4: 
	undefined_2: Water clarity or clean water is the most important.
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 1: 
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 2: 
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 3: 
	studied 1: 
	studied 2: 
	studied 3: 
	Text1: 
	Button3: 
	undefined#1: Charles Burton
	Your NameOrganization 1#1: 8654 Woods Road, Rogers, AR 72756
	Your NameOrganization 2#1: 
	Email#1: cburton@ipa.net
	Phone#1: 479-936-0121
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 1#1: I would like to see a portion of my side (south side) of Sugar Hollow be reclassified as a "Limited Development Area" by the Shoreline Management Plan
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 2#1: so that I could have a boat dock. I love Beaver Lake and will do everything possible to minimize the environmental impact of such a structure. 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 3#1: My home is not close to other homes.  It appears that my property is the only one in Sugar Hollow that is not zoned for a boat dock.  
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 4#1: Thank you for your consideration.  Please see the attachment, which hopefully will better demonstrate my situation.  
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 5#1: 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 6#1: 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 7#1: 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 8#1: 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 9#1: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 1#1: I would like to see it retain as much of its natural beauty as possible.
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 2#1: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 3#1: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 4#1: 
	undefined_2#1: Beaver Lake is important to me as an extremely valuable  
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 1#1: source of recreation, which adds tremendously to our quality of life, while serving as an nvaluable source of clean water. What is least important
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 2#1: to me would be the quantity of boat traffic in the summer :)
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 3#1: 
	studied 1#1: 
	studied 2#1: 
	studied 3#1: 
	Text1#1: 
	Button3#1: 
	undefined#2: Brad Wood
	Your NameOrganization 1#2: 3818 E Spanish Bay Pl
	Your NameOrganization 2#2: Fayetteville, AR 72701
	Email#2: bradley.c.wood@hotmail.com
	Phone#2: 479-879-6698
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 1#2: I would like to see more cleanup and mowing permits especially for dead trees and to keep areas clear of grown up south part of the lake south of hickory creek that are 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 2#2: grown up with dead trees and not maintained at all. I would also like to see more done about keeping the lake clean of debris. One thing that would help 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 3#2: is cleaning up the drift wood from the floods so that it doesn’t get washed back into the lake during the next flood. There are numerous areas of the lake
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 4#2: where there are dangerous trees out in the middle of the lake. It would be helpful to remove or mark these trees or areas with Buoys.  I would like to see 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 5#2: more dock permits issued. I would also like to see more launch ramps and public use areas added with courtesy docks at the ramp. Adding the Public use area 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 6#2: at Blackburn creek would be a nice development and also adding a public use area on the War Eagle river side of the lake would be very convenient. 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 7#2: 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 8#2: 
	how could the lake permits be better managed Please be as specific as possible 9#2: 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 1#2: I would like to see more public use areas and more courtesy docks added in. It is very difficult to launch a nice boat and pick up a driver at a launch ramp without a courtesy dock. 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 2#2: Launch ramps such as War eagle do not have any way to load your boat without beaching the boat or a passenger swimming to the shore to get the truck and trailer. 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 3#2: I think the Corp should require land owners to clean up the debris that floats onto the their property so it won't float back into the lake at the next flood. 
	How would you like to see Beaver Lake in 20 years What changes if any would you like to see at the lake 4#2: 
	undefined_2#2: The cleanliness of the lake and keeping floating debris off the lake is most
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 1#2: important to me. I would also like to see more public use areas such as an area on the War Eagle River arm of the lake and add the blackburn creek public use area. 
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 2#2: I mainly use the lake for watersports and recreation. I use the Hickory creek area to launch my boat since it is the only one with a courtesy dock on the south part of the lake. 
	What about Beaver Lake is most and least important to you 3#2: I enjoy the south end of the lake but it is tough to use it anytime before July because of the floating debris and dirty water.
	studied 1#2: to improve the lake and public use areas. $100 or more for an annual pass would be more in the range and also charging more for renting a campsite. Also fees for people that own
	studied 2#2: docks on the lake or have lake property should increase to pay for keeping the lake clean. The Army Corp of Engineers is extremely undercharging for the use of the Lake.
	studied 3#2: Providing clean bathrooms would be a major upgrade to areas such as hickory creek and War Eagle that do not have flush toilets.  
	Text1#2: I think the annual passes and use costs should be increased and the money should be used 
	Button3#2: 


