Little kock Corps Engineesrs

AfTter moving to Heber Springs several years ago we had
TO

friends from Hissouri visit. They couldn’'t beiieve tae bDeauty

‘0¥ Greeris Ferry Lake, and the care given to keeping it that way. -
They were accustomed to the “trashy’ Lake of tThe Jzarks. This is

definiteiy one of the great treasures of cur state and wos 0 The

Corps of Engineers 17 it insists on adding docks anc ailowing
more mowing arcurnd the lake. This will open pandora’s box and The

iake will be as “irashy’ as the Lake of tThe Ozarks and other

ority of people in the arsa ares against your ampitious
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January 23, 2002/

Corps of Engineers
700 W. Capitol :
Little Rock, AR 72205

Sir or madam,

I am writing to voice my dpposition to the proposal to increase the number of boat docks
and the “clearing” of more shoreline at Greers Ferry Lake. '

Although I do not live on or near the lake, I have the opportunity to visit the area several
times per year and appreciate the natural unspoiled beauty it offers.

I would hope that we in “The Natural State™ can work to keep the lake that way.

Sincerely,

David Grimes

4630 Oregon Trail
Conway, AR 72034
(501) 450-6888
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GLANKLER BROWN, PLLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
R HUNTER HUMPHREYS ONE COMMERCE SQUARE EASTOFFICE
DIRECT DIAL: (901) 5761744 SEVENTEENTH FLOOR 6000 POPLAR AVENUE
hhumphreys@glonkler.com MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38103-2566 '~ SUTIEl00
LT T (901) 525-1322 . MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 32119-3678
EACSIMILE (901) 525-2389 T (901) 685-1322
' FACSIMILE (901) 761-2454

January 21, 2002

Patricia Anslow

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.0O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: = Greers Ferry Lake
Dear Ms. Anslow,

I am the owner of a shoreline lot on the Tannenbaum peninsula at Greers Ferry. [ am in
the process of constructing a lakeside home on this lot.

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Corps of Engineers proposed new
shoreline management plan for Greers Ferry Lake. . I believe that new development under this
plan would materially damage the natural and undisturbed characteristics of the Lake. -

Although the Tannenbaum peninsula is more than a three hour drive from my home in
Memphis, I chose to purchase a lot and construct a lakeside home on Greers Ferry Lake because
of its beauty and undisturbed natural condition. This contrasts sharply with many lakes which
are closer to Memphis, but which are subject to few restrictions on development. The absence of
docks at individual residences and the limitations on mowing and clearing below the white line
have maintained the natural character and-beauty of Greers Ferry Lake. It would be a serious
and permanent mistake to alter the shoreline management plan which has worked so well in the
past. '

My opinion is shared by all of the landowners with whom I have spoken to on this issue.
I encourage you to hear and respond to our concerns by withdrawing the proposed shoreline
management plan.
Very truly yours,

‘Hunter Humphreys
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CABLE HUSTON BENEDICT HAAGENSEN & LLOYD LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
' SUITE 2000
1001 Sw FIFTH AVENUE
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204-1136

TELEPHONE (503) 224-3092
FACSIMILE (503) 224-3176

THoMAS M. GRIM
email address: tgrim@chbh.com

February 5, 2002

VIA EMAIL (Gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil)

Greers Ferry EIS

c/o Trish Anslow

Planning, Environmeéntal and Regulatory Division
PO Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Gi'eers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan Draft EIS
Dear Ms. Anslow:

Please accept these comments in response to the Draft EIS recently completed by the
Army Corps of Engineers in support of the Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan.

I have vacationed at Greers Ferry Lake for the past several years. The primary attractions
offered by Greers Ferry Lake are excellent recreational boating opportunities and a quality
environment. Therefore, it is with great interest that T have followed the Army Corps’ efforts to
amend the Shoreline Management Plan.

I have reviewed the draft EIS and commend the Army Corps for undertaking such a
thorough and detailed examination of the potential shoreline management alternatives. I
completely support Alternative 2 identified in the draft EIS and strongly encourage the Army
Corps to adopt and implement Alternative 2.

Alternative 2 strikes a reasonable and appropriate balance between promotion of
authorized project purposes, including recreation, and protection of the shoreline environment.

The Army Corps will undoubtedly receive comments in support of the “no growth”
Alternative 3 identified in the draft EIS. The Army Corps should recognize these comments as
well-intentioned, but misguided. Adoption of Alternative 3 would require the Army Corps to
completely abdicate its statutory responsibility to manage this federal resource.

Congress did not authorize creation of Greers Ferry Lake for the purpose of maintaining a
pristine environmental preserve. Indeed, creation of Greers Ferry Lake itself inundated some 71
square miles and 31,500 acres of the natural environment. Greers Ferry Lake was

KASTAFFWRK \Little Rock Districf\Greers Ferry Lake EIS\Public Draft EIS\Public Comments\Unprocessed\Jan 29\Tom Grim attorney.doc

Corvallis Office — 582 NW Van Buren, Corvallis, OR 97330 (541) 754-7477
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CABLE HUSTON BENEDICT HAAGENSEN & LLOYD LLP

February 5, 2002
Page 2

congressionally authorized for flood control and power generation purposes. Congress also
mandated that the federal resource be managed to ensure the promotion of certain recreational
and other benefits for the general public'.

Congress recognized and understood that management of the resource to achieve these
purposes would result in some environmental impact. Congress also mandated that such
environmental impacts should be minimized to the extent possible. This is exactly the result
achieved by Alternative 2. The draft EIS shows direct beneficial impacts on recreation and
recreational facilities and no significant adverse impacts on the environment.

The draft EIS recognizes the substantial and increasing demand for recreational uses of
the project’s shoreline and waters. For example, it is noted that more than 200 subdivisions now
adjoin project property and the demand for additional boat dock zones has increased over the
years. The draft EIS leaves no doubt that Alternative 2 appropriately balances responsible
shoreline protection with promotion of these recreational uses of the lake.

Although Alternative 2 would slightly increase the amount of shoreline available for
limited development, the vast majority of shoreline would remain completely protected from
future development. Specifically, the draft EIS shows that under Alternative 2 the percentage of
shoreline zoned for limited development would increase only slightly from 7% to 8%. At the
same time, 76% of the total project shoreline would remain zoned as Protected Shoreline Areas.
This appears to be an extremely conservative, but ultimately reasonable, ratio of protected areas
to limited development areas.

Finally, the draft EIS identifies private dock related issues as the primary concern
associated with Limited Development Area zoning designations. A careful examination of the
facts presented in the draft EIS again shows that Alternative 2 adopts a reasonable and very
conservative approach to this issue. The draft EIS notes that private boat docks have always
been permitted on Greers Ferry Lake. Moreover, the number of permitted dock facilities have
been carefully managed throughout the years as recreational demands on the lake have increased.

Alternative 2 would continue the historical precedent for carefully managed growth by
allowing a small increase in the number of private docks to satisfy increased recreational
demands on the lake. Indeed, even if the maximum number of docks were constructed under

~ Alternative 2, it would result in only an average of 12 docks constructed per year over last 34
years. Given the fact that the project shoreline is 276 miles long, adoption of Alternative 2
would add less than one average dock per mile of shoreline. Clearly, the cumulative
environmental impact on the project of such a small increase in docks will be minimal.

The limited development uses identified in Alternative 2 do not interfere with any project
purposes, do not pose any public safety concerns, do not violate local norms or result in
significant environmental effects. Therefore, the applicable regulations require the Army Corps

! See, 1944 Flood Control Act; Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1963,
KASTAFFWRK!Little Rock District\Greers Ferry Lake EIS\Public Draft EIS\Public Comments\UnprocessediJan 20 Tom Grim attorney.doc
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CABLE HUSTON BENEDICT HAAGENSEN & LLOYD LLP

February 5, 2002
Page 3

to allow those uses. More importantly, I believe that Alternative 2 reasonably balances
authorized project purposes and the application of sound environmental stewardship.

For these reasons, I strongly encourage the Army Corps to adopt and implement
Alternative 2 identified in the draft EIS.

Sincerely,

Thomas M. Grim

KASTAFFWRK\Littte Rock District\Greers Ferry Lake EISWPublic Draft EIS\Public Comments\Unprocessed\Jan 29 Tom Grim attorney.doc
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From: HLESIEUR45@a0l.com [mailto: HLESIEUR45@aol.com}
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 6:14 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: (no subject)

To whom it may . concern:

My wife and I are avid sailcrs and have been sailing on Greers Ferry Lake for
the past 8 years. We have our sailboat slipped at Heber Springs Marina. We sail
year-round and enjoy the lake tremendously.

During the past couple of years we have noticed a significant change in the
number and types cf boats. Cbviously, the proliferation of PWC's and houseboats
has caused us some concern, as follows:

1. The operators of PWC's appear to have little regard for the safety of others

in the bozting community. During the summer months we have to extremely cautious
because of the number of PWC's and the careless operating behavicr. In addition,
the noise generated by PWC's ruins the serene nature of the lake. '

2. Houseboats, although less prevalent, present other concerns. In particular,
the ability {or inability) to discharge waste using the available pump-out
facilities at the marinas. Heber Springs Marina appears to be able to
acceommodate the housebecats with its’ facilities.

I question the ability of some of the houseboats Eden Isle Marina to be able to
use its' facilities due tc the location of the pump-out facility and the
inability of the houseboat to obtain access.

My observaticns lead me to believe the lack of enforcement concerning the
cpgration of PWC's (and the accompanying ncdise) and

the environmental concerns I have regarding the inappropriate discharge of waste
into the lake will not improve with the Corps plan to allow more docks. If
anything, the opposite will occur further reducing the beauty of the lake and
its' water quality,

Henry J. LeSieur

42 Heatherbrae Cirgle
Little Rock, AR 72223




From: HLESIEUR4SRaol.com [mallto:HLESIEUR4S5Raol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 8:14 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lzks Shore Management Plan

After reviewing the EIS I am opposed to any of the alternatives proposed in
the study. I am also opposed to the granting of any dock permits and the
reducticn ¢of shoreline buffer.

Hank LeSieur _
42 Heatherbrae Circle
Little Rock, AR 72223
ﬂ .




From: Bill & Cindy Elia [mailto: clella@arlstotle net]

" Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 5:04 BM

To: Eis, Gf SMP
Subject: Commenting on "Stop the Ugly™

My husband and I read the editorial and agree that we will make the
sacrifice not to have a beat dock so our lake will retain its pristine
beauty. It has always been a dream of ours to live on the lake. Since it
was possible for us to purchase a log cabin and lot about 17 years ago in
April we would like for the lake to keep its natural beauty and cleanliness.
We try to do our part by keep the trash picked up on cur part of the lake
and road besids the house. The visitors that we take to the lake marvel at
the beauty to include its clean appearance. Our visitors include a relative
from the Atlanta area which said how beautiful Greers Ferry lake is and also
friends from Germany remarked the same thing. The bottom line is that we
love the lake just as it is and do not want anything changed.

BILL & CINDY ELIA’

26 Club Road
Jacksonville, AR 72076
(501) 985-1154




From: Howard Evans [mailto:hevans@southshore.con]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 5:52 PM

To: Eis, G SMP

Subject:

I support alternate 2 of the ESI

Howard Evans CRS GRI




From: Michael Farar {mailto:fortfarar@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 12:32 BPM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: No New Boat Docks on Greers Ferry

Corps of Engineers:

Expansion and development of Greers Ferry has to stop. There has to be a
line drawn to prevent the possibility of sewage contaminating the Lake and
an ever increasing number of people with docks, boats and houses trailing
thelr trash and general human waste. The lake is a reservoir and was, formed
fo supply water to the communitiss surrounding central Arkansas. Recreaticn
is a natural occurrence in lakes of this nature, but there has to be a
limit. Increasing the limit of grass mowing and the number of boat docks
and hemes is preeminent to the beginning of ecological disaster. Make
Arkansas remain The Natural State.

Sincerely,
Michael Farar

3809 Plateau St
Little Rock, &R 72205
501-257-5462

Send and receive Hotmail on your mcbile device: http://mobile.msn.com




From: ME1lis378@aol.com [mailto:ME11is3788a81.con]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 10:13 aM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: mowing rights

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I have a house on 474 Shady Cove Loop on Eden Isle. I wish to have our
mowing restored to what they were when the places were built. The option # 2
will give us a 100 ft. which is a start but not all that we want. Please cast
my vote for # 2. :

Rokert Ellis
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From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctlconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 20, 2002 4:30 BEM

Te: Corps of Enginsers

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management FPlan

Ms. Tricia Anslow:

For several years I have lived in the Heber Springs area, and lived on the
lake for much of that time. I have a genuine interest in seeing the lake
preserved in its natural state.

However, I don't see how the slight changes proposed in alternative #2 of
the EIS will in any way hurt the lake or have any significant negative impact,
The EIS backs up that position.

The slight increases in the development area, the number of docks, and the
vegetation medificaticon limits can only have minimal impact. T urge you to
adopt the second alternative; it is balanced, and provides for reasconable uses
cf the land around the lake by landowners whils preserving its natural beauty.

Mike Elrod

P. 0. Box 95
fleber Springs, Arkansas 72543
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i

el



From: Dale Emmerling [mailto:demmerling@gtcinternet.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 9:06 BM

To: Eis, Gf SMP ‘

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Dear Trish:

We are very fortunate in Arkansas to have so many lakes to go to. I prefer
to keep Greers Ferry just like it is,

Those that want to go to more crowded lakes iike Hamilton can do it. That's
freedom of choice. I choose to go to

Greers Ferry for just the opposite view. It's clean, little traffic, safer
and very enjoyable. Thank the pecple with

the Corps that have kept it that way. What a jewel we have only 75 miles
from Little Rock.

Regards,

Dale Emmerliing




From: DAVID ESTES [mailto:D.R.ESTESEWORLDNET.ATT. NET]
Sent: Sunday, Januvary 06, 2002 6:17 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry

Importance: High

Trish:

I own a home in Higden Ar. and I very much want to see the lake taken care
of.
The concerns I have are as follows:

i)How does the Corp control the demands for the use of the water
because with out the water in the lake there is not the issue of development
or preserving the lake as it is.

2} Nobody I know wants another Lake Hamilton!

3) I would like to see a progressive management approach to the lake and how
the
resource is use for the next 30 years.

I think the Corp has a very hard job to manage the people who want the lake
not to change vs. the people who want another Hot Springs Lake Hamilton.

The approach is as always a understanding that we need to conserve the
resource
while allowing for all the people in the state to enjoy tThe resource.

With that said some development is needed but it should be controlled by the
Corp

with the goal of maintaining the beauty of the area, because without planned
growth

you will destroy a great natural asset.

Thank you;
David Estes

I wish the Corp the wisdom to mange this issue for all the people of
Arkansas.
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From: Jim Etzkorn {[mailtc:jetzkori@midsouth.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 10:19 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Shereline Mgmt Plan

I know that teday, January 28th, is the last day for commenting on the plan. I
just want to say I am 100% in favor of this plan and believe that the 93 boat
docks should ke issued. I just recently built on the lake and hope some day to
get approved for a single or community dock. I see no reason why going from 7%
to 8% is an issue, I would hope someday we would maybe see 10%, which is very
reasonable. I tooc love the clean clear water of this lake, as my family and I
have been enjoying it for many years, but I do not believe adding additional
boat docks would destroy this water quality.

I am in favor of this plan.

Thanks for listening,
Jim Etzkorn

269 Lakeview Drive
Edgemont, AR




From: Steve Davison [mailtc:sdavison52@home.con]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 1:43 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake issues

I am writing to encourage the Corp to reccnsider allowing further development
along the banks of Greers Ferry lake. I feel this is a step towards unstoppable
development (i.e. Lake Hamilton) and the degradation of the natural beauty of
this marvelous natural resource.

Please do not relax the standards. Let Arkansas remain the Natural State, People
have been enjoying the lake for years without this access, so please let the
lake remain in it’s current state.

Steve Davison
319 Beechwood
Little Rock, AR 72205

501 663-1694
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From: Steve Daviscen (mailto:sdavison528home,com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 6:10 PM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Issues

Once again, let me reiterate that the plan to allow further development along
the shores of Greers Ferry Lake is a bad plan and the Corp needs to sericusly
reconsider allowing this kind of relaxation of standards on one of Arkansas’
premier pieces of water. Lake Hamilton is a perfect example of uncontrolled and
unfettered development along a waterway and we do not want another of Arkansas’
lakes to become this cluttered and polluted. These relaxations would be a step
down a slippery slope to degradation of a great natural resource.

We have come to a time in our development as a state and a country where we must
truly value the natural resources that are available to us. Constant growth and
development are not in the best interest of our state or ocur planet, Please
resist the pleas from developers and land owners and keep our lake clean and
beautiful.

Steve Davison
319 Beechwood
Little Rock, AR 72205

501 663-1694

1020




(o
1

From: Ronnie Fair {mailto:rfair@aromatigué.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2002 1:16 BM

To: "gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject:

I hereby volce my opposition for any additioral docks to be placed on Greers
Ferry Lake. I have been skiing on this lake for 25 years and would hate to
. 5ee the natural beauty we enjoy destroyed.

Respectfully,
Ronnie Fair

448 Golf Drivs
Heber Springs, AR 72543

1021




From: Con's Mail [mailto:desilets@ipa:nét]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 7:29 AM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

I must disagree with the latest plan to add more boat docks to the lake. TWe
live on the Narrows and the boat traffic in the summer borders on the
unbelievable already. We are boaters also so the complaint does not come
without knowledge. The addition of 9 more 20 siip docks is patently ludicrous
when Lacey's Marina has already been allowed to further congest the Narrows by
adding a half dozen 20 slip docks out into a former traffic area. The
additional mowing will further denigrate the shore appearance and it won't be
long before there are no effective regulation or enforcement procedures. I
appreciate the financial gain to the Corps of Engineers by allowing commercial
ventures to operate on the lake and its subsequent return to the area, but
encugh is encugh.

Conrad Desilets
Higden

1022
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From: R., WILLIAM DAVIS [mailto:williamfdavis@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 5:42 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: opposition to additional boat docks

I an a retired Land Surveyor who has spent a lifetime of working in the
wonderful cutdoors of my native state, Arkansas. I am OPPOSED to any additional
boat docks or decreasing of the native vegetation buffer zone on Greers Ferry
Lake. As for the selfish "land owners"™ who are pushing this rape, et them move
te Lake Michigan or some other Industrialized, Commercialized, or dock infested
stink-hole. Let our precious jewels in Arkansas alone.

William F. Davis, Jr.
Leonoke Ceounty, Arkansas

--- R., WILLIAM DAVIS

——- williamfdavis@earthlink.net
——— FRarthLink: It's your Internet.
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From: Dixon, Jim [mailtc:Jim,Dixcn@smith-nephew.com]

Sent: Thursday, Januvary 10, 2002 5:35 AM

To: 'GF.SMP.EIS@USACE,ARMY.MIL' )

Cc: '"jwpreston@junc.com'; 'Lot28@hypertech.net'; 'JMARKEARTELCO.COM';
'rhnelson@ozarkisp.net'; "JIMREEDGhypertech.net';
"L-SANCHO@EMAIL.MSN.COM'"; 'mtubbs@ARTELCO.COM'; 'marvanCARTELCO.COM' ;
"'Lynn Harshbarger '

Subject: RE: BOAT DOCKS - GF LAKFE

Patricia Anslow,

I support Alternative 2 of the GF Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
I agree with the attached comments from Lynn Harshbarger.

Jim Dixon

901 359 5205

From:

Sent: Thursday, Janwary 10, 2002 9:15 AM

To:

Subject: Re: BOAT DOCKS - GF LAKE

While I agree that it is not in the best interest of anycne to have
decks ‘ :

going up willy nilly around the lake, that is just the reason and
the '

Justification for a Shorxeline Management Plan that allows for
expansion in

an orderly and planned way. The usage of Greers Ferry Lake is going
to

continue te grow and expand. The last time I looked at a Federal
GCovernment

textbook, it explained that when the Federal Government owns
property

(Greers Ferry Lake), they will decide it's use and who will be in
charge of
it {The Corps). &As I understand the mandates and usage of this
Lake, the ‘

last person to put a boat in Greers Ferry has as much right to be
there and
) have a boat slip for their bcat as the first person to put a boat in
the
Lake. To let a small group of a few hundred well meaning people try
to '

force their vision of this Lake on the other several thousand
residents of

the area as well as telling the Federal Government how they will run
this ‘

Lake seems absurd to me. Trying to stop the growth of boats and
people

using this Lake is not only provincial, but illegal. Better to plan

coming growth than try to ignore it. That's when we would really
get into _
trouble. The only scam I see is the one that is spreading

. B 1024




nisinformation

and sprouting rumors to accomplish a goal that is simply not
realistic. A
friend of the Lake, Lynn Harshbarger
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From: DIXITAX@acl.com [mailto:DIXITAXRaol.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 4:00 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: We Vote NO

We are waterfront property owners at Greers Ferry Lake and we veote "NO" to
the proposed dock expansion at Greers Ferry Lake. No, we do not have a dock.
We like Greer's Ferry Lake the way it is and it Iisn't that difficult teo dock
a boat at one of the existing marinas.

Mr. & Mrs. Allen C. Dixon, Jr.
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From: Phillip Dodd [mailto:pmdodd@cox-internet.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 7:12 AM

To: Eis, Gf 3MP

Subject: unsightly docks

I do. not live con the lake or have a week-end cabin on the lake. I have

boated on Greers Ferry lLake many times and fished the lake many times. The
lake is very pristine and while it does have a few private docks here and
there, it is not so many to be a problem. However, I can see where it will
get to be a problem if the Corps keeps letting more and more pecple build

private docks.....as it is certain that thers will be more and more pecple
purchase land around the lake.
Why not just say No More Docks......and if the Corps simply must work on

scmething...work with the U 8 Fisheries to build-up the fish population in
the lake. Now that would be something that would really be appreciated by
the majority of the users, instead of just a few wealthy landowners.

Phillip Dodd

1027




From: Jja.garner@att.net [mailto:ja.garner@att.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 8:00 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

" Subject: against new docks w/ 20 slips

obviously docks w/ more than 2 or 3 slips are for
commercial use. this lake should be prectected from the
foul fate of lake hamilton. there are enough commercial
docks on the lake already. forget this action. move much
slower and more conservatively/conservationally.

james garner

23 pine tree ip

n., little rock, ar 72116
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From: ja.garner@att.net [mailto:ja.garnerfatt.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 200Z 10:46 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: against new docks w/ 20 slips

too many new docks. way tco many slips per dock. don't
make greers ferry another lake hamilton.

1029




From: Tom M Flemming [mailto:flemfour@juno.com]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 6:34 AM

To; Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Preserve Greers Ferry Lake

There was a time I believed your policies were too restrictive; that time
has passed.

Piease preserve the current condition of cur state treasure.

Sincerely, The Flemming Family

GET INTERNET ACCESS FROM JUNO!

Junc cffers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less!
Jein Juno teday! For your FREE software, visit:
http://dl.www.juno.comn/get/web/.
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From: Foster John [mailto:foster_ john@bah.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 12:03 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP :
Subject: Public Comments

T ém the owner of a home one the lakeshore of CGreers Ferry
Lake in Fairfield Bay, AR (252 Lakeside Dr.). T will be
moving to this home permanently in June of this year.

The following public comments are provided regarding your
impact study of Greer's Ferry Lake.

I fully support the proposition to open the lake to
"managed" develcpment of the shoreline. With careful
consideration, this can not only enhance the development of
the area, but maintain a beautiful shoreline and natural
habitat.

I do encourage a mere agressive stance on activities around
the perimeter of the lake, including the tributaries feeding
the lake, especially with regard to logging and other uses
of natural resources. This is not to say that these natural
resources should not be used or harvested, but good
environmental practices must be used to limit the runoff
from these activities. The runoff from carefully controlled
clearing or mowing around the lake shoreline is
insignificant compared tc these other activities.

In addition, the controllied approval of "community" docks
around Greers Ferry will not only help the controlled
development of the lake, but will provide additional habitat
for fish the currently doesn't exist in many areas cf the
lake.

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinions.
John S. Foster
521 5. 4th st.

Hiawatha, KS 66434
(785) 742-7561
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From: Bill [mailto:bill@mitchcol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 9:48 AM
To: Trish Anslow

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Please save the lake from further developement.Save us at least one area
where I can take my kids and not have to lock at buildings. Why must we
always destroy the very thing that people want to visit. Please don't
destroy this last good thing we have in Arkansas.

sincerely

Bill Flvnn

Outgeoing mail is certified Virus Free.

Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www.grisoft.com).

Version: 6.0.313 / Virus Database: 174 - Release Date: 1/2/02
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From: Robert Fuller [mailto:rfuller@ipa.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 9:17 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Destroying nature

To Whom It May Concern aka Little Reock Corps cf Engineeers:
Regarding the shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake

I live in Greers Ferry, Arkansas. I am a native Arkansan, born in Searcy. I
retired in 1992 in Illinois and returned to Arkansas to live here in Greers
Ferry. My house is approximately 1/2 mile from what is calléd "The Narrows," Cne
of the reasons I returned to this particular part of the earth is because of its
beauty and that it is one of the natural attractions of Arkansas. At that time
the shoreline was under the educated and benevolent direction of Carl Garner.

Following Mr Garner's retirement I have seen The Narrows desecrated by the
expansion of The Narrows Marina out into The Narrows proper. What was once a
"beautiful and uncbstructed body of water and shoreline has now become an ugly
and cobstructed private celebration. of the U.S. doliar. I cross the bridge at
The Narrows almost daily; and I look at the atrosity almost directly below the
bridge; and I see that the large, expensive-to-rent houseboats are rarely ocut of
their slips. They just float there, unrented, as a blight upon a once besutiful
strip of water, aided and abetted in their ungliness by the boatdecks that
accompany them. ' '

At the same time I have enjoved fishing the lake from near the Dam Site Marina,
to Choctaw. to the upper end of Middie Fork and to the lower end of Devil's
Fork., Along most of this area the shoreline is relatively unmelested by lccal
residents.

I have tried to understand why the Ccrps is considering z change in regulations
regarding the building of beatdocks znd mowing near the shore. All I can
comprehend is that there is a total disregard and respect by the Corps for
nature and those who appreciate it in favor of those who have no regard for it
and their self absorbed contempt for those of us who do.

Flease, do not allow more boat docks on the lake and the extension of mowing
along the shoreline,

Respectfully,

Robert Fuller
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From: Frost, Jack [mailto:Frost@mercury.hendrix.edul
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 10:08 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

attn: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferrsd option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry
Lake. The plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving the natural
beauty of the lake while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. It
does not appear to affect the lake enviromment negatively, as supported by
the professionals developing the environmental impact study.

When done with forethought and sensitivity, the activities we takes to
‘manipulate our environment can be positive. I recall reflections made
years ago. While on a college choir trip to Austria I noticed the clean
landscape where cattle grazed on cleared mountain and hillside and where
lakes were pristine and brimming with fish despite the occasional shorelinse
alteration. Since we are unalterably a part cf our environment the question
is not whether the environment will be altered but how and can we be
sensitive to both the echo system and the beauty of the land. On another
occasion I had the opportunity te hear Andres Duany, a principal with Duany
& Flater-Zyberk, the architectural and town planning firm which designed
Seaside in the Florida panhandle. He was responding to those who criticized
the removal of trees on the Hendrix College campus to make room for
constructicn. He responded that Institutions have legitimate needs that
sometimes necessitate physical alteration of the landscape. In those
situations if is important to ask what is the trade-off, what are we getting
for the sacrifice? If the alteration is due to the irrational accommodation
of those needs, such as the mindless bulldozing for huge uninterrupted
parking lots, it is one thing. If it is for a lovely, functional building
which will enhance the sense of community among the inhabitants and which
will be properly landscaped - with the possible replacement of trees in new
locations - it is another.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its
gecals in a balanced manner, allowing enjcyment of the lake by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the
Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management
plan now under consideration.

Jack Frost
¢ Meadowbrook Drive
Conway, Arkansas 72032
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From: Dick [mailto:dfrederi@ipa.net]

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 3:29 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

I would like to see the SMP remain as is. I have seen toc many
lakes whose
shorelines littered with bdats, docks, etc. We are supposedly in the
natural state.
GF Lake itself is not natural, but lets keep the surrounding environment
as is.

Dick Frederick
Heber Springs, AR
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From: James Gaston [mailto:ieg920QRhotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, Jamuary 07, 2002 4:38 PM |

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferrv Lake Comment

Public Comment for Greers Ferry Boat Dock and Shore Restrictions

My opinion is that the Army Corp of Engineers should not increase the
allocation of residentizl boat decks and limit the number of commercial boat
docks on Greers Ferry lake as well as further restrict and limit any other
shoreline change proposals.

I grew up visiting Lake Hamilton in Hot Springs during the summers. My
mother would take us up to stay on the lake for weeks at a time. I had my
own "john boat" and would hang limb lines from the limbs overhanging the
banks in-our cove. I can remember swimming in the lake almost everyday as
well as participating in all types of water activities. We would often visit
the dam and marvel at the clear cold water.

Tcday very few of the memories I heve from my childhood could be recreated
on Lake Hamilton because of over development. There are now condominiums and
houses, each with its own boat and swim dock, along every inch of shoreline
on Lake Hamilton. The traffic on the water is so bad that is dangerous to
ski or sail a sailboat. Water activities on the lake during a summerx
holiday, such as Labor Day weekend, are unsafe because of the hundreds of
watercraft speeding around. Four years ago I took my children swimming in
Lake Hamilton. The water was so dirty they developed a rash and we had to
hose them off after they finished swimming.

Recently I have purchased a boat and my family and I enjoy visiting Greers
Ferry Lake with it. We ski and "tube" and swim off the back of the boat. My
wife and I are very happy to let the kids play in the water because it is so
clear and clean. It has a beautiful clear blue color. When I take my boat to
Greers Ferry I rent a slip at the marina. This is somewhat of an
inconvenience, but a price I am wiiling to pay {in more ways than one) o
keep the lake in beautiful condition.

Granted, additional residential and commercial dock permits for Greers Ferry
would help the economy of the area and create jobs, but at the expense of an
irreplaceable resource. To ruin another beautiful Arkansas lake would be a
terrible shame. If people want a dock for their beoat, let them go to Lake
Hamilton or Lake Catherine. Please don't over .crowd and ruin the beautiful
views and landscape of Greers Ferry. Onhce overdeveloped and over used it
will never, never make it back to. its original state, the way it is today.
Are not we "The Natural State"?

Thanks for allowing me to comment on the issue. This comment was made as a
response to an article in the Arkansas Democrat Gazette on Sunday, January
6th.

James Gaston

1810 North Spruce Street

Little Rock, Arkansas 72207
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From: Arthur Lindberg [mailto:lindbergacfearthlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 3:57 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: New Boat Docks

We think it would be a long term serious mistake to add more boat docks to
Greers Ferry Lake. The guality of the shore line will be affected as well as the
increased traffic on the lake. This is one of the few last manmade lakes in the
.United States and we feel that every effort should be made to preserve and
protect as is. Thank-you. Frank and Caroline Garth
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FW: Greers FerryFrom: Needham, Dana O SWL [Dana.0O.Needham@swl(2.usadce.army.mil]

From: Bill Adkisson [mailto:badkissonBconwaycorp. net]
Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2002 1:32 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subiject: Greers Ferry

Ladies and Gentlemesn:

I write to show my support for the second alternative presented in the EIS
under consideration by the Corps cof Engineers. That alternative seems the
most reasonable of those presented, allowing for enjoyment of the lake and
preservaticn at the same time. The negative impact seems insignificant
based on the presentation made in the study.

My family enjoys the many things Greers Ferry Lake has avallable to the
public. With three young children, we especially enjoy the swimming and
boating. I think the second alternative makes good sense, and hope that you
will adopt it.

Julie Fergusocn

1839 College Avenue
Conway, Arkansas 72032
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From: Feuers, Ritchie [mailto:RFeuers@nctr.fda.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 §:32 AM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greer's Ferry Lake

To whom it may concern,

I had a boat on the Lake from 1996 through 1999, but do not currently use
the lake. I would immediately come back to Greer's Ferry if the program to
add docks, and allow additiocnal lake front development is implemented. I am
all for the proposed development.

Sincerely--Ritchie J. Feuers

1039




From: Greg Fitch [mailto:Greg.Fitch@mail.state.ar.us]
Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2002 2:16 PM :
To: "gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

I support the preferred Alternative #2 for the shoreline management plan of
Greers Ferry Lake.

!
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From: Jim Glover [mailtoc:jl2@arkansas.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 3:47 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Fw: Letter to the editeor

Sun Times
Dear Editor,

Does the federal government via Corps ¢f Engineers want a 40,000 acre Greers
Ferry cesspool? Absolutely, no doubt azbout it. If anything has any quality,
virtue, value or appearance of good, it is the mission of the federal government
Lo corrupt, destroy, or damage it in scme way. If it ain't broken, it is their
divine mission to break it so they can they fix it and refix it.

Previous generations believed the purpose of government was to build, improve,
and create velue. That thinking is long gone.

We must learn the first and foremost purpose and objective of government, be it
-big, little, large or small, is to create a crisis. Never forget, crisis
creation.

This is election year. The politicians want our money. They will do anything
to get it. The threat cf destroying Greers Ferry Lake is -just one of the many
ways they extort money. After the election, they will settle deown for a couple
of years. Have we sc scon forgotien the previcus rounds we've had in electicn
years? The Community Water System's effort to put in a purification plant on
the south end of the lake a few years back. It will be back in a couple of
years or so. '

Now, all us boys and girls must empty our piggy banks, give it to these
political alligators and may be they will gquiten down till next election year.

Jim Glover
Eeber Springs, AR
312@arkansas.net
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From: Goodman, Mary [mailto:Mary.Goodman@amersham.com]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 8:50 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: RE: Greers Ferry

Please keep Greers Ferry lake one of Arkansas great natural treasures by not
allowing any extra boat docks. This lake is & natural beauty and it would be
terrible to deface it with commercialism.

I have been coming to this lake for 35 years and I appreciate the natural
beauty.

Sincerely,

Mary Gecodman
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From: GdevallZ@szol.com [mailto:GdevallZfaol.con]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 6:05 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP
Subject: alternative 2

I SUPPORT THE ALTERNATIVE 2.
DOCKS IN- FRONT OF MY HOUSE.

Grey Dziuba

I BELIEVE THAT WHEN I AM OLDER THAT I CAN ENJOY
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From: GAY, JOHN [mailte:jchn.gay@agedwards.com]
Sent: Friday, January 11, 2002 8:36 AM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management .

To: Ccrps of Engineers, Little Rock District

‘Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

I have not been involved in this project and I am not very informed it's
contents. However, I have been going to Greers Ferry Lake all of my life
and have recently purchased some real estate cn the lake. And I am
adamantly opposed to any alteration to the shecreline of Greers Ferry Lake.
The Corp. has done an outstanding job preserving the shoreline and making
Greers Ferry special. I want that to be maintained. This means no more
boat docks of any kind, period. It has to stop somewhere, you can't fairly
allow 100 now and say there will be no more later. The bottom line, boat
docks destroy the beauty of the shoreline. I do not want this lake to look
like many others in the state. It is special and let's keep it that way.

John and Leslie Gay
Jonesbore, Arkansas

Notice: Since e-mail messages sent between you and A.G. Edwards & Sons, Inc.
("AGE") and its employees are transmitted over the Internet, AGE cannoi assure
that such messages are secure. You should be careful in transmitting information
tc AGE that you consider confidential. If you are uncomfortable with such risks,
you may decide not to use e-mail to communicate with AGE. Although you may be
sending an e-mail message to a specific AGE employee, other AGE employees may
review such messages. Additionally, vour e-mail messages to AGE may, consistent
with AGE's regulatory requirements and retention policies, be retained. You
should alsc be aware that e-mail messages may be delayed or undelivered. AGE
does not accept orders to effect transactions or other similar instructions
through e-mail messages.

1044 .




From: Chuck Getman [mailto:cgetman@artelco.com]

Sent: Sunday, January 13, 2002 12:09 BM

To: USCorpsof Engineers

Cc: Gene & Bev Talliaferro; Larry & Barbara Sullivan; Fred & marge Stearns; Jim
Reed; Fred McCcurt; Lynn Harshbarger

Subject: Comment on Greers Ferry Lake SMP

Dear Sirs:

I have read the latest SMP and find it logical, supportive of the lake's future,
and adegquately addresses environmental concerns. For this reason I support the
management plan.

I have some concerns that a few petitions I have seen are predicated on an over-
abundance of mis-information. For this reason I suggest the Corps take a close
locok at the petition to determine what the petitioners are signing. In scme
cases the petiticon may nct be inclusive of the redl facts surrcunding the SMP.
What I'm saying is take a close look at who originated the petition to determine
the factual basis on which the petiticn is signed(we do know what propaganda
each group is purporting).

With regard tc the mis-information that is being publicized, it is my
recormendation the C.0.E. doesn't publicly address the mis-infermation but stick
to and publicize the actual facts surrounding the issue. I would counter
incorrect factual information with facts from the SMP. The real problem is the
SMP has become a political issue and we all know that political issues
discussion never needs teo be truthiul or factual when you oppose the issue.

A true friend of the lake: ‘

C. F. Getman

337 Grand Isle Drive

Fairfield Bay, AR 72088

e — 1045




From: Herbety [mailto:herbety@hypertech.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 4:41 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Shoreline management Plans For G F Lake

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management plans for Greers Ferry Lake.
I moved here to enjoy the clean lake the beauty and the year round fishing.
I've seen other lakes where the Corps have claimed to improve them, today they
are a mess, erosion, boat docks all over, shore lines striped of vegetation.
UGLY ! ! Please lieave the lake as is.

Herb Geisler
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From: Gideonsé@lacl.com [mailto:Gideonstldaol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 11:25 AM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: THE LAKE AT HERER SPRINGS

Please put a stop to allowing 95 new docks at this lake, and to letting people
mow within 50 feet of the lake. Can we not keep some areas of this "NATURAL
STATE" looking "natural™?

Thank you.
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From: Rujrgannonfacl.com [mailto:Rujrgannon@acl.com]
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 4:58 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Lake Greers Ferry.

Please keep the lake as is. Its beautiful and shold stay that way. Don
the
lake make it lock like a Chianese junkie shore line. T have a place in
Morgan
Manor. J. R. Gannon.
C
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From: bill gabler [mailto:wgabler@cswnet.com]
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 9:20 AM

To: Eis, Gf 3MP

Subject: Greers Ferry

Attn: Trish Anslow.
This is a plea for the Corps to exercise good judgement and save the beauty of

Greers Ferry for posterity. STOP the boat docks and the extended ‘cut' zone.
William Gabler, 277 Sycamore Lane, Lamar, AR. 72846,




From: ty gillespie [mailto:tyspy4@hotmail,com]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 6:27 EM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

Attn: Tricia Anslow
Dear Corps of Engineers,
Thank you fd£ devoted work to maintain the beauty of Greers

Farry Lake. I am writingyou today to express my support for option
number 2 of the Environmental Impact Study
for the new shoreline management plan. It is time that we have greater
access to the lake with a growing population of both residents and
vacationers.It is reassuring to see that the environmental impact will
be.negligible while the convenience to boaters will be greatly
enhanced. Seldom do we get such a positive return for such a small

price. 1T ask the Corps of Engineers fo adopt the #2 alternaitive to the
shoreline management plan now under consideration.

Please approve the plani

Sincerely yours,
Ty Gillespie

MSN Photos is the easiest way to share and print your photos:
http://photos.msn. com/suppert/worldwide.aspx
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From: Guy Gillespie [mailto:Guy@AccessAssociates.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 4:21 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: CGreers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Attn: Tricia Anslow CESWL-PR-PP
Little Rock Engineer District

Dear Corps of Engineers

While we are ever mindful of "improvements™ which slowly ercde our
environment we are in agreement with the new shoreline management plan -
proposal #2 - providing for more docks at Greers Ferry Lake. This is one of
the few times we can actually see progress without a negative impact.

Although we only visit Greers Ferry a few times a year we are devoted to
maintaining its beauty and appreciate all it has to offer. On past visits we
have frequently longed for greater access to the water. It may sound trivial
but for someone with limited vacation time the gquicker we can get to the
lake {and not spend half a day driving around to a marina) the better.

Thank you for coming up with a plan that satisfies the needs of the people
without destroying that which we all appreciate - the natural beauty of
rlaces like Greers Ferry Lake.

Sincerely,
Guy T. Gillespie
mailto:guyCaccessassociates.com

662.236.2372
662.236.0009, fax
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From: ty gillespie [mailto:ty gZ@hotmail,com}
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 €:17 BEM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

Attn: Tricia Anslow CESWL-PR-PP
Little Rock Engineer District

Dear Corps of Engineers

While we are ever mindful of "improvements® which slowly erode our
environment we are in

agreement with the new shoreline management plan - proposal #2 - providing
for more

docks at Greers Ferry Lake. This is one of the few times we can actually see
progress

without a negative impact.Although we conly visit Greers Ferry a half dozen
times a year

we are devoted to maintaining its beauty and appreciate all it has to offer.
On past

visits we have frequently longed for greater access tc the water. It may
sound trivial

but for someone with limited vacation time the quicker we can get to the
lake (and :

net spend half a day driving around to a marina) the better.Thank you for
coming up

with a plan that satisfies the needs of the people without destroying that
which we :

all appreciate - the natural beauty of places like Greers Ferry Lake.

Sincerely, Grace Gillespie

Join the world's largest e-mail service with MSN Hotmail.
http://www.hotmail.com
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From: GECLEEVERBacl.com [mailtc:GECLEEVERERaol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 12:08 BM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: SQUL support

We wih to pledge cur support for those against the increase of boat docks on
Greers Ferry Lake. To allow the "Uglification™ to occur will be a travesty.

George & Barbara Leever

2714 Tannenbaum Rd
Drasco,AR 72530




From: TRUDY LOERZEL [mailte:t.loerzel@worldnet.att.net]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 11:50 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: A Miller piont land owner

To whoever

I cwn lot # 7 at Millers Point and I would like to see alternative # 2 as your
preferred plan. '

Thank yvou for your time
Gerry J. Loerzel
Lot # 7
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From. barbaraandiim [mallto barbaraandjlm@arkansas net]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 8:20 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Objection to change in SMP.

Pléase accept this as my objection to the proposed changes in the
Shoreline Management Plan.

T am a native of Heber Springs, and have been a practicing Civil
Engineering Consultant in Heber Springs for more than 35 years.

As an enginser who has done several, I am fully aware of the issues
invelved in an Environmental Assessment, and I do not understand how the
proposed plan could have been determined to have No Significant
Environmental Impact. A boat dock on the shoreline has an ilmpact on
the spot where it is located, but from a bcat in the middle of the lake,
it has a visual effect on the whole viewable shoreline. The opening of
the proposed new areas will drastically change Greers Ferry Lake,
visually as well as physically. Boat docks will have a significant
impact on the value of property around the lake, on the guality of the
water, the air, the resulting noise, and virtually all the factors
considered to be important in an Assessment.

The lake is now one of the best kept and cleanest lakes in the CofE
system. Tt has that record because of the limited development plan

which has been in effect for its whole term of existence. This record
is primarily the result of the effcorts of one man, former Resident
Engineer Carl Garner, whom I have known for scme 35 years. It is most

significant that Mr. Garner has been one cf the foremost critics of the
propcsed changes.

Please listen to him, and DON'T change the plan. Greers Ferry Lake is
manmade, but because of its strict management, most of the lake has the
appearance of a wild and natural body of water. Tt is beautiful, let's

keep it that way.
Respectfully,

James R. Little, P.E.
1 Rockwood Drive

Heber Springs, Arkansas 72543

Phone 501-362-3138
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From: Arthur Lindberg [mailto:lindbergac@earthlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 3:46 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP :

Subject: More or less docks

Please do not allow more boat decks on Greers Ferry Lake.

It will ruin the pristine quality of the lake and cause very heavy traffic which
has already increased in recent years. The wave runners are accidents waiting to
happen. Scon the lake will be sc busy that no one will be safe. Thank-you.

Art and Charlene Lindberg :
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From: Lorrie Lindeman [mailto:lindeman@arkansas.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 4:28 PM

To: gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil

Subject: [Fwd: attn: Patricia Anslow]

Robert Lindeman wrote:

This is my preference regarding the shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake:
Leave It Alone. I hope you read the Sun Times letters to the editor;
particularly Wed.Jan.23-02

Two members of my family have decided against relocating here because of
remarks made to them by realtors whe conducted the teours for houses or
lots. To make this as brief as possible, here is the synopsis of thoese
damaging remarks:

" Well, things are changing around here. When folks are expected to
pay this kind of money around this lake, they deserve a full view and
the views are definately opening up, plus they won't have to travel 5
miles to get in their boat" '

"One guy I know moved here and the place was perfect except for a
few trees and an unsightly bunch of weeds. I warned him there could be
fines if he cut those trees. He said,’' what the h 11, do they count the
trees. 5o what if they dissappear at night ' do they glue them back up?
A few hundred bucks in fines won't break me."

"Oh yeah, that's Mr. Keys' estate. He is perfectly legal you know,.
There's no reascn every yard around here can't look like that and it's
just held up by one of those ol'boys clubs that's against progress of
any kind."

Not all realtors encourage encroachment on public land. Some do. Money
seems to be more important than conservation of natural resources for
future generations. By the way, I live next door tc a wooded area. It is
unsightly and harbors fleas, ticks, and mosguitors. It does not kelong
to me so I clean up the edges and put down pesticides on my own yard. I
knew the land next to me was not mine when I moved here so I leave it
alone. Property owners along the shoreline need to get that same truth.

VYV VVVYV VYV VYVYVY VY YV VY VYV YV Y Y Y Y Y VY
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From: Rcbert Lorenzen [mailto:rlorenzenfarkansas.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 11:24 AM

To: Eis, GE SMP

Subject: Saving Greers Ferry

Greers Ferry Lake is one of cur favorite Arkansas lakes. Please, let's keep it
as lovely as it is.
Do not add any more boat docks or zllow more mowing around the lake.

Thanks you saving the treasure that we have.

Sincerely, Claire and Bob Lornezen
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From: Stan Kuciejski [mailto:buffalostanByahoc.com]
Sent: Thursday, Januvary 10, 2002 11:50 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Boat Dock Additions

Dear Trish Anslow or To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this email as my public comment on the
proposed new boat docks on Greers Ferry Lake, I am
cppesed to any additional boat docks on the shorelines
of Greers Ferry Lake. Expansion of private docks will
only lead to polluticon and erosion of the shorelines.
R11 one needs to do i1s cruise the shorelines and view
the damage already done by the existing docks and no
dock building cocdes, etc. No More Docks!

Respectfully,

Stan Kuciejski

buffalostanyahco.com

Do You Yahoo!? B
Send FREE wvideo emails in Yahoo! Mazil!
http://promo.yahoo.com/videomail/

-
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From: Kucieijski, Stan [mailteo:SXuciejskilawcc.state.ar.us]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 10:22 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Dock Additions

To Whom It May Concern:

Please do not allow any additional docks, private or public te change the
lovely lake we have come to love...

Stan Kuciejski
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From: Rebecca Wix [mailto:rebeccawlixfarkansas.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 5:19 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Save Greers Ferry Lake - Letter from Ray Kirtley

January 24, 2002
Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am writing to cppose any plans to allow additional boat docks on
Greers Ferry Lake.

As a resident of the Heber Springs area or more than 25 years, I enjoy
the lake as it is -- in its natural state, and know that most people
that visit the lake do alsoc. Please do not destroy this pristine
natural resource with shore-to-shore boat docks and slips.

Please add me to the list of concern citizens who oppose the permitting
of additicnal boat slips/docks.

Thank you.
Ray Kirtley

145 Cockrell Drive
Heber Springs, AR 72543
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From: Doug Killgcre [mailto:nkeeper@znaxis.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 9:52 AM

To: Bis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Comment

As a near-by resident and private business cwner who benefits personally and
professionally from the Greers Ferry Lake proper and region, I must proclaim my
opposition to expanded development of the lake in the manner proposed. I have
been a fishing enthusiast for some time and have seen development hamper my
enjoyment of the sport at some lakes, particularly Lake Hamilton, due to the
over—development of the resource. As a result, I have ceased fishing at such
lakes. I can't imagine being the only cone who has done so.

Fishing Greers Ferry is still a joy, although my ability tc catch fish
consistently cannct be blamed con the lake. While boat traffic is heavy during
the summer it is only a temporary interruption of our efforts. The beauty of
the unspoiled banks of Greers Ferry usually atones for my lack of success. To
increase the presence of docks and human intervention weould greatly interfere
with that enijoyment.

From a business perspective, as a bed and breakfast owner in a nearby city, we
frequently kenefit from travelers visiting the lake and Greers Ferry region.
Many state their reason for repeated trips is to enjoy the "natural™ condition
and beauty of the lake. A fear is they may find other places to vacation if
such is replaced with development.

While both of these objections are in the realm of the subjective, additional
concerns would include pollution both environmentally and developmentally. The
environmental pollution should be cobvious with the permanent nature of docks and
the increased number of beats they naturally attract. Most of theose boats may
still enjoy the lake simply at a small price of the inconvenience of trailering
their boat. Not having docks does not prevent them from the sport.
Additionally, the clutter of the docks, stores, and increased "business"™ would
seemingly be out of place in such a natural environment. 2All conveniences are
availlable in the area if not on the shores of the lake.

As a result, I would be against permitting such development on Greers Ferry
Lake. :

Thank you for your time and interest and zllowing input from residents, bUSlneSS
people, and voters.

Doug Killgore, Owner/Innkeeper

Lightle House Inn

Searcy's Bed and Breakfast Inn
Emzail: nkeeperfanaxis.net
Web: www.LightleHouseInn.com
Toll Free 888-416-4341

Phone 501-279-7150

Fax 501-27%9-1206
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FW: Objection to the Greers Ferry Lake SMPFrom: Needham, Dana O SWL
From: Dkonkle@cox-internet.com [mailto:dkonklelcox—internet.com]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2001 7:42 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP _

Subject: Objection to the Greers Ferry Lake SMP

I would like to volice my cbjection to opening up additional areas to boat
sterage and clearing of the natural growth around our beautiful lake. I
have waterfront property and can not see the lake except in late winter, but
I zppreciate not seeing the houses and manicured lawns when I'm on the lake.
I'm afraid that allowing a little clearing will lead to excess and Corp lake
shore management will be harder to contrel than it is now. Let nature have
the waterfreont, lets just use a winding walk path to the lake as before.

I'd rather hear the birds as the lawn mowers on 3aturday morning:

I have a boat and store it at home, docking it when needed at the local Rec
Area, Which by the way needs to be improved. In my opinion if it were
easier to launch and park trailers less dock storage would be needed, Some
people use their boat less than 15 days & year and store it at the dock the
remaining 350 days. Choking the lake with more dock storage with this type
of utilization isn't warranted.

When the lake is down the docks almost touch now. What will happen in all
the areas now being proposed for additional docks when the pool is low. it
iz getting very difficult te find open areas to travel and fish in now.
Shore lines that I use to ski by two years ago are no longser available. NO
WAKE zones around these expanded docks are making travel on the lake
frustrating. I think it is desirable to limit the speeds arocund these areas
but NO WRKE, give me a break. Some boats have difficulty traveling slow
enough not to produce a wake. It takes 10 minutes to get by these areas now
what will it be when they expand more. '

I appreciate the job the Corp has done in the past and do not want to see
more private docks, or closing of open areas of the lake with the excessive
expansion of existing docks. I don't want our lake to look like what we
have done to the local country side. We clear off the beautiful trees and
put up storage sheds everywhere and it locks like Helll! Don't let our
lake get into fthe same mess. If you don't have room to store more boats on
the lake then don’t store them on the lake. At some point it's time to say
NO. i

Dan Konkle

14 Baywood Dr.
Heber Spring, AR




From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctR@econwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 5:47 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry

Ms. Anslow:

I have been coming to the lake since I was a little kid with my family, and
love it for its natural beauty. I support alternative #2. The minor increases
in boat docks allowed and area mairnitained around houses should have no impact,
in my view, other than positive.

Please adopt preferred alternative #2.
Sam Ketcheside

% Southshore
Conway, Arkansas

#F bed



3
.

From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctBconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 5:44 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to indicate my support for the second alternative for the new SMP. -
Given the standards it sets for boat dock approval, the limited number cf area
added for docks, and the limited ares allowed to ke maintained around houses, I
think it is a very good compromise. It allows some additional benefits to those
living around the lake while protecting the lake.

- My family and I have been coming to Greers Ferry since the 60's. It's &
beautiful spot. This plan will enhance its enjoyment and protect it at the same
time. Frankly, I can't understand any basis for the oppositicn.

Please adopt the preferred alternative #2.
Cathy Ketcheside

% Southshore Drive
Conway, Arkansas
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From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctlconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 5:53 PM

To; Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry

Tricia Anslow
Corps of Engineers

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I have been tazking my family to the lake since my kids were young; befors
that, I went to the lake as a teenager in the 60's, and we still come several
times each summer, since Ccnway is not far from the lake. We have friends who
have houses on the lake.

The second alternative, the preferréd one currently, seems to be fair and
reasonable. I think it is a good compromise, since it zllows for enjoyment of
the shoreline for some more docks and yard maintenance, while at the same time
protecting the beauty and cleanliness of the lake. The study supports this
view.

I ask that you approve the second alternative.
. Kenny Ketcheside

5 Lakeshore Drive
Conway, Arkansas 72032
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From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctl@conwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 6:08 PM

To: Corps ¢of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry

Ladies/Gentlemen:

T ask that you approve the second alternative now under consideration by the
Corps. It strikes me as good stewardship of the lake, allowing enjoyment of the
lake resources while protecting it for the future.

We have peen coming to the lake for my entire life. It is a beautiful place,
The second alternative will not increase the peliution to the lake in any
significant way, as indicated by the EIS. And contrary to the position staked
out by the opponents, the increased area in the vegetation modification will not
result in additional ercsicon. From what I have observed on the lake, the pecple
who want to manage the property below thelr houses want to mow, and otherwise
take care of the property, which would decrease the potential for erosion.

Please approve the second alternative,
Kenny Ketcheside

5 Lakeshore
Conway, Arkansas 72032
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From: Jeanita Karnes [mailto:karnes@system-scale.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 2:55 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: greers ferry lake proposal

To Whom it may Concern:

T believe that adding the boat docks on Greers Ferry lake would be detrimental
to the lake. I enjoy the natural surroundings of.the lake. In fact I usually
don't realize a house is in the area until I visit the lake in winter. Adding
more boat docks and marinas to the lake and allowing property owners to mow
closer would take away from the natural beauty of the lake.

Please do not allow more your current proposal to go inte effect.

Jeanita Karnes
North Little Rock, AR
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From: Lane Keeter [mailto:lkeeterBcswnet.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 10:55 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP _

Subject: Greers Terry Lake Boat Dock Proposal

To Whom It May Concern:

I am a resident of Heber Springs and a boat owner. While selfishly I think it
would be nice t{o be able to have my own boat dock in which to keep our boat, I
realize that Greers Ferry Lake 1s a true treasure. It belongs to everyone, not
just these of us who live here , boat here or own property here. For this,
reason I strongly cppose the proposed plan that would allow the building of
additional docks on the lake. Please protect Lhis wonderful lake for
generations to come by sliminating this plan., Thank vou for allowing me to
express my oplinion,

Sincerely,

Lane Keeter

1031 Lakeshore Drive
Heber Springs, AR 72543
501-362-8281




From: Kay F Jackson [mailto:kayijZ@juno.com}
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 10:20 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry lake

We understand that people want to ruin the lake by adding many boat slips
on the lake. It sounds like a bad idea to us. Please reconsider your
plans.

Sincerely,

Dale and Kay Jackson

398 Plat Reocad

Colgate, Wi., 53017

kayj2@juno.com

We love Greers Ferry as is.

GET INTERNET ACCESS FRCM JUNO!

Junc offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less!
Join Junc today! For your FREE software, wisit:
hitp://dl.www.juno.com/get/web/.
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————— Criginal Message--—--—

From: Bo Jackson [mailto:liilhoney@cox-internet.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 2:30 PM

To; Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Dear Sir,

As a 1980 U. S. Army War College graduate I have come to appreclate the many and
various tasks/projects that have been assigned to the Corps cof Engineers over
the many years. However, in the case of Greers Ferry Lake, my vote i1s NC to
Amendment 2 of the SMP -- and NO to any of the other recent alternatives to the
SMP.

Thank you,

Colonel Pete Jackson, USALF, Ret.
Heber Springs
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From: charlie james [mailto:joyjames@cox-internet.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 11:14 AM

To: Eis, Gf sSMP

Subject: SMF

In my opinion, the old saying about "if it ain’'t broke...don't fix it"
applies to Greers Ferry Lake. The lake is beautiful as is! That beauty
is the reason many people, like my family, moved here from out of

state. We fell in love with the natural setting, the cleanliness ¢f the
lake, and the unique beauty of its shore. More docks will only take
away from that beauty. People can go many other places and find lakes
with a dock for every house. Those who want that should do just that!
This lake is unigque and should remain so; it will only bescome more
special and valued over the years as other lakes continue to decline
with all their clear cutting and dock proliferation. The Corps of
Engineers has done a wonderful job of managing the lake in the past,
they should be commended and keep up the good work. Joy James, Heber
Springs
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From: Larry Jean [mailto:sallyandliarryjean@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 9:C04 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP . '

Subject: Shoreline Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake

We hereby register our opposition to the subject management plan. We
strongly disagree with the plan to increase development along the screline.

B 0 v 5 S
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From: Jehl, Louis Imailto:louis.iehl@perkinsrestaurants.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 8:56 AM

To: 'gf.smp.eils@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Corp of Engineers
P.0. Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Ladies & Gentlemen- :
I understand from that the Corp of Englneers is considering expanding the
number of dock permits available on Greers Ferry Lake.

My family and I find this news very, very disturbing. The beauty of Greers
Ferry Lake has been assured through its almost 40 years by the controls
placed on placement of docks through out the lake. In fact, that is the
reason we purchased our home on the lake.

There is absolutely no reason or justification for changing the number of
docks allowed on the lake. The only explanation wculd be tc allow a small
select, group of property owners to benefit at the expense of the
environment, lake users, and their neighbors.

My wife and I have a home at 689 Christopher Drive which is on Salt Creek
below Diamond EBluff Road. The Diamond Bluff area is one of the areas
potentially affected by the plan to expand the number of docks on the lake.
We chose this area because of its remote feel and uncluttered shoreline. We
relied on the restrictions in place at the time that we purchased our
property to maintain the character of the area and its undevelcped nature.

Those property owners and developers who are now campzaigning for these
changes. also knew what the restricticns were when they purchased their
property.

I 'strongly encourage you to NCT approve the proposed changes to these
restricticns as well as the restrictions regarding the clearing of property.
I hope that you will carefully consider the impact that these changes will
have on the environment and the beauty of this wonderful lake. The Corp has
done an cutstanding job of maintaining the highest level of standards on
Greers Ferry Lake and I'm certaln you will continue to do so by
reconsidering these changes.

Thank vou for taking the time to solicit the inpﬁt of those who love Greers
Ferry Lake!

Most Singerely,
Louis C. Jehl

689 Christopher Drive
Higden, Arkansas 72067

Mailing Address:
6520 S. Oak Shadows Circle
Memphis, Tennessee 38119
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Frem: J Johnsen [mailto:jjohnsenBartelco.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2002 5:06 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Save Greers Ferry Lake

Add my name to the list of those OPPOSED teo the Corp of Engineers allowing the
great increase in the number of docks on Greers Ferry Lake and OPFOSED to
allowing mowing to 100 feet from the water.

We like our lake special, we like our lake open and natural, we like our lake
PROTECTED. There are plenty of other lakes willing to give in to the demands of
a few people who can't be bothered to go that extra mile to keep their
environment beautiful. Let's not be like everyone else!

Save Greers Ferry Lake..

Judy Johnsen
Fairfield Bay
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From: Linda Johnson [mailteo:Lindallittlerockchristian.com]
Sent: Friday, January 11, 200Z 6:195 PM

To: 'gf.smp.eisfusace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Plans

I am writing to express great objection to any more boat docks, buildings, any
kind=s of things that will continue to pollute this water.

T think it is incredibkle that you want to allow pecple to mow down to the Water
line! So now we can add more lawn chemicals te the mix that my parents have to
drink! It's all the water they have. They don't have a lakehouse.

It is true thalt the Greers Ferry Lake and Dam Project has provided needed water
and jobs for those who live in the area, as well as providing recreation for
many others....which can be good and bad for those living in the area.

It is alsc true that the area was a beautiful one when it was taken by the Corps
of Engineers in the late 50s. My grandparents gave up their home so the dam
could be where it is. : '

I have a real love for and an interest in the lake and the area. I hate To see
it become polluted like lakes in the Hot Springs area. Think of all the.
Arkansas Citizens who depend on this water for their lives! Surely we can do
what is right for the.people who can't afford a "lakehouse™!

Please keep Greers Ferry cleaner., No more building.

Linda Jchnson
1600 Stewart Rd.
Little Rock, Arkansas 72223

501-821-2886
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From: Jones Robert C. [mailto:robertc9268yahoc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 9:19 PM '

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Lake

Please reconsider allowing encroachment on Greers Ferry Lake. Once a beauty of
nature is destroyed, it cannot be replaced. People bought lake front property

knowing of the restrictions, why give to the few, and take away from the many?

Thank you,

Rokert C. Jones, Little Rock
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From: Steven B. Jordan [mailto:sbjordan@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 9:03 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management

Dear Sirs:

This is to voice my opposition to additicnal private boat docks, increased
mowing or other increased development or similar activity on Greers Ferxry
Lake. The lake in pristine and beautiful. Leave it alone. There will
always be pressure from lakefront landowners but they already have more than
enough in privileges & amenities. I realize that the proposed increase in
private docks is a modest percentage. But why should a small privileged
increased percentage be allowed to have docks. Other landowners can make
this argument (equal rights for all) in the future & possibly win in court
after you have allowed a few more to have docks. There are plenty of slips
in the marinas. There is no reason (other than their own perscnal
convenience) why landowners can't keep their boats in the marinas like
everyone else.

4s to mowing, the privileged few who are landowners will have better views,
but the many, many boaters will be deprived of the beauty of the pristine
lakeshore. In addition there are concerns regarding mud & dirt runoff into
the lake. BAnd most of these homes have septic systems which have to be
treated carefully.

The lake is beautiful. Lets leave it alone.

Thanks for your consideration.

Steve Jordan

Y
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From: vance jones [mailto:jtjonesf@cswnet.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 1:18 PM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Cpposition to 2000 management plan

Gentlepersons,

As I remember the purpose of the original justification for Greers Ferry
Dam it did net involve increasing property values for real estate
developers and land cowners around the lake.

The 2000 revision in the management plan does not seem to have any other
justification than those however. It will not improve flcod control,
power generation, public water supply, or public recreation.

The additional docks outside the coves will neither increase the beauty
of the lake nor improve it for public recreation; it merely increases,
the value of certain parcels of land. Obviously this change has no
effect on fleod control or power generation.

The additional mowing easements will also not improve public recreation,
power generation, water supply or flood control. Again, they will
benefit only the property cwners and real estate developers, but they
can degrade the quality of the lake.

additional silt will go into the lake from the additional, more rapid
runoff. Also, there is a very real danger of non-point pollution of the
waters of Greers Ferry. People will not be satisfied with mere mowing
for fire protectiocn; they will want to create "lawns" of the addticnal
areas. The American "lawn" is not a natural grassland; it is an
artificial decoration requiring fertilizers, pesticides, and

herbicides. These chemicals will all end up in the lake.

So the amendments to the 1994 plan benefit a very few pecple who are
special interest groups and contain a very real threat to the quality of
the lake and the interest of the general public.

I oppose the changes and so should the Corps of Engineers.

Sincerely,

- Vance Jones

2559 River Bend Road
Heber Springs, AR 72543
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From: Chjones3l3Racl.com [mailto:Chjones313@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 7:4%9 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subdect: GREERS FERRY LAKE

This e-mail is sent to you concerning boat dock development on Greers Ferry
Lake. '

First, I oppose any additicnal development to private boat docks at the lake,

primarily for the cosmetic and environmental damage that could be done. I
have seen what this type of "development" can do. I noticed this "eyesore"
several vears ago on another Arkansas lake, where scme private docks were in
such a state of dis-repair that they were ugly and dangerous! Some owners
will maintain their dock, while others will neglect it until the dock
literally drops into the lake.

I am not a property owner at Greers Ferry Lake, but I camp out on the lake
about twice to three times per year, primarily at Dam Site Park. I have
witnessed the onslaught of boating there and I am surprised_that the
accident rate is not higher than it already is! Adding private docks will
only increase this problem. Alsc, this will increase the pollution level at
the lake. My guess is that most trash picked up around the lake probably
comes from negligent boaters rather than campers.

If a property owner wants to launch a boat into the lake, let them launch it
at cne of the Corps launch ramps! Please don't spoill beautiful Greers Ferry
Take for all of us just to accomodate a handful of property owners who only
have their ccnvenience and self-interests in mind by wanting their own dock.

Leave the lake alcne, please!!!l!

Greers Ferry Camper

1080 __ .
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From: jones' [mailto:jhjones@ipa.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 1:11 PM
To: Els, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

This purpose of this e-mail is to strongly oppose the addition of more boat

docks on our Lake. The beauty of this lake and the purity of the shoreline

guarantees continued visifors to the area - that's one of the reasons we're
different from other lakes in the state and hereby states. If you would
like to see what a lake full of boat dock appears check out the Tennessee
River (Pickwick). While you're checking, lock at all the garbage in the
water as a result.

Thank you.
Margie A. Jones
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From: Harry & Kitty Jones [mailto:harrykitty@aristotle.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 8:48 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: GREERS FERRY LAKE

THE PEQPLE MAKING THE DECISTONS ON GREERS FERRY LAKE SHCOULD
DECIDE WHAT WOULD THEIR MOTHER DC.

p;




From: Jeanne Homuth [mailto:jeannefozarkisp.net]
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2002 2:25 BM

To: Corps US Engineers

Subject:

Your proposals for Greers Ferry Lake are disgraceful. You will ruin this
peantiful lake if you persist, and you can be sure you will face opposition
every step of the way. You people are ill advised.

Lester R. Homuth

PO #1572

Fairfield Bay, BAr. 72088
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From: Jesanne. Homuth [mailto:jeanne@ozarkisp.net]
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2002 2:18 PM

To: Corps US Engineers

Cc: Jeanne Homuth

Subject:

We have been permanent residents to the Greers Ferry Lake area since 1977.
In all those years the integrity of this beautiful, clean and peaceful lake has
been maintained. Now the very people who should protect it want to desecrate and
destroy. You should be relieved of your positions and sent to a mental '
institution. '
Mrs. Jeanne M. Homuth
1248 Dave Creek Pkwy.
P.0O. Box #1572
Fairfield Bay, Ar. 72088
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From: Harvey Howi
Sent: Wednesday,
To: Eis, Gf SMP
Subject: Shorelin

I own lots-in wvar
cn record as supp
Plan. :

Harvey Howington
PO Box 309
Lepantoc, AR 7235

ngton [mailto:harveyhow@eritter.net}
January 23, 2002 3:08 PM

e Management Flan

ious locations around Greer's Ferry Lake. T would like to go
orting "preferred alternative #2" of the Shoreline Management

4
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January 15, 2002

Jay and Tiffany Hudkins
221 Neely Street
Hewitt, Texas 76743

Ms. Patricia Anslow _

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 '

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

Even though my address has been in Texas for 11 years now, my family and I still make the 10 to 12 hour
trip several times a year to enjoy my favorite lake, Greers Ferry. I am aware of the current batile between a
few grouchy seniors who wish to use exaggerations and fear tactics to gain supporters in their baseless
lawsuit to "protect” Greers Ferry Lake from the firture.

As someone who will be around to see Greers Ferry's future in the 21 century and as a life-long user of
Greers Ferry Lake, I am writing to support the Alternative 2 plan by the Corps of Engineer's Shoreline
Management Plan. Having been raised in Arkansas and spending many summers, falls, and springs at
Greers Ferry Lake, I too know the true natural, unique beauty of this lake and I am very interested in
preserving it for my children to enjoy as they grow up. However, I believe that Alternative 2 offers the best
compromise to property owners on the lake who seek boat storage and for the naturalists who want to

. preserve the beauty of the lake. The Corps of Engineers does an excellent job of maintaining the integrity
of the shoreline and the natural habitats around the lake. Allowing property owners to merely float docks in
the water that are connected to the shoreline by only a few feet still preserves the thousands of miles of
shoreline around the lake and its beautiful towering trees.

1 would like it noted also that statements made by Save Greers Ferry Lake supporters are inaccurate and
misleading. Original proposals by the Corps in 1999 allowed less than 1% of the shoreline to be opened up
for docks. As long as the Corps continues to own and maintain the property immediately surrounding the
lake and property owners follow the restrictions already in place, there is no reason to fear that the future of
Greers Ferry Lake will be any different than its past and it will continue to be the tree-lined natural beauty
and wildlife habitat that it is today.

Sincerest regards for our lake,

Tiffany, Jay and Jackson Hudkins
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From: amhoffman@cji.net [mailto:amhoffman@cii.net]
Sent: Friday, January 04, 2002 4:35 PM

To: gf.smp.eisBusace.army.mil. ’

Subject: Comment Sheet Return

. To Whom It May Concern:
After reading about the Corps Alternative 2 and alsc being a frequent

visiteor to Greers Ferry Lake, I would like to express my support of
Alternative 2. Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Sincerely,

Allison Hoffman
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From: Harry Hchenstein [mailto:habulipa.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 12:43 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers rerry

From: Harry Hohenstein
101 Western Hills Dr.
Searcy Arkansas 72143
(501-268-1832)

Conserning your proposal to change the rules on boat docks and mowing and etc.
GO FOR IT. I AGREE WITH THE ARMY CORFP OF ENGINEERS

habulipa.net

[
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From: LevcoZ@acl.com [mailto:Levco28acl.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 11:04 AM

To: Eis, GIf SMP

Subject: EnvirolImpact comment

As a resident of Heber Springs, I want to strongly express by COncern over
the proposed dock construction on the lake. I, and everyone I know, oppose
the idea of adding any docks at all to the lake's shoreline. Please leave
the pristine beauty untouched!

Jed Hellan

54% Wildflower Rd.

Heber Springs, AR 72543

Levco2@AOQL. com




From: Eva and Bill Hoerz [mailto:bakie@artélco.com]
Sent: Monday, Jaznuary 28, 2002 4:57 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: (EIS)

We wish to register our vote on the Greers Ferry Lake Sheoreline Management
Plan.
We vote in favor of the Corps pian.

We believe that they should be allowed tc manage the Lake and do the job
they have been assigned to dc.

We do not believe however that the TLake should be used as a water reservoir.
It is drawing the Lake down tooc much. The level is much lower that it has
been for some time.

We also believe that Mr. Garner should enjoy his big retirement paid to him
by the Corps of Engineers and leave the management of the Lake to those now
in charge. He had his time.

Thank you for taking our vote.

Sincerely

William and Eva Hoerz

I
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From: Eva and Bill Hoerz [mailto:bakie@artelcc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 3:48 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP )

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

We wish to register our vote on the Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management
Plan draft Environmental Tmpact statement (EIS).

We have lakefront property on the lake and we have a dock.

We wish to cast our vote with the Corps of Engineers. We feel that they
should be left to manage the lakefront as they see fit. Mr. Carl Garner had
his time and we feel that he should enjoy his large retirement paid by the
government and leave the management to those who are currently in charge to
do the management.

The only thing that we have concern for is Greers Ferry Lake being used for
a water reservoir to supply water to all of the counties remotely close To
it. Was the lake designed to do this? If sc than I don't think the design
is working. We have notice a lower water level ever since this plan was
put in action. In fact our dock is now setting on dry land due to the being
dropped five feet over one night. We have been in this condition for over a
year and the lake has never come up enough to float our dock again.

If this is going to be a continuing condition, then we think the flood line
can be lowered.

Thank veu.

William & Evea Hoerz

[
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From: Alliscon Henderson [mailto:allie~h@swbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 9:59 BPM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: We suppert the Shoreline Management Plan 2000

Dear Ms. Anslow

We are writing to express our support for the Shoreline
Management Plan 2000, alternative No. 2, for Greers Ferry
Lake as proposed and recommended by the Little Rock District
Corps of Engineers. We understand that the lake has
approximately 7% of the shoreline currently zoned for
private docks and the recommended changes would increase
that by about 1%.

We are frequent visitors fo the lake and surrounding recreational
areas, and we feel that the small number of additicnal boat docks
would not adversely affect the water quality or the natural beauty
of the shorelins.

We have always respected the job that the Corps of Engineers has
done in managing Arkansas's lakes, and we support these proposed
changes.

Rokert and Allison Henderson
1719 Jennifer Drive

Little Rock, Arkansas 72212
501-228-4062




From: Tom [mailto:theislerfusa.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 11:44 AM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: greer's ferry lake

Dear Sir/Madam:

I am opposed to relaxed Corp restrictions on Greer's Ferry Lake.

The Corp is now saying that it is only responsive to public demand and that i1s
why it has decided to alter its course of 45 years and allow more docks. Does

the Corp not have its own standards? This rationalization and this action is

not worthy of the Army Corp of Engineers which has protected the environmental
sites for which it hes been the steward.

Please do not pursue authorization for additicnal docks.

Once this cat is cut of the bag, it will never consent to get back in. And you
will be faced with a deluge cof lawsuits in the future.

Lauriann Heisler




Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management PlanFrom: Ethel Heimann
[nopets2002us@yahoo. com]

Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 8:31 AM

To: nopets2002ustyahoo.com _

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

I had the opportunity to read the initial Shoreline
Management Plan and felt pretty good about the
concientious effort the Corp was putting into
protecting the many interest in the Lake. I am now
making the assumption that the Environmental Impact
Statement is positive in order for the plan to be
implimented. I have no objection to the permiting of
93 additional docks provided the rules are followed
which I am certain will be performed.

Respectifully,
Ben Heimann Pres.

Dave Creek Slips Assn. #1

Dc You Yahoo!?
Send FREE video emails in Yahoo! Mail!
http://prome.yahoo.com/videomail/

_...1004




From: William A. Harper [mailto:phcs8Bipa.net]
Jent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 12:38 PM

To: Eis, G SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Management Plan

Dear Sirs: Please register my opposition to the plan now under
consideration. The increase in the number of cocks may be minimal but how do
you propese to tell the neighbor of the one now getting a deck that he is

not also entitled to one. And please be assured that the courts will not so
discriminate. '

Also cutting 1/2 of the vegetation between houses, trailer, etc. and the
lake will surely affect the beauty of the lake as well as the purity and
clarity of the water. It is already not nearly as clear as it used to be.
The convenience and profits of the few should be weighed against the wishes
of the rest of us. '

Thank you, _

Nancy Harper, 650 Cliffview, Quitman, AR 72131-9871phcsB@ipa.net




From: THOMAS F. HALL, JR. [mailto:THALLlRcompuserve.com!
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 10:14 AM

To: USACCE/Trish Ansiow

Subject: Comments on the Greers Ferry EIS

My wife's parents own 14 acres of Greers Ferry Lake "shoreline" property on
"a beautiful point. They zlsc have a permitted boat dock on the lake. They
are elderly (I am 62) and have difficulty accessing the lake, so the COE
has graciously permitted them tc use a golf cart for access cn a specified
path.

We have ocur dock. OQur concern is for like perscns who don't have one and,
if elderly, cannct access the lake by boat withcut a significant effort on
their part. They should also be allowed access to the lakefront and a
place to keep a boat.

We also have a problem caused by the "natural" conditions on the 50 to 100
feet of COE owned shoreline that surrcunds our land. The shoreline is
overgroown with brush, briar thickets and pine trees so dense you cannot
walk between many of them, The COE does not remove fallen trees cor limbs,
driftwood, or trash that washes onto the shoreline as the lake level rises
and falls. This results in us being unable to glimpse a view of even a
part of the lake from the lazkehouse, except in the fall, when the leaves
are off of the excessive number of trees located on the COE property. If
you travel around the property by boat, you get an excellent view of a
shoreline littered with empty bottles and other trash, not to mention the
~driftwood jams in the coves.

If we were allowed to clean out the excessive underbrush and briars, or to
mow to the shoreline, the people con the lake would see an exceptionally
well manicured shoreline with trees and green grass, instead of all of the
"natural" trash, briar patches, and driftwocd jams that currently exist.
True, they would see the house as well, but it is a nice house that is well
kept.

I am an environmentalist. Prior to retiring, I ran a 325 person
Environmental, Safety, Health and Waste Management organization with a $44
million annual budget. I currently work as a consultant for four U.S
Environmental Preotection Agency regicns on the cleanup of Federal
Facilities. I can easily identify what is good for the environment and
what is not, and a few boat docks and a well cared for shoreline that is
mowed and cleaned of debris is not the threat some of the uninformed would
suggest.

Please let us use and enjoy the lake.

vy

f*




From: The Hales [mailto:hstoragelartelco.com]
_Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 9:57 EM

To: corp of enginners

Subject: Comment For Gresrs Ferry TLake SMP

T Am 100% in favor of Alternative 2.

It seems to me that the opposition group is more interested in keeping boat
docks off the lake rather than what kind of  Env. impact the docks will
cause. We had a permit to build a community dock. T say that the dock will
cause a lot less damage than 5 to 8 boats tied to the shore will.
Thank vou.

Jim Hale

1245 Roman Rd.
Shirley Ark. 72153




From: Elisa Hackman [mailto:elisal@arkansas.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 4:16 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subiject: Greers Ferry Lake

Greers Ferry Lake is one of the natural beauties of Arkansas, the beauty of it's
cliffs and sherelines are found nowhere else in the state. There are plenty of
plastic lakes in the state, such as Lake Hamilton, with docks every 50 feet.
Lakes such as Greers Ferry, once developed, will never have the natural beauty
that they have now. What a rare opportunity it is to find crystal clear water
and pristine shoreline that is not thousands of miles from civilization, such as
in Canada. If people want the city atmosphere then they should stay in the
cities. : '

Leave Greers Ferry Lake as it is.
George S Hackman

250 Green Forest Ln
Tumbling Shoals AR 72581
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From: djharris@cromwell.com [mailto:djharris@creomwell.com)
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 7:54 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

T am in favor of alternative #2 for the shoreline managment plan for Greers
Ferry Lake.

Daron J.Harris
Little Rock, Ar,
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From: HARRIS, BRIAN [mailto:brian.harristGagedwards.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 1:3¢ PM

To: ‘gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil'

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline management

I am in favor of alternative #2 for the shoreline management plan for Greers
Ferry Lake.

Brian M. Harris

Financial Consultant

A.G. Edwards & Sons, Inc.

3628 East Ave. Socuth ’ -
La Crosse, WI 54601

608-788-9800

800-727-0920

608-788-9838 fax

www.agedwards.com/fc/brian.harris

Notice: Since e-mail messages sent between you and A.G. Edwards & Sons, Inc.
("AGE"} and its employees are transmitted over the Internet, AGE cannot assure
that such messages are secure. You should be careful in transmitting information
to AGE that you consider ceonfidential, If you are uncomfortable with such risks,
vou may decide not to use e-mail to communicate with AGE. Although you may be '
sending an e-mail message to a specific AGE employee, other AGE employees may
‘review such messages. Additionally, your e-mail messages to AGE may, consistent
with AGE's regulatory reguirements and retention policies, be retained. You
should also be aware that e-mail messages may be delayed or undelivered. AGE
does noit accept orders to effect transactions or other similar instructions
through e~mail messages.




From: Hank Harvey [mailto:hankark@cotterweb.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 8:04 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: building on greers ferry lake

I feel there 1s encugh development around the lake., it could stand a few more
marinas and docks but certainly neot 90. set a lower number; say 25_new
installations. hank harvey, cotter, ar.




From: Barbara Hart [mailto:barbara@lecmail.org]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 1:08 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greer's Ferry dock expansion

My husband and T strongly oppose the plan to allow
additional docks at Greer's Ferry Lake. The iake is
already filled with too many boats, drunken and/or
speeding boat drivers, scum and oil slicks. We also
oppose increasing the mowing area. There is no need
for 2 person to have a manicured lawn out in the
country. Let nature take its course.

Barbara and Corbett Hart
655 Wildflower Road
Heber Springs AR 72543

Move your email to a better address.
Over 1,000 domains t¢ choose from! FREE! PRIVATE!
http://www.MailSpace.com
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From: Lynn Harshbarger [mailto:tallpines@hypertech.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2002 9:10 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP; jwpreston€juno.com

Cc: LotZ2B8@Hypertech.Net; JIM.DIXON@SMITH-NEPHEW,COM; JMARKEARTELCO.COM;
rhnelson@ozarkisp.net; JIMREEDEHvpertech.Net; L-SANCHOEREMAIL.MSN.COM;
mtubbs@ARTELCO. COM; marvan@ARTELCO.COM

Subiject: Re: BOAT DOCKS - GF LAKE

Wnile I agree that it is not in the best interest of anyone to have docks
going up willy nilly around the lake, that is just the reason and the
justification for a Shoreline Management Plan that allows for expansicn in
an orderly and planned way. The usage of Greers Ferry Lake is going to
continue to grow and expand. The last time I looked at a Federal Government
textbook, it explained that when the Federal Government owns properiy
(Greers Ferry Lake), they will decide it's use and who will ke in charge of
it (The Cerps). As I understand the mandates and usage of this Lake, ths
last person to put a boat in Greers Ferry has as much right to be there and
have & boat slip for their boat as the first person to put a boat in the
Lake. To let a small group of a few hundred well meaning people try to
force their vision of this Lake on the other several thousand residents cof
the area as well as telling the Federal Government how they will run this
Lake seems absurd to me. Trying to stop the growth of boats and pecple
using this Lake is not only provincial, but illegal. Better te plan for the
coming growth than try tc ignore it. That's when we would really get into
trouble. The only scam I see ls the one that is spreading misinformation
and sprouting rumors to accomplish a goal that is simply not realistic., A
friend of the Lake, Lynn Harshbarger




Another view of the Corps’ Shoreline Management Plan

So much has been said about this issue that the real purpose of the Corps’
proposal is geiting lost. In many statements made to date, a case is presented
for opposing the Corps’ forthcoming Shoreline Management Plan which
allows for additional shoreline to be used for boat slips and for additional slip
permits to be issued.

Public use of this lake is increasing each year. More and more boaters are
showing up to enjoy the sparkling waters of the lake and the beauty of this
arca. Since this is a Federal facility, owned by the Federal Government and
managed by the US Corps of Engineers, it is open to the public, all the public,
not just the ones already here in residence. Many of the newly arrived boaters
and residents want a boat slip in which to store their boat.

It is important to remember that this is a Federal facility open to the public.

That means the last person to put their boat in the water here has the same right

to use the lake and it’s facilities, including the use of a boat slip, as the first
person that put their boat in the water.

Growth here at Greers Ferry Lake is going to happen. Isn’t it much much
better to have a plan to direct and control that growth than to just let it take
place in a happenstance sort of way? The Corps’ Shoreline Management Plan
is an attempt to allow an orderly and plarmed growth of boating facilities on
Greers Ferry Lake, It should be supported, not opposed. A look at the long
term future of the lake makes the Corps plan acceptable and desirable.

Lynn Harshbarger, another friend of the lake




From: Lynn Harshbarger [mailto:tallpines@hypertech.net]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 11:29 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Vegetation Modification

Attached is an editorial submitted to the FFB News On January 21,
add thig to the comments received regarding your forthcoming SMP.

2002.

Please

g o

o
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Regarding the Vegetation Modification issue.

At present there are 44 miles of shoreline dedicated to Public Recreation Areas. This
means that 44 miles of shoreline has been cleared, with concrete ramps installed in
certain parts of that 44 miles, all of which contributes to the type of erosion described as
runoff and contributing to another objectionable item, pollution. These 44 miles of
shoreline, as modified, far exceeds any other factor that contributes to runoff and
pollution from the 50" or proposed 100" vegetation modification being permittéd between
private land and the public fand.

A closer look at just what “Vegetation Modification” means further restricts “scarring and
clearing” that is a root issue of those protesting the Corps” SMP. It seems that cosmetic
concerns or what the shoreline will look like, is the real issue here, not pollution and
environmentai concerns. A boat slip in a cove will have just as much environmental
impact on the lake as it would anywhere else, just as more boats on the water and
people in the water will have. To present environmental concerns to mask the real issue
of maintaining a pristine shoreline is misieading.

Vegetation Modification as permitted by the Corps is very restrictive as far as altering
the appearance of the shoreline. Quoting from the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement of the Corps to wit: "The current SMP allows a vegetation modification permit
to be granted to enable building owners to protect their premises from fire”. “7he
purpose must be for fire protection and not for landscape enhancemnent”.. “Only hand
operated tools and noncommercial lawn mowers may be used.”.... “Flowering trees and
shrubs, regardless of size, may not be removed.,” Further, the Corps prohibits the
removal of any tree or shrub with a trunk diameter of over 2", In other words, any tree
or shrub large enough to hide buildings and which restricts a view to or from the lake,
has to remain in place. This certainly represents a maximum effort to maintain a
pristine shoreline as seen from the lake.

If common sense and knowledge of the Corps’ proposal prevail, then the forthcoming
SMP of the Corps should be supported. It is the best way to preserve the lake as it is,
not change it. '

Lynn Harshbarger




From: JENETTEEEBERTRcs.com [mailto:JENETTEHEBRERTABcs.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 2:17 PM

To: Bis, Gf SMP

Subliect: Approve Alternative 2

I am a property owner, on Hurricane Bay,who applied for and received a dock
permit under the 2000 SMP. Our dock was in the water prior to the injunction. We
have been unable to use the dock since 9/15/00.

The Corp's should approve the 93 permits allowed under alternative 2 because:

1. all Nepa rsguiremnts have now been complied with, and exceeded.

2. The EIS shows no safety, visual, geographical or envircommental or significant
impact will occur.

3.The EIS has been reviewed and approved by the Tulsa Corp's office and an
expert, Dr Larry Cantor. .

4.Growth will be limited by this initative to these 93 new permits.

5.Most new permits were issued for areas already having docks. For instance
there are 30 docks already present in Hurricane bay.

6.The Corp's requires private docks to be maintained better than the commercial
marinas, for example styrofoam floation is not allowed con private docks.

7. private docks will keep those owners boats from eroding the shoreline when
beached.

8.Seniocrs, young children and disabled citizens can more safely board boats that
are docked. My mother, wheo travels from New Zealand to visit and enjoy lake life
with her grandchildren is unable to join them on the sea doos and ski boat when
they ski and play on the water due to her knee, uniess she can use a dock.Other
friends visit from California with their child who is in a wheel chair. He is
unable to get out on the water unless he uses a private dock.

9.Visitors to the lake enjoy their stay and are more inclined to return when
they can use a dock for their boating and water fun.Greers Ferry permanent
residents rely on visitors for their financial well being.

10.The marinas are growing-aznd are creating a visual peollution, cengestion and
unsafe boating conditions due to the number of boats being forced to use them.
Private docks will do alot to spread the boating traffic arcund the lake.

11. Denying new dock permits will not reduce the number of boats on the lake. Ve
own 4, and will not sell any just because we don't receive a permit.

12 The mowing permitswill be approved individually.The lake will be protected by
a 50' wvegetation buffer. Being able to clear will help with fire safety, and
2llow some snake control around residences., ‘

We are tired of the wvoczl minority dictating how we will use and enjoy what we
consider to be the best lake in the country for water sports. This is a public
lake. Let the public decide how they will access and enijoy Greers Ferry lzke.
The public has asked for new private docks. It's time to approve alternative 2.

1107
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From: Bill Adkisson [mailto:badkisson@conwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 6:16 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Plan

Tricia Anslow:

I support the second zlternative being considered for the following reasons:

1. The minor increase in the dock approval area will not significantly
affect the lake, as supported by the EIS, while it will enhance the enjoyment of
those owning property. The small number added will not result in an eyesore,

and your regulations will insure maintenance to the highest standards.

2. The shoreline modification change is no small it can't impact the lake,
and, asrabove, allow those owning land on the lake, to better take care of their
property and the lakeshore.

Please approve the second alternative.
Nancy Graddy

10 Williamsburg Court
Conway, Arkansas

1108 . .
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FW: SMPF¥rom: Needham, Dana © SWL [Dana.0.Neecdham@swlC2.usace.army.mil]
Frem: faulkner county title company [mailto:fct@conwaycorp.net]

Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 3:23 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: SMP

. Ladies/Gentlemen:

T write to express my support for the preferred alternative #2 set forth in
the Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan Draft EIS. As a freqguent
visiter to the lake I am aware of i1ts natural beauly and many public
resources; this plan seems to strike an important balance between public use
of the lake while preserving it for future generations. The limited number
of changes from the 1994 plan do not appear to cause any significant impact,
as supported by the EIS. Please proceed, and ignor the unfounded hysteria
of the Save the Lake group. :

Larry E. Graddy

711 Locust Avenue
Conway, Arkansas 72034




From: hgraddy {mailto:hgraddy@artelico.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 4:58 PM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan draft

Bear Sir:
T have lived near and fished on Greers Ferry Lake for the past 10 years, I have
truly enjoyad the Lake with it's clear water and natural beauty.

I can understand why people would like having a boat dock 4t or near their home,
and the ability to mow grass and clean under brush around their home as near the
water's edge as they can.

How ever I feel that adding many new docks with many of them housing several
boats each can do nothing but add additicnal pollution in the lake,and the more
we disturb the existing shore line the more we take away from the natural beauty
of the Lake that should be there for all to enjoy

H.T. Graddy.




From: BSGrundyfaol.com [mailtce:BSGrundy@aocl.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 1:16 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

We have been coming to Greers Ferry Lake for 15 years to enjoy the beautiful
clean lake; the fishing; and mostly the peace and quiet as it is not crowded nor
commercialized with very little pollution...I know I didn't make the Jan. 18th
deadline but I did want to express my cpinion...Save Greers Ferry Lake: .

Sharron Grundy from Iowal!

o
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From: Steve [mailto:sgreen@greentechnologies.com}
Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2002 10:04 EM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

To whom it may concern,

As a long time Arkansas resident, I consider one of the best things about
living in Arkansas is the relatively large amcunt of natural space in the state.
However, this rare treasure is easily lost in the name of development. Please do
not give in to the arguments for "progress™ on Greers Ferry Lake. Please do not
allow more docks and development on and around the lake. :

Each step you allow in the direction of becoming a water park is a step away
from the what is really special about the lake. Anybody can 'OK' a water park,
and commercial iterests will build it. Let's be unigque, and say "YES" to
preserving what little we still have of the "natural” state, and "NO" to short
term, commercial and private self-interest.

Thank-you for this opportunity te comment.

Steve Green
13387 Green Road
West Fork, AR 72774




From: Dianne Ledbetter [mailto:grannadl@seark.net]
- 8ent; Thursday, January 10, 2002 8:33 BM '

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Plan

Dear Mrs. Anslow:

I vote "NO" to the plan to open up more shoreline to 90 plus private docks and
more cutting of vegetation. '

The beauty of the lake's natural habitat must not be compromised further. My
husband and I are building a house on the lake with a beautiful view that is
somewhat restricted by the tall trees, but that's ckay, because we can walk a
short distance and enjoy the awesome handiwocrk of God. B&nd we gladly pay to
store our deck boat at a marina.

Sincerely,

Dianne Ledbetter
Rt. 2, Box 332
Fordyce, Ar 71742
870-352-5824




From: Ledbetter Constructiocn, Inc. [mailto:ledcolseark.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 8:06 AM

To: Trish Anslow

Subject: Edgemont Boat Slips

Ms. Anslow:

I would like to express my opinion about the proposed 20 slips at Edgemont on
Gresrs Ferry Lake. Being a property owner I have spent several hours cleaning
up trash that has been burnt in the swell. Some of the trash consisted of glass
and metal cbijects. I still find pieces of glass.

I would like to say that I do not want a boat dock directly behind my house.

The proposed 20 slips would have to be maintained and almost all of the property
owners in the area are part-time residents. The only full-time resident has
been know to move often.

Thank vou for your time in this matter.

Quinton Ledbetter
ladco@seark.net
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From: Charles Lang [mailto:clangl4@artelco.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 5:44 PM

To: Eils, Gf SMP '

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Please do NOT allow the Corp Of Engineers to destroy our beautiful lake. We
would hate to see it become similar to Lake Hamilton.

The beauty of Greers Ferry Lake 1s what drew us to this area for retirement.
It is one of the most pristine lakes in the country. Lets keep it that way

Thank you for your attention to this imporitant matter.

Charles and Christine Lang
106 Scarborough Drive '
Fairfield Bay, Arkansas 72088
{501} 884 pl82
clangl4@artelco.com




From: Robbie and Guy [mailto:grlang@netex.guik.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 4:35 PM

To: Els, Gf SMP

Subject: Lake Addition

Dear Sir;

Although I do not live in Arkansas I do enjoy the beautiful lakes and parks.
We visit Heber Springs at least 1 or 2 times a year and would like to see that
your lakes remain the way I know them. Therefore I hope that you do not

increase the number od docks.

Guy Lang




From: Mark Latch [mailto:MLatch59Gmsn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 8:33 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Approval of SMPplan alternative#2

Dear Ms. Anslow,
My family owns property close tc Greer Ferry Lake. It is a beautiful lake and
I do believe that approving the SMP plan Alternative#2 will make it more usable

for recreational purposes. I feel the tax dollars were well spent on this plan
and it should be implemented. Thank you, Ashley Latch '




From: The LaMonicas [mailto:mlamonicalprodigy.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 7:56 PM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Cc: f.druff@home.com

Subject:

After keeping up the process of reviewing the Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management
Plan, I feel compelled to vote for Alternative 2 (Preferred Alternative,
Approval of Rezoning Requests Meeting he 80% Criteria). Thanks.

Sincerely,

Andy LaMonica and Family




From: NBLadd [mailte:stbear@cox—-internet.com}

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 1:03 PM

Tc: Eis, GE SMP

Subject: SHORE LINE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR GREERS FERRY LAKE

Patricia Anslow

I have lived on the west bank of Eden Isle for 27 years. I beleive the Corp
has performed very well during this time frame. Sometime I did nct agree
with the local rules however, the Alternative Z:Preferred Alternative by
Tommy Park is the preferred plan for us tc approve.

I wish you luck.

Nelson B. Ladd, Jr.,

€31 Stony Ridge Rd (Eden Isle)
Heber Springs, Ar 72543
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From: The Goodman's [mailto:jgoodmanfartelco.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 1:10 BM

To: Eis, GI SMF

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Flan

I am in favor of the Corps of Engineers new shoreline management plan for Greers
Ferry Lake. This lake is a public facility and newcomers to the area should be

afforded the same rights as the first residents including the use of boat Slips.'

I am tired of this "the sky is falling" mentality. I look forward to the
advantages of a growing and vibrant community. Let's support this plan and
"grow” in an orderly fashion.

Jerry Goodman
193 East Blue Ridge Terrace
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088-~41CL
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-825-7774 1-800-775-8276

. Box 1368, Greers Ferry, AR 72067-1368

P.O

January 25, 2002 Web site: www.gflake.com  E-mail: lake@ipa.net

Patricia Anslow
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

Please accept this letter as 100% support of "Alternative 2" of the EIS.

We all agree that we want to preserve the beauty and environmental quality of
Greers Ferry Lake, To suggest that the Corps of Engineers would propose anything
that would be detrimental to the lake is ludicrous. They are stewards of many of
the nation’s lakes and waterways and have done a tremendous job over the years.

The “Save the Lake” group has very effectively distorted the facts in their radio and
newspaper campaign and are trying to whip everyone into an emotional frenzy.
They would have you believe that the entire shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake will be
clear-cut and lined with docks. Hardly the case.

The Corps has proposed increasing the shoreline zoned for private docks from 7%
to a total of 8%. Most of the docks that are approved are 2-slip private docks. A
few are 4-8 slip community docks (where several neighbors have decided to go in
together on a dock) and a few more were approved for up to 20 slips. Those larger
community docks are in areas where people are many miles to the nearest marina.
To suggest that every dock will become a 20-slip dock is like saying that every 2-
car garage in Germantown could become a 20-car garage.

As far as the new "under brushing” rule applies, only about 20% of the residents
will be able to clear out brush and briars behind their homes. They still won't be
able to clear-cut anything. The Corps has proposed a 50-foot buffer zone around
the lake (which is a major environmental plus) but most people won't even get to
underbrush that close to the lake because their house locations are too far from the
water.

Everyone is entitled to their opinions, but I would sincerely hope that everyone will
base their opinions on the facts and not on lies, distortions and hysterics. if they
don’t know the facts, then they should take the time to contact the Corps of
Engineers and get them.

The Corps of Engineers has tried very hard to present a well-balanced plan
that will benefit recreational, economic and environmental interests. Let
them do their job.

Yours truly,

&),

Albert M. Vajda

Downtown Greers Ferry at the Junction of Highways 16 and 92 East




WILLIAM & APRIL BROWN

January 22, 2002

Ms Patricia Anslow

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

After having property on Greers Fertry Lake in our family for nearly 30 years, we
are delighted to see that the Corps of Engineers is considering changing the rules
for the lake. Please consider this letter as our support for the NEW Shoreline
Management plan.

We only hope that more of our neighbors will tise up and provide their support
to overcome the negative publicity that has been generated by such a few die hard
people that do not want to see change.

We have seen the type of management from the previous Resident Engineer and
believe that Mr. Thomas Park and his administration are taking the right steps to
make this a better lake environment for all parties. They could do a much better job
if the previous Resident Engineer would permit them to properly function.

William & April Brown

9 MALLORI LANE + GREENBRIER, AR - 72058
PHONE: 501-679-5213




ALTERNATIVE 2 is the way to go!

Our son thinks that Greers Ferry Lake is the only place to own a vacation
home! He came to this opinion during his first visit. His dream is to own a
home on the lake. He is freshman at high school so it may be a while until
his dream becomes reality.

However, we are concerned that the no-growth Save the Lake Group will
make it impossible realize his dream. The no more dock stance they taken
will do nothing but create a limited supply of properties with docks. We all
know what happens then. Real estate prices for those lucky dock owners will
go through the roof and become unaffordable to people like our son. We
need to keep this lake an attractive place for all age groups, not just the
retired rich.

We are convinced that controlled growth is the only fair way to operate the
lake and to keep it acces ible in the future f{)f all our children.
, 7 /

% -

Z | 0‘/ .
Mr. and Mrs. and Robbie LaScola
Cordova, TN




Sally Palmer Thomason
794 Harborcrest Drive
Memphis, Tennessee 38103

January 25, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
700 West Capitol

P.O.Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

RE:  Greer’s Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Dear Ms. Anslow: |

My husband and [ have recently purchased lakeshore property on Greer’s Ferry Lake.
We intend to commence construction of a home there within the next few months. Plans are
presenily in the latter stages of preparation.

I understand that the Corps of Engineers is seeking comment with respect to a proposed
Shoreline Management Plan. I have acquainted myself with the provisions of the various
alternatives and I write to support the preferred alternative, Alternative 2, which would allow for
the approval of 93 rezoning requests that have already met the Corps’ established criteria and an
increase in vegetation control up to 100 feet from a habitable structure. -

Please add my name to those in support of this proposal.

: Very sincerely yours,
| Sally Palmer Thomason

SPT:lwo




January 18, 2002

Mike Hoffman
4 Pamela Court
Little Rock, AR 72227

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning Environmental and Regulatory D1v1310n
Little Rock Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock,-AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

My VleWS have not changed since the last letter I wrote you (copy enclosed} However, I do have
a few additional comments.

First, I feel holding a public meeting on a Tuesday night is awfully biased. Most people who may
have valid comments are unable to come to Heber Springs from Little Rock, Memphis, and other
towns around the state for a week-night meeting. I was able to attend only because I had other
business in Greers Ferry the next day. However, I did notice that the retired people who live in
Heber Springs and who are members of the Save Greers Ferry Lake group had no problem
showing up in full force. Clearly, some voices were not heard at the meeting.

After hearing the presentation and sfudying the handout, I whole-heartedly agree with the Corps’
- view that Alternative 2 is the best choice concerning lake preservation.

Finally, as I mentioned in my previous letter, we clean our shoreline and the shorelines on both
sides of our property each year. This past September on clean up day, as I usually do, I cleaned
the shoreline three lots east and west of our property all the way around the point. My efforts
yielded three full trash bags, one tire, and various pieces of lumber and metal. Ironically, I did
not observe anyone on either side of the lake cleaning up. It seems to me that the people who are
truly devoted to the preservation of Greers Ferry Lake and the environment around it are the ones
like myself who selflessly and tirelessly clean the shoreline regularly of debris and trash from
visitors and commercial users of the Lake. It would be a shame to adopt a radical policy that
would alienate these important citizens who care for the lake weekly and instead to leave it to the
Save Greers Ferry Lake group who so inadequately monitor the debris around the lake and are
more interested in pursuing frivolous lawsuits to “protect Greers Ferry Lake.”

Thanks for your and your staff’s hard work and diligence in this study and plan.
Respectfully,

Mike Hoffman




- January 31, 2001

Mike Holfman
4 Pamela Crt.
Little Rock, AR 72227

Ms. Patricia Anslow

~ Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock Corps of Engmee-rs
P.O. Box 867

Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow,

I am writing this letier to you in response to the request made for comments regarding -
environmental or sociceconomic issues. As a {fifteen-year property and homeowner on.
‘Greers Ferry Lake, I am quite familiar with how the Corps of Engineers evaluates jssues
affecting our lake. Consequently, I believe the decision-making process the Corps of

Engineers (Corps) followed when it established the shoreline management plan for 2000 R

“was quite reasonable and adequate; the now-required two-year environmental study is
wholly unnecessary. Furthermore, I feel that the staternents made by the Save Greers

Ferry Luke, Inc. Group (SGFL) are cxaggcratcd unfounded, mflammatory, denswe, and
inaccurale.

The new boat docks the Corps approved would not add 2,000 additional boals on the
_luke, as the SGFL claims. It is more logical that if these cstimates are true, these boats

will continue with their recreational plans on the lake, with or without a dock in Whlch to

store their boats. Additionally, this claim itself seems false and misleading. The more
logical conclusion is that the boat docks the Corps approved to be built are for property
owners who already own and have a boat they regularly use on Greers Ferry Lake. In
fact, it seems more reasonable to expect that owners who must constantly put their boats
in the lake and then take them out of the lake every weekend would generate additional
pollution. This otherwise unnecessary loading and unloading creates more automobile
and boat motor pollution, as well as increascs the amount of litier deposiled in the Jake,

- than would be generated by responsible homeowners who have speat several thousand

doMars for a safe haven Tor their boat and families, Additionally, some property owners
will be forced to beach their boat on the shore, which therefore intensifies erosion, or
they will rest their boats on old tircs or picces of carpet, which can be swept oul inta the
lake, disrupting the habitats for the fish in both shallow and decp waters. As you can sec,
each of these altemative-docking solutions is more unsightly than boat docks, and cach
risk harming the cnvironmental life, both in the lake and on the shore. As you are well
aware, boat docks offer a safe haven for fish, as well as provide access (o {ood sources.
Furthermore, the Corps has done an excellent job of managing the shoreline, as is
demonstrated by the fact that less than 1% of the shoreline is being used by private
‘property owners’ docks, and only 104 docks were approved during the 2000 study, which
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will be Sprcad out over a five-year period. Clearly, if preserving Greers Feiry Lake's
environment is one of the Corps’ priorities, then boat docks best meet that goal.

Second, the SGFL group used the inflammatory statement several times that Greers Ferry
Y.ake would become "like" Lake Hamilton in Hot Springs. This unwarranted claim is
indefensible in that Lake IJamilton does not have the benefit of the Corps protecting its
shores and looking out for its best interest. Guidelines, precautions, and an entire

~ povernmental agency are already in place, and have been for many ycars, to prevent such ~
over-commerciatization. The SGFL’s unfounded assertion is not only an insult to the
Corps, but it shows the lack of faith the SGFL has in the Corps’ ability to do its job,
which also is without merit and unsubstantiated, If this group is so concerned about
Greers Ferry Lake, they should have formed carlier and acted with the Corps in helping
protect the lake against pollation. The SGFL is not, and has not, formed any type of
community group for holding clean-up efforts or awareness campaigns; instead, they are
Jobbying against the very people who are already acting to preserve Greers Ferry Lake
every time they visit or use it. The SGFL’ approach seems both counterininitive and the
cxact opposite of the Corps’ true mission.

This year we, in conjunction with two of our neighbors, applied for permission to build a
dock. We received approval from the Corps, which to us indicated that the Corps felt we
would not be damaging the environment or lake in any measurable way, Shortly
thereafter, we were very disappointed when other groups moved to block our approval,
The Corps study was guite adequate and exhaustive: it took into account the width of the
lake where we would build, the amount of traffic in the area, and the property in the arca
that would stay natural because of its inability to access the water. Additionally, the
Corps also considered the fact that this one dock would serve three families and fell equal
distance, per regulations, between two other existing docks and would be across the lake
from a commercial dock. It seems that one dock, instead of three docks, would continue
to support the natural beauty of the lake. IFurthermore, there are areas around the lake
that, because of their terrain, will never be sble to access the water, which will maintain
the beauty of the lake. Qur joint effort, which the Caps approved, made sense then, and
it makes sense now. The Corps believed, when it appraved our request, that where our
dock will be located is both aesthelically pleasing and cnvironmentally sound, The

SGFL’s unsupported clmms should not outweigh the Corps’ proven and supportable
evaluations.

As long as we have owned our home on the lake, our family has patticipated on the
clean-up day established by the Corps of Engineers. We do not feel obligated to
participate in the effort; we want to participate because it is our way of preserving the
surrounding environment, saving the lake, and maintaining its beauty. Additionally, on
these clean-up days, we have cleaned the shoreline from three lots east of ours to the
point west of us. Our efforts do not end here: at the beginning and end of each season we
clean up our shoreline, as well as the shoreline of the two lots bordering ours. When
recreating on the lake, if we sce cans, bottles, or plastic bags floating in the water, we
pick them up, We plant flowers, trees, and plants on our property, We set out salt blocks
for the wildlife, birdseed for the vast array of birds that visit and ncst on our lot, and -
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feeders i‘ or the hummmgbirds that fly outs1dc our wmdows We recognize that we are
- sharing a habitat with both birds and wﬂdhfe, ;md we an oy domg 50.

I say all of this to indicate that we value and arc concerned about the environment and the
~ lake, and we want to enjoy it for many more generations in our family. However, there is

a big differcnce between being concerned about the environment and ruining the industry
and livelihood of the peaple in the small towns who rely on tourism to the lake to support
their families. If the Save Greers Ferry Lake Group had its way, there would be no docks,
110 boals with motors on the lake, ard no homes would be visible from the lake. We all
must recognize that these are merely dreams that will never be realized. To achieve these
views would require tearing down the docks, thereby destroying established habitats,

fencing off the lake, thereby destroying its natural beauty, and burning down every house, '

thereby destroying the environment once and for all. While my solutions might seem
extreme, they also prove point: the SGFL’s views are extremist and without merit.

The real truth, the one that is supportable, measurable, and with menit, is the truth the-
Save Greers Ferry Lake Group has chosen to ignore. The views the SGFL holds are not
the views or realitics of the history of the lake, or the views of the pcople who have
grown up there, nor are their ideas of how the lake should be preserved in accordance

with people who pay large amounts of money to vacation on the lake and who make their
living from the tourism industry.

The best compromisc between enviropmental extremism and Lhe tourist mdusny has
already been mct by the regulations, assessments, and studies conducted by the Army
Corps of Engineers. Any additional study would unfortunately be like the Save Greers
Ferry Lake Groups’ claims: unwarranted, without merit, and wholly unnecessary.

Respectluily,

vl G

Mike Holfman
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan *
~ Draft EIS

Youare invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS, Feel
free to attach additicnal sheets of paper 4s necessary. Please inghude vour nams and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the ¢conclusion of this meeting or tuail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Littie Rock Distriot Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Linle Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf stp eis@usace.army.mil,

Al written comments are due by Januagry 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

TAM A PROPERTY OWNER TN THE GREERS FERRY LAKE AREA THESE LOTS HAVE BEEN IN
MY FAMILY SINCE BEFORE THE LAKE WAS CONSTRUCTED. 1 HAVE VISITED ANT) PLAYED i
ON THE LAKE WITH MY FAMILY FOR THE PAST 38 YEARS. ITRULY APPRECIATE THE
BEAUTY OF THE LAKE AND AM PROUD THAT ITIS PART OF ARKANSAS, IT HAS ALWAYS
BEEN MY DESIRE THAT SOMEDAY [ MIGHT HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY AND FINIANCIAL
ARILITY TO BUILD A HOUSE OR CABIN ON THE LOTS T OWN. I RIDE AROUND THE LAKE
AND ENJOY LOOKING AT THE BEAUTIFUL HOMES AND COTTAGES THAT ARE VISIBLE
FROM THE WATER. TO ME , THESE ARE NOT DISTRACTING TQ THE LAKE AREA. ON THE
CONTRARY, THE HOMES AND WELL KEPT YARDS ARE VERY PLEASING AND NOT

e DBIECTIONARIE AT ATL :

UPSET AND DISTRUBED BY THE GROUP WHO PROCALIMED THEMSELVES THE "SAVE
o s e il Pt i T

I ATTENDED THE PUBLIC HEARING IN HEBER SPRINGS A FEW WEEKS AGQ. ] WAS VERY |

THEY DON'T WANT ANYONE ELSE TO HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY OR RIGHT TO ENJOY
= WHETTHEY ENJUY. '

OF THE FIVE EIS ALTERNATIVES BEING CONSIDERED, 1 WOULD PREFER ALTERNATIVE 5
OVER ANY OF THE OTHERS, HOWEVER, ALTERNATIVE 2 WOULD BE MY SECOND CHOICE. - !I
T AM CONVINCED THAT OPONENTS OF THE PROPOSED MANAGEMENT PLAN ARE USING
ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS AS A SMOKE SCREEN TO DISGUISE THEIR OWN SELFISH

-  INTEREST. .

IF YOU GO BACK TC THE ORIGINAL PURPOSE OF THE LAKE, IT WAS TO PROVIDE

[ ata¥y ki - s ) =
FROM THEIR HOMES AND FERTILE FARMS IN ORDER TO ALLOW MORE PEGPLE TO
BENEFIT FROM THE LAKE. NOW, THERE ARE A FEW PECOPLE WITH LOTS OF MONEY, TIME
ON THEIR HANDS AND SELFISH MOTATIVES WHO WOULD LIKE TQ KEEP EVERYTHING .
FOR THEMSELVES. 1S8AY LETS OPEN THE LAKE UP AND LET EVERYONE HAVE THE RIGHT
TOENJOY IT. '

IOHN STEPHENS IIT 1728/02
. ARCTAR7I03T

Name Date

H
!

Page R




Bl/28/2882 17:44 2126827474 S 5 &M, LLP PAGE

LAwW OFFICES OF MARK R. CROSBY
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January 28, 2002

© Via Facsimile (501) 324-6699 and first-class mail
Ms. Patricia Anslow

U.S. Army Comps of Engineers

P.O. BOX 847

Littie Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Proposed Change to the Storeline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Ansiow:

I write in opposition to any modification of the existing Shoreline Management Plan which has
so wonderfully served Greers Ferry Lake {the "Lake") for the past forty years. [have reviewed
the EIS and restrict my comments to a form cognizable thereunder.

Having only recently learned of the sweeping change desired by dock-happy developers for the
Lake, and with this the last day of allowable commentary, I address only aesthetics. Said
plainly: from an aesthetic point of view, T am vehemently opposed to allowing any additional
docks and shoreline clear-cutting.. Adhering to a grandmother's line that she was "sorry she
didn't have time to write a shorter letter," I will try to keep my words to a minimum.

1 have been coming to the Lake since the mid-seventies. Indeed, since 1982 and for every year
thereafier, ] have hosted an anrmal lake weekend for college friends. This past June we

celebrated 20 years of coming to the Lake., It's a tradition we're all proud of and wish to
continye.

We do not have our own dock, nor have we ever had one, or wanted one. We stay at a house on
Eden Isle, entirely invisible from the Lake itself. And we use a boat kept at Eder Isle Marina,
one of the many existing marinas on the Lake--a marina, [ hasten to add, with available slips and
ever in need of rental income as so many of them currently are.

OQur group has ranged from 8 to 18 people over the years, and we have all been truly enriched by
this annual event. The Lake, its natural beauty, its serenity, the changeless peace it offers, has
been the ideal setting to celebrate the many milestones of our collective lives: marriags,

childbirth, grad-school acceptances and so on. It has been a place also to share consolation for
sethacks and unexpected difficulties.

Aesthetics are nebulous, difficult to identify, to quantify. They are as individual as each voice
that seeks to define them. There is no set manner of agreeing on what is beautiful, on what is
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acceptable, or on what will detract. On the other hand, aesthetics begin to be definabie when
looked at comparatively.

Consider the Narrows and that portion of the Lake nearest the dam {the "Dam Narrows").
Compare these areas to the wide expanse off Miller's Point. The Dam/Narrows require constant
vigilance of boaters and skiers. A fallen skier, especially young children not so easily s¢en,
raises a natural concem from a parent or older sibling quickly cirching to ensure safety. Chop
and noise, near misses and wake rockings are all routing in the Dam Narrows.

"Let's get out to the wide part to get away from all this!" is a familiar refrain. Thankfully there is
such a part. ' But now this too is poised on the brink of becoming indistinguichable from the
Dam Namrows Said differently, the Lake's ability to afford refuge within ifself is in real danger.

For all who would come to find its quiet shores; for all who wish to drift aleng for a quiet picnic
or to sail a single tack uninterrupted for nearly five miles, the new docks and their consequent
traffic poise the most grave threat. The Lake's balance is vital. Algorithms wrongly take dead
aim at these wider areas of definitive peace and refuge. "Here is where we can allow more
traffic! Here is where we can add more docks!" Truly, nothing could be more damaging.
Nothing will more cripple the Lake than to adhere blindly to this shril! accounting.

"A few more docks...” "7% 10 8%..." “already allowed,..”

Against this I say the following: | owe the deepest and most rewarding friendships of my life in
10 small way to people T've never met, nor known the importance of: those zealous predecessors
of yours who so successfully {miraculousty!) secured for the Lake its changeless beauty and
serenity. We come, my friends and I, from all over the United States, year after year, to a place
that has never changed; a quiet, beautiful refuge, with wide expanses and undisturbed shorelines.
Without these attributes, the Lake would (and will, if these dock builders are forcefully opposad)
inevitably lose, slip by slip, "little o1d” dock by "just ancther” dock, both its majesty and its
solace. A lake clogged with water traffic, shores crammed with too-big houses on clear-cut
lawns. Is this the legacy you would Ieave? Is this the change you would allow?

Deny development. Preserve the Lake. Stand for its Beauty. Be strong. If I may be heard
farther in opposition, I ask for any opportunity. Too many of us have been entirely and unfairly
denied any real voice in your agency's affairs, simply because we don't live nearby. Insiead we
are among the many who come to your Lake from across the country to benefit year after year
from the foresight and tireless efforts of these who have vouchsafed its aesthetic appeal. Ata
minimum, we should be heard. At a minimum, | implore you to delay implementing any change
unti] more can be heard. At a minimum, grant the Lake its 40" Birthday without further
scarting. A year of more veices is a small measure of time to abide. No press of docks and
development require denial of a one year extension. Give us our chance to be heard for the Lake.

Sincerely,

‘71744.{ <,

Mark R. Crosby
2
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From: neal.privitt@worldnet.stt.net
To: catricia.m.anslowBewl02. usace.army . mil

Subject:DELS for Greers Ferry Lake
Date: Mon, 2B Jan 2002 15:22:71

T HAVE A BOUSE ON GREERS FERRY LAKE WITH A DOCK WHICH WAS BUILT
APPROXIMATELY 15 YELARS AGD. WE HAVE OWNED THE HGUSE JUST A FEW
YEARS. THE DOCK WAS PRIMARILY THE REASON FPOR CHCOSIRG THE HOUSE
A7 THEE TIME OF PURCHARSE. WE EDUCATED CURSELVES ABOUT THE
REQUIREMENTS AND RESTRICTIONS RELATED TO DOCK CWNERSHIP AND MET
WITH EMPLOYEES OF THE HEBER SPRINGS CORPS OFFICE BEFORE MAKING A
HOME OR LOT PURCHASE TO MRKE SURE WE HAD ACCURATE INFCRMATION.

FROM THE MANY EDITORIALS I EAVE READ IN THE LOTAL PAPER AND FROM
CASUAL CONVERSATION WITH MANY PECPLE IN THE ARER, IT IS VERY
QBVIOUS TC ME THAT MANY COWCLUSICHS ARE BEING CRAWN WITHOUT MICH
INVESTIGATION INTO THE FACTS REGARDING THE SHORELINZ MANAGEMENT
PLANS. I FIND IT KARD TO BELIEVE THAT S50 MAWY PECFLLI ARE ALLOWING
TEEIR QOPINICGNS TC BE BASED OF RUMOR, WITHOUT STUDYING THE PROPOSED
IT=MS FOR THEMSELVES. BASED ON THEIR CCMMENTS, THERE IS NO HAY
THEY COULD 2AVE READ TEE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDY (OR MAYEBE
COULDN'T COMPREHEND ITS CONTENTE}.

FIND IT AMAZING THAT 50 MARY INDIVIDUALS ARE CRYING QUT TO PROTECT
HE LAKE BHD BRE NOT THE LEAST BIT CONCERNED REOUT THE EVER EXPANDING
OMMERCIAL MARINAS., I AM SURE THE PROPCSED MARINA EXPANSIONS WILL
W0 MUCHE MCRE HARM TO THEE WATER QUALITY THRAN THE 23 DCCHS WHICE WERE
APFROVED UNDER THE 2000 SMP EVER COULD. THE MARINAS ARE STILL ALLOWED
70 USE STYRCFOAM BLOCKS FOR TLOTATICH, INSTEAD OF BNCAPSULATED
FLOTATION
UNITS, WHICH IS 2 DEFINITE THREAT TO THE BEAUTY OF THE AREA 1Y NOT TS
THE ENVIRONMENT. STYROFOAM I3 NOT CHEMICAL RESISTANT AMD WE HAVE ALL
SEEN THZ BROKEN WHITH CHUNKS FLOATING UP AGAINST THE SHORELINE FAR TOO
MANY TIMES. ALSS, MANY INDIVIDUALS DOW'T HAVE A QLU= THAT THE SMP IS
REOUIRED BY LAW TO BE REFVALUATED EVERY FIVE YEARS. THEY TRULY BELIREVE

fe IR I

THAT 2000 WAS THE FIRST TIME THAT CEBNGES TC THE 542 WERE ADDRESSED.
T FEEL CERTAIN MUCK OF THE OPPOSITION TQ THE 2000 SMF IS BASED ON
GREED QR IGNURANCE INSTEAD OF CGNCERN TOR THE LAKE.

THOSE OF US WHO SUBPORTED THE 2000 SMP LOVE THE LAXKE A5 MUCH AS ANYCNE
ELSE. WE DD NOT WANT GREERS FIRRY TG BECOME A LAKE BARMILTON, ALTHOUGH
MBEING THAT COMEARISQN IS LIKE COMBARING APFLES IO CRANGES. GRBERS
FERARY BEING A FEDERAL PROPERTY WILL NEVER SEE THE PROBLEMS A PRIVATE
LAKE HAS TO CONTEND WITH. ANYONE WHO THINKS THAT IS POSSIBLE DOESH'YT
BEAVE MANY DEALINGS WITH THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.

AFTER STUDYING THE DEIS, I STILL SUPPORT THE DECLSIONS MADE IN 2000.
TREREFORE, I SUPPORT THE PREFERRED ALTERRATIVE #Z. '

NEAL PRIVITT
BREEES FERRY
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To the Army Corps of Engineers, Greers Ferry Lake

Our Family had a great time visiting Greers Ferry Lake recently. We had the
opportunity to get out on the water. Being able to use a private dock made the
day on the water much more fun and safer for our young children.

We have heard thar a new plan will allow approximately 100 new docks on the
Lake. Since an environmental impact study has been completed and it shows
that there will not be any negative impact due to the new docks, the new docks
should be allowed to be constructed. As most of these docks will put be in areas
that already have existing docks there will not be a visible change to the lake.
Also since the plan, alternative 2, will not allow any new areas to receive dock
permits in the future, growth will be conrtrolled.

We, therefore, do not have any objections to the approval of Alternative # 2.

__—
| omara_ Vence_

Tamara and Rob Vance
Memphis, TN
1/22/02
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Tricia Ansiow, Project Manager

U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers

700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203

January 23, 2002

Dear Ms. Anslow,

I am very much in favor of SMP plan Alternate #2. It appears to be a good plan for
Greers Ferry Lake and serves as the best interest for tourist and land owners. Thank you
for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Npina Bod ey

Norma Rodgers

1138 .
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My wife and I own property in Greers Ferry. We support the preferred
alternative 2 which increases the areas zoned for docks by 1%. This will not
have a negative impact on the lake. We agree with the Corp’s recent
response to the No-growth editorials. The Corps is following the rules and
got an EIS which said no negative environmental impacts will occur by
allowing these few new docks. We know the Corps will carefully control
any development around the lake and will work to keep the Lake a beautiful
place to live and visit.

Lee and (Glenita Vanderford
Marianna, AR

K0 e
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Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Environmental Impact Statement | | Page 1 of 2

Send us your comments
An e-mail box has been established so that you can send questions, comments or concerns directly
to the team who is working on the project. The address is gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

The mail address is:

Greers Ferry EIS

¢/o Trish Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
P.O. Box 867 .

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

[Back to top] ' - q |
| o ;%Mf»/me
— /) Bt st

W= Edwin M. Blankenship
g 1800 Edgemont Rd.

| o ' ﬁ% 72/3/ |
| Z v/ 5 f‘ &5
'http:flww.swl.usace.anny.mﬂ/projmgt/greersferryeis.hmﬂ | T 1/28/2002 '
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Jarusry 15, 2001

Ms Patricis Anslow
Planning, Environmental &
Regulatory Division

Te3. Army Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 8&Y7

Little Rock, AR T2203-0867

Dear ¥s Anslow:

It is my sincere hope that you will teke the time to read this
letter 2nd not just put it in the stack., For this I thank you.

Greers Ferry Leke has a nationsl reputation zs & pristine,
pure lake. Pecple moved to this ares because of the beauty of
the lske and individusls and families visit the arss because of its!
intrinsiec beauty so seldom found sny more because of commercializstion.
Over the years Greers Ferry Lake has been an example of how & laks
should be maintalned primarily due to Mr. Carl Garner, Resident
Engineer, Greers Ferry Lake. Fe not onlydiligently preserved and
protected the lake but started Keep Arkansas Besutiful, which
eventuslly became Keep Americs Begutiful. How proud we are for whsat
he has done for this area and Arkasnsas,

Property and homeowners directly on the lake knew what the
rules and regulstions were when they made their purchases. Why
shonld thousande of people be deprived of lts'! natural beauty
because of the greed of a few?

I sincerely hope that the Corps has the courage and the
intestinal fortitude to put honesty and principle above money and
politics sg did Carl Gsrner. It seemz inconceivable and unconsecionable
thaet the Army Corps of Engineers would cave in to the real estate
and commercéial interests whose only interest is in making money
for themselves.

%.IT WAS MEANT TO BEY

KEEP TEE LAKE AS IT IS, AND PRESERVE 38

Sincerely yours,

. .
prey I, Y4
Mary I. Wold '

721 Stony Ridge R4.
Heber Springs, Arkansss 72543

EZ#LM77ﬁﬁTZ%?Z%gA;ﬁ& }#fﬁ/




Tricia Anslow
c/o Corps of Engineers

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am writing to comment on the Shoreline Management Plan at Greers Ferry Lake. [ am for the Shoreline
Management Plan as outlined by the Corps of Engineers. I think, so far, the Corps has done a good job in
managing the lake and T see no reason to turn its management over to private interest groups such as the
“Save Greers Ferry Lake” group. Keep up the good work.

I would support Option 2, preferably, but even Option 4 is okay.

Sincerely, WM A %/r %ﬂ/

S N



January 18, 2002

Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

The Corp Of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms. Anslow:

The Corps of Engincers has maintained Greers F erry lake for many years and
has done an excellent job. If they believe Option 2 is the best solution for the
 lake, then I support Option 2. I feel the environment 1s being taken into

consideration. Thanks for your attention to this important matter. I am glad to _
have a say in this matter!

Singerely,
Tl

Sherri Hunt

A143




Dear Corps of Engineers:

I have spent many years camping, hiking and boating around Greers Ferry Lake.
I 'think the Corps has done a great job so far in taking care of the lake to main-
tain its beauty and I have no reason to believe that will change now. If anything,
I think the current management of Greers Ferry Lake is probably more strict
than in the days when Carl Garner ran things.

I vote for letting the Corps manage the business of the lake and letting the “Save
Greers Ferry Lake” group manage their own affairs.

Sincerely,

2, dhy

LAY



Corps of Engineers

To Whom This May Concern:

I have spent many fun days in the summers at Greers Ferry Lake with my family. I have always thought
that the lake was very beautiful. Iam not opposed to adding a few more docks to the lake as long as they
are placed in areas that are approved by the Corps of Engineers and it does not hurt the environment.

I understand that the latest plan only increases the number by 1%; I do not see that this will make any
~ difference at all and if no boat docks would be allowed after that, then I would be for 1t. ‘

Sincerely,

P ¥ .S H




January 18, 2002

The Corp Of Engineers
C/O Tricia Anslow
Project Manager

P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Re: Greers Ferry boat dock issue

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am writing in regards to the present issue of rezoning an area of shoreline, It
is a fallacy to compare Greers Ferry Lake to Lake Sydney Lanier near Atlanta,

Georgia. Tagree and support Alternative 2. This plan does take the

environment into careful consideration and I concur with this plan for rezoning.

Thanks for your attention to this important matter. Ilook forward to my voice

being heard!

- Respectfully,

W 2nd

Jan W. Parks



January 21, 2002

Tricia Anslow, CESWL-PR-PP
Little Rock Engineer District
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I would like to commend The Corps of Engineers for their continued efforts to strike a
reasonable balance between the disparate interest of the citizens interested in Greers Ferry
Lake. As a resident of the area since 1963, I have witnessed and have first hand
knowledge and experience with the dictatorial and deceptive practices of the previous
Operations Manager. As a whole, the present personnel under the leadership of Thomas
Park, attempt to be courteous and accommodating while continuing to be stewards of the
public lands.

Please put me on record as favoring Alternative 2 of the Greers Ferry Shoreline
Management Plan Environmental Assessment. This appears to be the most practical and
reasonable alternative to resolve the conflicting interest of the public as a whole by
providing for the continued esthetic pleasure of casual visitors and the property owners
who certainly do not wish to spoil their environment.

Again, thank you for the Corps new found objectivity and fair efforts.
Sincerely,

Glenn A. Buercklin
49 Burk Lane
Greers Ferry, AR 72067

"~ Phone 501-825-6565

Fax 501-825-6815
E-mail Buercklii@ozarkisp.com




806 Hilbert Drive
Fallbrook, CA 92028

Patricia Anslow

Armmy Corps of Engineers
Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

We look forward to our annual visit to Greers Ferry Lake. When our friends and neighbors in
California ask “why are you going to Arkansas for your vacation, what's there?” We reply that they
have no idea how beautiful and what a fun place Greers Ferry Lake is to visit. In all truth, California
does not have any Lakes that offer all the features of Greers Ferry, We know because we have
visited & lot of them with our friends who now have a place on Greers Ferry Lake. No Califomia
lake has the beauty, the great water skiing, clean and clear water, private dock and fishing all
accessible just feet from the house.

The Army Corps of Engineers has to be commended for the job they have done in maintaining the
Lake. We realize that the Corps has undertaken all the necessary studies and has received
findings of no significant impact with the proposed alterative 2, so there is no reason io delay
implementing it. A few new docks will not change the Lake. After all it is a man made lake built for
boating and recreation amongst other purposes. Therefore private docks are consistent with the
Lake’s purpose. We can tell you that being forced o use a big public marina on our visits holds no
appeal. We might as well just stay home and use one of the local lakes. The marinas are generally
in poor condition, congested and dirty. Allowing home owners to have docks in approved locations
‘wilt do a lot to spread the boat traffic around the lake, reducing the unsafe areas like dam site.

We have no problems finding good areas to bare foot and water ski, even in coves that already
have docks. Hurricane Bay is a case in point, there must already be 25 + docks there. Adding more
docks will still leave room to play.

The true appeal of Greers Ferry Lake lies in enjoying being in and on the water. Private docks
make it easier, more enjoyable, quicker and safer fo be 2 boater on the lake. Well maintained
docks are not an eyesore, or a danger, nor will they add to the pollution or increase the number of
boats. People will have boats even without a private dock, just where wil they store them; on the
beach, or at marina? Not allowing private docks gives these marinas a license to sprawl,

In summary, we think that the controlled growth outlined in Alternative 2 is a good idea.
Please implement it.

Y g "
N m/z/éﬁ * ”Q;,,@‘Z-é-/@m_
Ron, Christy and Cole Reberts e - -
Janua_ry22,2002- T R
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To The Corps of Engineers

Re: Shoreline Management Plan

My family and I have a home on Greers Ferry Lake and we enjoy the use of our boat dock. We live ina
cove that is protected from the main body of the lake. It is my understanding that there are two zoned
areas in our cove under the new plan; I do not feel that this will harm the env1ronment in any way by
having two more boat docks in our cove.

Also, from a fire protection standpoint, I do not see any harm in increasing the mowing limit from 50
feet to 100 feet from the perimeter of my house. We are not there all the time and I worry about forest
fires, especially in some of the dry periods we have in the summer.

I would be in favor of Option 2 or Option 4 of your shoreline management plan, preferably Option 2, as
you have recommended.

1149




. The Corps of Engineers

Dear Sirs:

| have heard about the controversy over boat docks and mowing on Greers Ferry
Lake. | would support whatever the Corps of Engineers recommends.

Sincerely,

Ge n.we and Ly /&, %'n es

L.

., 21160




Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

To: Corp of Engineers
1 trust the Corp of ‘Engineers to manage the lakes and dther waterways of the United
States. I want you to continue to manage Greer’s Ferry Lake as you have done so well

over the last 40 years. If the Corp feels that “alternative 2” is the best of the options, then
I would support your decision.

Sincerely,

Shawor. Covtiran




Tricia Anslow

Proiect Mmanasger

700 W. Capitel

D.C. Box S67

Little Rock. Arkansas 72203

To Whom 1§ May Concerns

Our family frecuents Creers Ferry Lake in the sprine, summer and fall
to camp, hike and enioy its overall natural beauty. ! have always felt that
the Corps of Engineers has deone a gccd jcb in man_a_g_im! the lake.

Apparently the “*Save the 1 ake” sroun has cost the taxpayers close (0 2
millicn dollars by demanding an envircnmental impact study be done to
essentially verify what was done in the environmental assessment study. If
this sroup had been truthful in the begsinning and just come out against boat
docks and not “*the environment®, then the taxpavers® money could have
been used for better purncses. Havineg done all that. however, 1 woeuld vote for
Option 1l of the carrent SMD 2000 plan.




- Tricia Anslow

Project Manager -
700 W, Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

To: Corp of Engineers
I trust the Corp of Engineers to manage the lakes and other waterways of the United
States. I want you to continue to manage Greer’s Ferry Lake as you have done so well

over the last 40 years. If the Corp feels that “alternative 2” is the best of the options, then
[ would support your decision.

Sir.tcelzly,%\Av jm Cﬁ? g@ﬂi@
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Ghe Caonps af & , weews

—Re: Boat Docks on Gueers Fovwy Lake

My bustand and J fave used a friend’s lake frouse an Greens Fevwy Lake in the
past. We launched cur boat from a pubilic Launching samp and pulled it arcund to the
fame we were staying in. Jt was very dangerous tuying to fold the boat off the vocks while,
at the same time, boading and unleading supplies to and from the boat. J think it weuld
fhave bicen much safer and cextainly mote enjoyable fad we been abile to pull up inte a boat
s
bip.

Wﬁi&tﬁm,mopadaﬂdaﬁﬁmmtfwwamandmmatanyﬁmetﬂaugﬁttﬁat
quite the contrauy, thexe ane miles and miles of beautiful shoreline to Creens meﬁaﬁe
which J undewstand will not bie affected by the shoreline management plan. (dding a total
ef 9,500 feet of zened areas azﬁ&aatdacﬂwtaa276mt€eofime€uwcefdmn8goeenw,tameat
least, to Ge an insignificant ameunt.

You bave a beautiful lake in Gueens Fevwy, which Ras been under yeur dinection for
many years. 5amow¢ey,audanntwanttadaanytﬁmgtaﬁwunctedﬁ%

21154




Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

To: Corp of Engineers

I trust the Corp of Engineers to manage the lakes and other waterways of the United
States. 1 want you to continue to manage Greer’s Ferry Lake as you have done so well
over the last 40 years. If the Corp feels that “alternative 2” is the best of the options, then
I would support your decision.

Sincerely, % % , mQQ&%\




707 North 9®
Van Buren, Arkansas 72956
January 25, 2002

Arkansas Army Corps of Engineers
Shoreline Management Plan
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to address the shoreline management plan on Greer’s Ferry
Lake. The Corps has managed this lake for over 40 years and as far as I am
concerned has done an excellent job. It is one of the most beautiful lakes in
Arkansas.

There is false information in the media regarding the plan. Under

Alternative Two, the shoreline is NOT going to be covered with boat docks as the
Save The Lake group is suggesting, nor is the shoreline going to be clear-cut to
water’s edge. I suppeose the Save The Lake group feels they must exaggerate or
distort the facts to generate supportive comments because it will be difficult to
criticize the integrity of the EIS. Judge Wilson apparently stated that the weakness
of the last attempt was the lack of an EIS that met NEPA guidelines. Apparently
the recent EIS cost taxpayers almost $500,000 for not having met the guidelines, but
exceeding them.

Your plan verified and validated by the EIS should stand on its own merit.
Please don’t be swayed by the public comments generated from false and misleading
information. The plan is solid, reasonable, and based on real science.

Sincerely,

Lee Cluck

_ 1156
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Re: The Cotps of Engineers’ Shoreline Management Plan

To Whom This May Concern:

My son and his family have a small home on Greers Ferry Lake; there are four children of various
ages, from 14 years to six months. With the steepness of the shoreline, it is very difficult for them to
get in and out of a boat and, at times, dangerous. There are many rocky ledges that make it a real
climb to zand from the water.

| have read over the pros and cons of the Shoreline Management Plan and the EIS statement. 1think
the Corps has gone above and beyond the call of duty in getting an EIS done at the taxpayers’
expense; this essentially verified and validated the environmental assessment study that was done in
the [ast effort.

The “Save the Lake” group has in fact cost the taxpayers probably a great deal of money in
completing an E1S study. | quess the environmental assessment study was the only area they could
attack. Now that the EIS study has validated the EA study and surpassed the NEPA guidelines, they
will now try to convince people that boat dock pollution will ruin the lake. [am sure their
propaganda campaign has already started. Misleading statements made by them are really unfair to
the general public as very few of them have the desire to seek out the true facts. Any responses from
those people who believe this propaganda really should be, in my opinion, discounted.

Increasing the amount of shoreline zoned for boat docks by 3 mere 1%, for 3 total of 8%, with
essentially 3 quarantee that no more rezoning requests will be honored, in my opinion again, is not
unreasonable. Put in perspective, adding only 9500 feet to 3 276 mile shoreline is insignificant, as
verified by the EIS study.

| would vote for Option 2 of the Shoreline Management Plan or possibly Option 4 as a last resort, as
it is better than no’ching. You may contact me hcyou have ahy cohcerns or comments.

Sincerely,

C 7




TFhe Conps of Engineens

My busband and J ceme to Greers Fevny Labe fainly often with eur child te enjoy its
natural beauty and spend time together as a family. Fhe bast time we tock oux beat to some
friends’ house to. visit, we had to tie our beat up to the shore dusing the time we ate bunch.
When we came back, tﬁewaumﬁadpmﬁedtﬁeﬂaatagamttﬁemcﬂw which did a bot of
damage te eux boat. fﬁaeﬂuem&sﬁadappfwdﬁmadac&&utw@wunaﬁﬂewgddﬁmmeaﬁ
the Latwsuit,

Jtﬁmﬁtﬁeemo&mwwﬁattﬁcymdamgmtﬁwgmmtﬁemwnedﬂmﬁm
dacks and J weuld suppoent thein decision, whatever it is.

Sincerely,




Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

To: Corp of Engineers
I trust the Corp of Engineers to manage the lakes and other waterways of the United
States. I want you to continue to manage Greer’s Ferry Lake as you have done so well

over the last 40 years. If the Corp feels that “alternative 2” is the best of the options, then
1 would support your decision.

Sincerely;
T 1Goinend] Tonew™
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Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

To: Corp of Engineers

I trust the Corp of Engineers to manage the lakes and other waterways of the United
States. I want you to continue to manage Greer’s Ferry Lake as you have done so well
over the last 40 years. If the Corp feels that “alternative 2” is the best of the options, then
[ would support your decision. 4

Sincerely,

Oty Mook




JEFFREY

PHILLIPS

MOSLEY &

SCOTT, PA.

Accountants and Consultants

January 22, 2002

Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regunlatory Division
Little Rock Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re:  Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am writing this letter in response to the Corps of Engineers’ invitation for public comments
regarding the Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan. Tam a frequent user of Greers
Ferry Lake and spend a great deal of time at Eden Isle I use the lake for ﬁshmg, skiing, house
boating and other recreatlonal purposes. BERE

While I certainly agree that growth around the lake should be monitored and restrictions need to
be in place in order to prevent the disruption of the beauty of the lake, I do not believe that these
restrictions should, in a wholesale fashion, prevent growth on the lake. T believe your
environmental Plan adequately provides for monitored growth on the lake in the form of
additional boat docks and other shoreline management issues. In my opinion, the additional boat
docks that you have slotted do not interfere with the integrity of the lake.

As ii relates to other shoreline management issues, T would go a little further than your Plan
proposcs by allowing certain improvements up to the shoreline of the lake. There are several
ways to improve the shoreline by allowing owners of property to submit plans to you for
improvement of their property to the lake. Again, with certain restrictions and momtormg these
improvements could enhance the shoreline, the view of the lake from the owners’ property and
ultimately real estate values around the lake.

Your plan is a good one and I hope that you work diligently towards getting it approved.

Sincerely,

Cypress Plaza, Suite 205
2200 North Rodney Patham Road * Little Rock, Arkansas 72212 4130
(501) 227-5800 » FAX (501) 227-5851
http://www.jpmscpa.com




Hugh Crook
102 High Point Ct.
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps 0f Engineers
P.0O. Box 867 .
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Trish,

I am not a lakefront property owner but a permanant resident
near the lake since 1976. Within days of residence, my family
had a good boat to enjoy this beautiful Greers Ferry Lake with
fishing, swimming and other water sports., The pristine quality
since that time has cbviously deterioted, affecting water
clarity, algae formation and reduced fishing success. I've
seen no evidence that the increased building of private or
commercial boat docks has had any significant harmful effect

on contributing to the probklems previously indicated.

It seems that so much of the contraversy is addional lake
pollution from heavy mowing for fifty feet from the shore line.
I am not aware of details regarding this proposal by the Corps.
I have boated the shoreline of this entire lake and have not
seen any evidence of erosion from such activity. So much of
the shoreline is rock, it seems unlikely of significant erosion
in any case.

What I have seen is considerable clear cutting either adjacent

to or within the immediate lake watershed without any replacement
of plant coverage. Talk about pollution factors and most of

this continuing clear cutting is probably beyond control of

the Corps. The other major pollutant contributing to the health
of Greers Ferry Lake is the increase in nitrogen runoff from
manure in the immediate and up river operations, again probably
beyond the Corps control.

The construction of some ninety odd private docks, most all
tucked away in small coves not frequented by lake users will

not contribute to addional lake pollution. . These other. factors,
‘as listed, can have a lasting enviormental adverse effect.
Common sense and years. of using the lake dictate a common sense
approach. Soneone should start such an approach instead of
trying to keep responsible neighbors from exercising their needs.

Best regards.
Slncerely, .

Hug Crook

— 1162



Tricia Anslow
Project Manager
Gorps of Engineers

The 'Gorp.r of Engincers has maintained Greets Ferry lake for many years
now and has done a good job at it. If they believe that Option 2 is the

- best ep!:ion-&ﬂ the lake, then | think whatever they soy goes. | support
the option that the Corps of Engincers has recommended. |

Sincerely.

e |
Lollo Weshcleester OF

Lthe Rede, A 78533




Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom This May Concern:

There seems to be a lot of concern in the newspaper and media about the eight to 10 “20-stall”
docks. What has not been brought out, and makes more sense to me, is that from a visual standpoint as
well as an environmental standpoint, a 20-stall community dock as opposed to 10 separate two-stall
private docks takes up less shoreline and should not be considered a negative thing.

I have looked at the rezoning maps and can barely even find where the new sites are. Most of
the sites are in areas that already have boat docks and I think the overall effect would be negligible. I
trust the EIS study and see no reason to doubt it. I certainly do.not think it will lead to the “uglification”
of Greers Ferry Lake.

You guys have done a great job so far with the lake. I certainly would not support allowing boat
docks over the majority of its shoreline but I think allowing a very small increase is negligible. This is

especially true if, in the future, rezoning applications will be limited or even eliminated, as outlined in
the plan. '

Sincerely,

Chrvot Jao

o 5 G Y ST




Corps of Engineers

To Whom This May Concern:

I have spent many fun days in the summers at Greers Ferry Lake with my famij
that the lake was very beautiful. Tam not opposed to adding a few more docks
ave placed in areas that are approved by the Corps of Engineers and it does nof]

ly. Thave always thought
to the lake as long as they
hurt the environment.

T'understand that the latest plan only increases the number by 1%; I do not see tthat this will make any

difference at all and if no boat docks would be allowed after that, then I would

Sincerely,

Mo ¥ Jiewes

Founcwy e
R A 2 [§

be for it.




Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom This May Concern:

I'have read over the response that the Corps of Engineers wrote to the Democrat-Gazette
Editorial. Icannot believe they have put out that much false information about your plan.

I think you have the best interest of the lake in mind with your preference of Option 2 and I
would support your recommendation.

Sincer;y, ~ . {____Kmiﬁ(
me e
s M , e 72 73

—-1166



Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.0. Box 847

Little Rock, Arkansus 72203

To Whom It May Concern:

It appears to me that the “Save Greers Ferry Lake™ group has now run out of legitimate objections to the plan
and have now turned to scare tactics. To even say and, even more irresponsibly, publish the suggestion that if
this is passed the enfire shoreline will be covered in bout docks, similar to Lake Hamilton, is absurd. They
have said this for only one reason, and that is to shock people into signing something that is bused on fear
and not on fact.

It sounds like it is your responsibility to review the shoreline management plan every five years or so und
make recommendations based on certain requests and with o lot of restrictions. You have done your duty and
defended your decision with an expensive environmental impact study. What else do you need to make that
decision? You can't let a group of private interest individuals tell you how the lake should be run when you
have gone through such due diligence in studying the plan. Are they willing to make all the decisions
regarding Corps property — | doubt it. This sounds like a group of people with nothing hetter to do than to
find a cause and try to make u mockery of the Corps of Engineers’ judgment.

You have done the w_ork and the studies have confirmed whot you believed; stick by your guns and don’t let
them bully you around. | don’t think there is any way they can legitimately win in court of this time, despite
Carl Garner’s political connections.

Good job!

Sincerely,

Aoy g.@d@i




do the fo'c/» of cfn.gin.eeu:

2 undexstand that plans for Freers d"ett# have to be zeviewed every five yeats
and that an# Suggestions regarding c!zangm be evaluated and placed under the
public view process. U am writing to express my support for Gption 2 of the
Shozeline d/lanagement gPlan and to support the addition of a limited number of
boat docks, Q would not want to see any mote boat docks than what has been

approved.

Q would also like to see vety little done to the beautiﬁd tzees arwound the lake. |
Q think the trees around the lake are w/uzt_ make the lake 30 6edutiful. 2 have been
to lakes where serious t/linn._in.g has been Fe'cﬁ:»'cmed and even clea'c-cuttin.g.

topefully, if this passes, we will not have to deal with the issue of boat docks
ot clearing in the future.

"oz Zf\m@kk .
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Tricia Anslow

Projeet Manager

700 W._ Gapitol

P9.Box 867

Littie Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Ms. Ansiow:

| have read some information given to me about the SMP 2000 that the Corps has put forth. It seems to me that this
was done fairly and very carefully. The environmental impact study seems to show no significant effect on the
environment and, therefore, | would suppert your preferred alternative, #2.

Sincerely,

e LB



Sharon A. Vajda
P.O. Box 1368
Greers Ferry, Arkansas 72067

Jannary 24, 2002

Patricia Anslow

Little Rock District Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:
Please accept this letter as evidence of my complete support of the job that Tommy Park

and his management team is doing at Greers Ferry Lake. I am in complete support of all
aspects of "Alternative 2" of the £JS.

I have been a long-time resident and business owner in the Greers Ferry area. My
livelihood is directly dependant on the local economy and the tourism that Greers Ferry
Lake brings to this area. The EIS, in my opinion, presents an excellent balance between
economic, recreational and environmental interests.

One suggestion--make it a requirement that all fiture boat docks have either tan or
green roofs so as to better blend in with the surrounding vegetation and/or shoreline. My
neighbor has a large two-slip dock with a moss green roof. The roof color blends with
the water and trees so well that the dock is barely visible.

Yours truly,

4




January 15, 2002

Friends own property on Hurricane Bay. They have applied for a new
dock permit, and should be allowed to have one. There are already
20 plus docks in that area. Adding a few more docks to Hurricane

Bay and around the lake will not detract from waterskiing and boating
there.

Please approve the new plan, Alternative 2.

%b LA

odie Sain
Cordova, TN




| am a property owner, on Hurricane Bay,who appiied for and received a dock permit under the 2000 SMP. Our dock was in
the water prior to the injunction. We have been unable to use the dock since 9/15/00.

The Corp's should approve the 93 permits allowed under alternative 2 because:

1. all Nepa requiremnts have now heen complied with, and exceeded.

2. The EIS shows no safety, visual, geographical or emvronmerntal or signiicant impact will occur.

3.The EIS has been reviewed and approved by the Tulsa Corp's office and an expert, Dr Larry Cantor.

4_Growth will be limited by this initative to these 93 new permits.

5.Most new permits were issued for areas already having docks. For instance there are 30 docks already present in Hunicane
bay.

6.The Corp's requires private docks to be maintained better than the commercial marinas, for example styrofoam floation is
not allowed on private docks.

7. private docks will keep those owners boats from eroding the shoreline when beached.

8.8eniors, young children and disabled citizens can more safely board boats that are docked. My mother, who trawvels from
New Zeaiand to visit and enjoy lake life with her grandchiidren is unable to jcin them on the sea doos and ski boat when they
ski and play on the water due fo her knee, unless she can use a dock.Other fiiends visit from California with their child who is
in a wheel chair. He is unable to get out on the water unless he uses a private dock.

9.Visitors to the lake enjoy their stay and are more inclined to retum when they can use a dock for their boating and water
fun.Greers Femy permanent residents rely on visitors for their financial well being.

10.The marinas are growing and are creating a visual poliuticn, congestion and unsafe boating conditions due to the number of
boats being forced to use them. Private docks will do alot to spread the boating traffic around the lake.

11. Denying new dock permits will not reduce the number of boats on the lake. We own 4, and will not sell any just because
we don't receive a permit.

12 The mowing permitswill be approved individually. The lake will be protected by a 50’ vegetation buffer. Being able to clear will
help with fire safety, and allow some snake controf around residences.

We are tired of the vocal minority dictating how we will use and enjoy what we consider to be the best lake in the country for
water sports. This is a public lake. Let the public decide how they will access and enjoy Greers Femnry lake. The public has
asked for new private docks. It's time to approve altemative 2.
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1876 Steeplebrook Cove
Cordova, TN 38016

January 15, 2002
To the Army Corps of Engineers, Greers Ferry Lake.
We are writing to request approval of the preferred alternative, Alternative 2.

We are frequent visitors to the Lake. We enjoy boating around the Lake.
Having access to a private dock is important to us in our enjoyment of the
Lake, as it makes it much easier and safer to access our boat for our frequent
fishing and skiing trips.

We are in favor of the Corps approving a limited number of new docks,
provided all the Corps requirements are met. Addition of these docks is not
going to negatively change the [.ake. We understand that an Environmental
impact study has been completed and that no negative impacts have been
found. Greers Ferry is a man made lake and the existence of docks and boats
is consistent with its development as a recreation lake.

Please approve Alternative 2.

Sincerely;

A
[ —— ,!

i
t

.
Lee and J im Bird




APPROVE ALTERNATIVE 2

Our kids look forward to visiting Greers Ferry Lake. They enjoy swimming,
fishing and boating. We have never felt that individual docks are a problem
on the Lake. The Army Corps requires that they be safe and well built.

Adding approximately 90 new docks this next year will not change the lake.
It is so big they will never be noticed, especially as they will be added to
coves and bays and areas that already have docks. We trust the Corps of
Engineers to control this growth. They appear to have done a good job to
date and there doesn’t seem to be any reason to doubt thelr future

performance Q/
The Seegers

Cordova, TN, .337@ fQ)
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We visit to Greers Ferry Lake each summer. We enjoy visiting because it is
a beautiful lake and it’s a great place to have a lot of fun on the water. A big
bonus would be to have all the water activities conveniently accessible just
feet from our friend’s the house via a private dock. Two years ago they were
rezoned to have a dock, but lost their permit because an EIS study was not
completed. Now that the EIS study is finished and shows no negative
impacts to the Lake there should be no delay in re-approving the 90 or so
dock permits.

Allowing private home owners to have private docks will help keep their
boats away from the busier areas of the lake. It tends to be very congested
and many times is unsafe around the marinas. Also it is much safer boarding
a boat from a dock than from the shoreline, particularly for younger kids and
our senior citizen parents.

We don’t think private docks are an eyesore, and adding another 2 shoreline
miles of zoning isn’t going to change the Lake’s beauty. We are in favor of
the preferre

d Alternative #2.
22l .

Nick and Pam Lake
Cordova, Tn




January 22, 2002

I have been a visitor to Greers Ferry Lake since the Iate 1960°s.

I thoroughly enjoy exploring and boating around the Iake. While I have seen
changes around the Lake over the years, it is still a beautiful place to visit.
There are certainly more private docks now than in the early years, however
I don’t think they detract from the Lake. The docks are certainly in better
condition now than in the early days before the Army Corps had such strict
rules about safe design and upkeep.

I don’t have any objection to a few new docks being approved per the
proposed alternative 2. It appears that the Army Corps will stop
development after these new permits are issued. I think that is a good thing
for the Lake and will make sure that it never gets too crowded or over
developed. I don’t see how these new docks would be an environmental
problem.

Signed
Vet —
Mrs. J Lantz

5044 Whiteway Drive
Memphis, TN 38117




8890 Fern Valley
Cordova, TN 28018

Army Corp of Engineers
Greers Ferry Lake

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

January 16, 2002

Dear Ms Anslow:

Friends have applied for dock permits. We encourage the Corps to approve
the new plan allowing for limited dock rezoning and mowing — Alternative
2. An increase of 98 docks spread around the lake will not significantly
impact the lake. The Jake is so big and most of the new docks will be in |
coves and sheltered areas which already have docks.

We enjoy visiting the lake with our family. Being able to use a private dock
to access our friends’ boats is an important safety issue for us as we have
young children.

Greers Ferry Lake is great recreation lake with wonderful boating. Please
do not listen to the vocal minority and shut this lake down for those of us
who really enjoy getting out and enjoying the lake fully. Approve the
preferred alternative # 2,

Re?)ectfull l

H;z&/n and Cathy Bascom -




January 22, 2002
Post Office Box 996
Conway, Arkansas 72033

Ms. Tricia Anslow
CESWL-PR-PP

Little Rock Engineer District
Post Office Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I write to encourage the Corps of Engineers to adopt its preferred
second alternative for the new shoreline management plan. Having
reviewed the EIS documentation, and listened to the issues raised in the
newspaper articles over the past few weeks, I am satisfied that this alternative
meets the goal of the SMP "to achieve a balance between permitted private
uses and resource protection for general public uses”.

In particular, the allowance of minor increases in the area zoned for
~boat docks, and number of docks granted permits, will definitely benefit those
living around the lake in those areas. That the area zoned will increase only
one percent and the permits required to meet the 80% standard inures to the

public benefit to minimize the spread of docks and insure quality
enforcement. Likewise, the increase in the area subject to vegetation
modification will benefit those wanting to maintain their yards, but the fifty
foot buffer will protect the lake and thereby the public.

I ask that you adopt the preferred alternative #2.

Sincerely,

Nancy Cunningham

L 2 S




FROM @ CROSBEY-UOLMER,LLC FOx NO. ¢ 2823339265 Jan., 28 2082 86:21PM

CROSBY ' Croshy-Yoblmer, LLC
VOLMER international Commumications

January 12, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. BOX 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867
Dear Ms. Anslow:

For your informstion, I have pasted below a disappointing article from Development News.

Greers Ferry Lake, the Crown Jewel of the Ozarks, Fails
Developers Line Up for Massive Contracts

January 16, 2002 By Sevmour Docks

Heber Springs, Arkansas — The U.S. Corps of Engincers announced this month that it has
ovarturned 2 long-standing policy of “long-established zoning™ at Greers Ferry Lake
allowing the construction of 93 new docks, the mowing of grass, and the cutting of trees
along the previously untouched shoreline.

“[¢'s taken a great deal of effort to convince the Corps of Engineers that this is a positive
move forward for Greers Ferry,” said L C, Hammers, president of Under Dock end Key,
an Arkansas Construction Company. “Greers Ferry is one of the last remaining
opportunities within 500 miles for us to develop, We couldn’t be happier! Think of the
construction jobs this will bring to the area.”

The new policy states: “there may not be more than nipety-two {92) docks built on Greers
Ferry Lake over the next five years.” At that time, the issue will be revisited,

“That’s a mighty slippery slope,” said Phillip Mylake a local resident of 25 years, “1
know it, the Corps of Engineers knows it, and you better believe the developers know it!
This Iake will never be the same.”

M. Hammers feels certain that current and future residents of Gresrs Ferry will hardly
notice the new developments. “Our goal at Under Dock and Key is to deliver the finest,
most aesthetically pleesing properties possible,” explains Hammers. “Eventually, no one
will remember the old leke, Instead they will enjoy a bustling, zippy environment of
motorboats, houseboats and wave runners, Sailboats will most likely disappear from
Creers Ferry, and 1 think we can all agree that's a good thing.”

' #E#

Ms, Anslow, this article could become & common sight if you overturn the current policy.
Assee it, you face two difficult questions: Should I encourage this massive change —a

1750 Wisconsin Avenue, NW » Suite 300 = Washington, DT 20067 = Tel: 202.333.8740 « Fax: 202.333.92¢5




FROM @ CROSEY-JOLMER,LLC FAX NO. @ 2823339265 Jam. 28 2882 §6:22PM  F3

change that is undeniably irreversible — and alter the look and feel of this great lake,
eventually overcrowding it? Or, should I stand out, see past the “plight” of developers,
distinguish myself as having unparalieled vision and steadfast resclve, and preserve the
pristine, timeless qualities of one of America’s last great mountain lakes?

The decision you must make is an unfortunate and heavy burden to bear. I presume you

have studied the adverse ¢ffects development has had on lakes that were once as great as

Greers Ferry. 1 hope you can see the “just another lake” definition & change in policy will
* invoke. And I trust you will make the xight decision.

Best regayds,

Andrew K, Crosby
President
Crosby-Volmer International

ﬁ?zc-‘?dﬂvﬁ-—- at
oz~ FEE-TZY
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c5 PATRICIA ANSLO
;—: U—Sz /fofﬂv Cﬁrpf 0]{: E‘]@‘“'IQQI’J" ,
po. Box §67 L_/f AL 72305

Earlene Dierdorf

759 Christopher Dr.
Quitman, Arkansas 72131
25 Jarmary 2002

Dear Barbara Sullivan,
Re: Greers Ferry Lake-Corps of Engineers’ Proposed New Shoreline:

Having lived on Greers Frerry Lake for twenty two years I can assure you that I know
first hand what the proposed changes will do the lake and the shore area. When we first
came here there were a good many docks around the lake and when the water would
come up then recede at a rapid pace the docks would be Ieft high and dry and then during
the net big rain they would wash away and there would be docks floating all around the
lake and in the middie of the lake. They were a real hazard to those who were skiing.
The next thing they would be beat up and lying all around the shore area with nails in
them for children to step on. Second the mowing has been a disaster. As you make your
way around the lake you can see the shoreline full of rocks and large boulders. It makes
the water as it beats on the shore line take all the dirt, the flowers and the grass with it
and caused all the erosion that has occurred in the last several years. My vote goes with
all the people who are in the know. Carl Garner was a wonderful person in seeing that
things were kept, as they should be and for the benefit of the land and the fish and wild
life.

Keep it as it is. Those who want a change have not been here long enough to know the

damage that can happen because of the selfishness. People who will not even take care
of their barges and keep them on shore or tide up certainly will not take care of a dock.

you fo our help. A concerned lake dweller.

Earlene Dierdorf

1181
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ent by: SONIC PROPERTIES 801 375 43980; 01/28/02 4:55PM; JetFax #707;Page 1/1

M EMO
TO: Mrs. Patricia Anslow, Army Corps of Engineers
501-324-5605

DATE: January 28, 2002

FROM: Pat Solberg and Ron Solberg
496 Shady Cove Loop, Eden Isle, AR

PAGES: 1

SUBJECT: FEden Isle, Shady Cove, mowing grass to extend 10
100 feet

Please accept this memo as our vote in favor of mowing option #2.

We feel it is a fair request in light of all the new docks the Corps of
Engineers has recently allowed on Greer’s Ferry Lake. In most instances,
méwing 100 feet in this area should have no adverse affects on the shoreline.
Thank you for calling me back to tell me that I would have to put our votes

writing. Thank you, also, for directing this vote through the proper
channels. '

1 know that we all want the greatest good for this wonderful lake.

1182 o T




Mary E. Segraves
5 Canadian Cove
Maumelle, AR 72113
501-851-3892

- January 17, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I write to you in reference to the proposed increase of docks on Greer’s Ferry Lake and
the proposals to allow more mowing along the shoreline.

Opposition isn’t a strong enough word. I am horrified that the Corps would consider
such measures on this beautifu] lake. As a planning commissioner for the city of
Maumelle, a property owner on Eden Isle and a simple citizen who has enjoyed the
relatively pristine condition of this lake for the last 14 years I clearly understand how
development impacts the individual and the environment.

The continued pressure from a few who have the many dollars to afford lakeside property
to wish to control a view that anyone who visits the lake should enjoy disgusts me. Why
should I on the lake view a million dollar home, not trees? Why should I view an asphalt
parking lot? Why are the clear cutting of trees and the flattening of natural land forms the
only ways developers seem to be able to operate any more? I do not oppose the right of
anyone to own and develop property but at some time our increasingly crowded society
must recognize (with the aid of the government they elected and to whom they gave the
power to PLAN) that the right of the individual property owner should not outweigh
those of the community.

In an effort to preserve individual rights we seem to be afraid to impose strict regulations
on individuals and developers, which could result in compromise development that is
environmentally friendly and acsthetically pleasing. A beautiful view and an accessible
natural resource is one of the few affordable recreations left.




Mary E. Segraves
RE: Greer’s Ferry Lake
Jan. 17,2002

Extensive development on Lake Hamilton has resulted in a crowded and unattractive
lake. Iam continually baffled by the ads touting Hot Springs as a beautiful and
wonderful travel destination. When I go there I see asphalt from one end to the other and
poorly controlied lakeside development. No effort is made to make the docks blend into
the environment. Simply requiring dark green paint on structures would help. Asa
taxpayer I should not have to trek thousand of feet or miles into territory to get away
from development.

I do not oppose the rights of more people to enjoy the beauty of this wonderful lake.
However without tight controls and regulations protecting the environment and those that
can’t afford property and strict enforcement of these I cannot wish for more docks or
development. 1implore you to reject adoption of this proposal. I am not a bleeding heart
liberal. I very much believe in a capitalistic market economy. I do, however, believe that
the government is there to ensure the rights of many however unsung and not cater to the
desires of a few.

Sincerely,

Mary E. Segraves

1184 .




Mary E. Segraves
5 Canadian Cove
Maumelle, AR 72113
501-851-3892

January 25, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow .

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

Thank you for listening to my plea and giving me information on the Corps’ proposed
changes to the Shoreline Management Plan. :

Contained in this study you provided me are five alternative plans. Understanding that
the Corps is looking for a compromise position, and being an individual who realizes that
compromise is essential to any controversial decision making process, I felt after
reviewing the information you provided I would agree with your proposal.

That is not the case. I fully support alternative #3 supporting restrictions, which do not
allow any more development or growth on the lake. Your table ES-2 Alternatives
Impacts Comparison Summary illustrates my case clearly. How many negative signs
does the Corps find acceptable in making its decision. Please notice the only positive
signs are in the socioeconomic or “someone is making money off this proposal” area.
The Corps does not have to give in to developers or rich land owners.

How can the Corps support the requests for more docks. There are currently many open
slips at Eden Isle Marina, yet you tell me the owner says he has 150-250 people on a
waiting list, yet he refuses slips to non polluting, non gas buying, sailboat owners. Aerial
photos of the marina show many open slips. Why does the Corps believe him and doubts
the individuals who love that lake? Why do you seem so surprised when I tell you about
houseboats dumping waste directly into the lake at the marinas?

1185




Mary E. Segraves
RE: Greers FerryLake
Jan. 17, 2002

After I spoke to you this controversy was highlighted on the evening news. The docks
proposed for Miller Point were pointed out. These are unacceptable. Every marina now
is located in a cove or protected area. A point jutting inio the lake, very visible from the
2/3 of the southern part of the lake is not protected in the least. Though you might
counter that this is not a marina, these are 90 private slips, the effect is the same. Ugly
and unsafe. Though you can control the colors of the docks, per our conversation, you
can’t control the color of a purple houseboat! That doesn’t blend with nature.

I have only touched on a few of the negative but more visible impacts this proposal
would have on this lake. I would argue against any that support increased development,
because the only positive is the amount of money going in someone’s pocket. All the
other impacts are negative whether it be pollution, water, air or noise, or damage to
ecological systems.

Please do not change this lake. Continuing to allow development sets a precedent, one
that is difficult to fight in the future, if it’s not already too late.

Sincerely,

Mary E. Segravesé

Cc: Senator Tim Hutchinson
Senator Blanche Lincoln
Representative Vic Snyder

Representative Marion Berry
Representative Mike Ross

~ 1186
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From: WBoop@aol.com [mailtc:WBoop@acl.com!
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 7:07 EM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

I cbject to the addition of boat docks as you propose. During weekends around
the

Mill Creek area, we can hardly use the lake now because of all the boat traffic.
The

chop arcund that area prevents water skiing, and borders on the dangerous from
the rough wake. Please don't permit further traffic as you now propose.




i/"\

From: wazll4@webtv.net [mailto:wazll4@webtv.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 200Z 4:20 PM

To: Eis, GE 3SMP

Subijact: Stop the ugly!

as a home owner on Greers Ferry lake I strenuiously chject to boat
docks beilng added to our lzke. I have seen How ugly they are on te
shoresof Wis.lakes and others. Lets be a leader here in the Natural
State { D.W. '

..1188
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From: Arthur Lindberg

To: gf.swp.eis@usace.mil

Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 3:51 PM
Subject: Docks

We are asking that you do not allow anymore boat docks on Greers Ferry lake.
T+ will be hazardous to all who love this lake and use it for their recreation.
It not only will effect people now but for generations to come. Thank-you.
Doug and Gisele Way

1189
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From: Save the SMP [mailto:fot@conwaycorp.netl
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 6:58 AM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Corps of Engineers
Attention: Tricia Anslow

Dear Ms. Anslow:

T write to offer my opinion about the shoreline management plan. I
understand that there are five different proposals under consideration from the
environmental impact study which has been conducted.

Based upon my review of the documentation, it is my opinion that the
second alternative, allowing 93 boat docks by their having rated 80 percent of
the applicable criteria, and allowing a small increase in the shoreline
modification, is the best, most moderate one, and I hope you will adopt it as
the new shoreline management plan. Despite the hysterical comparisons by scme
te Lake Lanier in Georgia, I fail to see how this plan would have any negative
impact, much less anything approaching that. As a matter of fact, I've been to
Lake Lanier; the lake I saw was beautiful, not covered up with boat docks, and
looked nothing like the pictures spread around by the Save The Lake group.

My family and I regularly hunt and fish in the area, and enjoy Greers
Ferry Lake. 1 see no negative impact to the second alternative, and ask that
you put it in place.

"Richelle Welch
162 Leslie Road
Conway, Arkansas 72032




From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctleconwaycorp.net]

Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 7:03 AM ;

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Ms. Tricia Anslow
Corps of Engineers

I write to express my support for the second alternative set forth in the
documentation about the shoreline management plan. It seems balanced, fair to
landowners seeking the benefits to be achieved from it, while causing little or
no negative impact on the lake. '

My son and I hunt and fish in the area often. We do not want to see the
lake's beauty Jjeopardized. However, the second alternative would not hurt the

lake at all, in my opinion. I hope you will approve the preferred alternative
#2.

Jeff Welch
Vilenia, Arkansas

o111
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From: Christine Weiss [mailto:bewiselfhypertech.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2002 1:28 PM

To: Ceswl-PA

Subject: Regulatory Comment

Hello: I would like to express my dis-approval of the proposed granting of
93 dock permits and the proposed doubling of the allowed mowing area at
Greers Ferry Lake. '

With respect, the natural ambiance and envircnmental health of Greers Ferry
Lake are seriously threatened by such proposals. There are already an
abundance of access sites which have been "civilized"” with mowing machines
and boat slips. There is no need for this expansicn... except to possibly
increase the market value of certain commercial properties and private
iands. Thus such an action would be completely contrary to the "public™
interest.

Thank you,
=)

Christine

21192
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From: Martha Treece [mailto:orefartelco.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 5:11 PM

To: Fis, Gf SMP :

Subject: Greers Ferry Lakes Plan

To whom it may concern:
I am for the proposed shoreline management plan that the Corps has developed.

Phis lake is not a wildlife refuge that has been saved, but a man-made lake that
was developed for human activity i. e., electricity, drinking water, recreation.
The plan through thought out restrictions,which are similar to zoning, is
oroviding for gradual growth. This lake is not static. Change is inevitable.

What interests me is that the people initiating the opposition live on the more
populated part of the lake and already have the access from a long time ago. I
am also quite concerned that Carl Garner still thinks he can run this lake.
Parents need to let go of children.

My concern is unbridled growth in communities that think Greers Ferry Lake is
.going to be their reservoir. Small rural communities near the lake should be
able to count on the lake. But golf courses and communities outside the
watershed should make other plans. But this issue is probably for another day.

Thank you for accepting my comments,
Martha Treece
i74 Harper's Cove Rd.

Shirley, AR 72153
ore@artelco.com
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From: Ren Tucker [mailto:rtuckerfaristotle.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 8:24 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: SAVE THE LAKE

Dear Trish Anslow,

My family has had a vacaticn home on Greers Ferry Lake for 30+ years. I
actually remember the lake as it was filling.

I believe that the effort to increase the number of docks on the lake is a
foolish mistake. It is obviously fueled by the interests of a few
developers interested only in money.

Lake Hamilton is a Joke! I would rather go spend a weekend stuck in
football traffic than visit that "Hell Hole".

Lake Quachita.....very nice, and popular. Where are their boat docks?

It is my opinion that if vou can afford a boat dock, you can afford a
garage to store your boat in. That is what we do.

It's easier to maintain a garage than a boat dock. Take a tour of the
horrible leooking boat docks on the lake now. Even the ones that operate as
businesses lock like junk. Can our officials guarantee that this would not
be the case if new docks were added?

I would love o, just once; See State Officials make a decision based on
genuine concerns and nct money. '

I hope that the cfficials involved make the decision to curb the addition
of more boat docks.

Please Save The Lake!
Oren D. Tucker VI
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From: Sam Waldrup [mailto:swaldrup@arkansas.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 1:54 PM

To: Eis, GEf SMP ‘

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Proposal

Attention: Patricia Anslow

Please implement the current proposed shoreline management plan for
Greers Ferry Lake., I trust the Corps to do a good job. My vote is
YES. Sam Waldrup




From: Nancy and Bruce Walde [mailto:waldo@ipa.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 Z2:31 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry

To:: Trish Anslow
Little Rock Corps of Engineers

My children from Missouri, Minnesota,.and Alaska have reguested that you keep
Greers Ferry Lake natural and please don't add any more docks.
Thanks,

Buce Waldo




From: Merle Tanner [mailto:merletanner@hisboinc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 9:52 AM

To: Eis, GE SMP

Subject: support for alternative #2Z Greers Ferry Lake

Hi, T am an owner of lake property in Miller's Point (lot#30) on Greers
Ferry. I am writing in support of alternative #2 of the SMP. thanks,
Merle O. Tanner

P.O. Box 369

Maypearl,TX. 76064

214-914-4399




From: floyd taliaferro [mailto:tmail@arkansas.net]

Sent: Monday, January 14, 2002 11:55 AM

To: Chuck Getman :

Cc: USCorpscf Engineers; Larry & Barbara Sullivan; Fred & marge Stearns; Jim
Reed; Fred McCourt; Lynn Harshbarger '

Subject: Re: Comment on Greers Ferry Lake SMP

Dear Chuck:

T feel "out of the loop" as the Ark.Gazette won't deliver
the daily paper and Drasco is not yet publishing. .
I really dc seek truth and wisdom and, at present, am opposed to more "slips &
snips" (Boat & mowing). So I value your thoughts, as well as Barbara Sullivan's
and Walter Sudelow,
The decrease in quality of water & land on shores of Pickwick Lake in Tn., and
Lake Lanier in Ga. has influenced my decision.
Your friend,
Gene Taliaferro
Chuck Getman wrote:

Dear Sirs:I have read the latest SMP and find it logical, supportive of the

lake's future, and adegquately addresses envircnmental concerns. Fer this reason
I support the management plan. I have some concerns that a few petitions I have
seen are predicated on an over-abundance of mis-informatiocn. For this reason 1

suggest the Corps take a close look at the petition to determine what the
petitioners are signing. In some cases the petiticn may not be inclusive of the
real facts surrounding the SMP. What I'm saving is take a close look at who
originated the petition to determine the factual basis on which the petition is
signed(we do know what propaganda each group is purperting). With regard to the
mis-information that is being publicized, it is my recommendaticn the C.O.E.
doesn't publicly address the mis-information but stick to and publicize the
actual facts surrounding the issue. I would counter incorrect factual
information with facts from the SMP. The real problem is the SMP has become a
political issue and we all know that political issues discussion never needs to
be truthful or .factual when you oppose the issue.A true friend of the lake:C. ¥,
Getman 337 Grand Isle DriveFairfield Bay, AR 72088

222298
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From: joe.watts@sba.gov [mailto:joe.wattsé@sba.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2002 7:19 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Dock Zoning (Shoreline Management Plan)

To Whom It May Concern:

I have been asked by friends and family members to write to you in reference to
my concerns about the latest developments in the process of the review of the
Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management Plan.

Let me qualify my position first. I am not a property owner in the area myself,
but my mcther and steép-father are. My step-father, Bustin Buercklin has retired
from the Corps of Engineers and help build Greers Ferry I.ake so I do have =&
vested interest in this lake. One of my friends that I work with has applied for
a permit to have a private dock and under the circumstances, he does not have a
commercial dock anywhere close to his property and the closest access is twelve
miles away.

T have been using Greers Ferry Lake from day one and it is one of the best lake
in the United States. The Corps of Engineers has done a great 3job on this lake

from day one and this lake has always been showcased as a model project. I know
that they have been pretty strict on development and that has been good. That is
why it has stayed as good as it has all of these years. '

My position is that Alternative #2 is the best plan for the Corps of Engineers
to adopt for their new shoreline management plan. Alternative #4 is also
acceptable but it is less equitable to previous approved applicants.

Joe David Watts
3185 Ashley
Conway, AR 72034
{501) 3272494
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 From: Barry Thomas [mailto:bthomas301@home.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2002 11:33 AM
To: Eis, GEf SMP
Subiect: Lake shoreline plan

I support Preferred alternative 2 for the shoreline manangemant plan.

I have property at 25 thomas woods lane Prim Ark.. This was my Grand dads
berfore the lake Greers Ferry was damed-up. At that time we always had a boat
dock. thru the years it needed rebuilt the dock. now we are.on hold tec do so. WE
had the permit and have already put up 10,000to the builder in Heber Springs for
the material.Allis on hold. The Corp of Engineers do a great Job of studying the
impact of the vlake. I trust them. I ask with-out delay that we move with this
alternative 2 shoreline management plan.

Thankyou '

Barry Thomas

1200
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From: Tfkendix@cs.com [mailto:Tfkendix@cs.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 12, 2002 11:56 AM

To; Eis, Gf SMP

Sublject: Save Greers Ferry Lake

We came to this area to retire because of the pristine beauty of this wonderful
lake. Please do not allow more development of boat docks and the additional
cutting of vegetation. This is a vital water resource for the state of Arkansas
which must be preserved and protected. The control of raw sewage from boaters
should be cne of your urgent goals. As dedicated servants of the people of
Emerica, we are sure after deep reflection as to the best regulations for
Greers Ferry Lake, you will do the right thing. PLEASE SAVE CUR BEAUTIFUL




From: DTetre7l7l@aocl.com [mailto:DTetre7i7l@acl.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 6:1% PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subfect: Boat docks 1!

I am totally opposed to any additional boatdocks on Greer's Ferry. The
water quality will suffer - including the tailwater fishery below the dam.
Trout cannct survive in polluted water. I fish both the lake & the river
several times a year - because of the gquality of the water - the fishing - &
the "unsullied shoreline and scenic beauty of the area - the shoreline. This
will all be destrcysd with the "business as usual" attitude of the Corps.
Don't do it. Do something right for once !!! Don't cave in to the special
interests of those who only want to line their pocketbook, at the expense of
every cne else — the majority. :




From: BOBNMICTRaol.com [mailto:BOBNMICTGacl.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 10:17 PM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry

To: gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil

I totally trust the USACE and support the preferred Alternative #2. The
mis-information that the Save the Lake group ran in the paper is a desperate
attempt to influence Lhe public when all legal cptions have been depleted.

Bn official response to this misguided editorial should be strongly
considered. The facts need to be presented by you for the public to then
assess and meke comments. The 1/16/02 editorial was good but was simply an
individual correcting a wrong. The Corps. should step up and do the same.

Please do what is best for the state of Arkansas and provide boaters the
opportunity to enjoy and protect our lake. I appreciate the hard work that
you are doing to make the lake a beautiful, enjoyable lake for everycne.

Sincerely,

Bok Thomas
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 From: BOBNMICT@aol.com [mailto:BOBNMICTRaol.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 11:59 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Cc: Spinejohnfacl.com

Sulbject: Greers Ferry

I have enjoyed the use of Greers Ferry Lake for many years. My Family has
had a cabin on the lake when it was a river and now it's on the Lake. I
support the Army Corps of Engineers stewardship of this wonderful Lake. They
have sarned the right in my book to make decisions that allow the lake and
surrounding communities to continue to thrive in this century as it did in
the last. Essayons! Bob Thomas

1204 .




From: Save the SMP [mailto:fctlconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 6:35 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Corps of Engineers
Little Rock, Arkansas

Ladies/Gentlemen:

I support the second alternative being considered since it makes only slight
increases in the boat dock and vegetation modification areas, yet still protects
the lake. The docks approved met the high 80 percent criteria standard. This
alternative achieves a balancing of interests in satisfaction of the Corps’
stated goal. '

Mostly importantly, the EIS indicates that the second alternative will not
significantly impact the lake's environment.

Please approve the second alternative now being considered.

Rhett Thompson
1906 Berry Place Drive
Conway, Arkansas 72034
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From: Save the SMP [mailto:fct@conwaycorp.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 6:23 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Tricia Anslow:

The information provided by the Corps at its December 6 meeting indicated that
the SMP objective is "to achieve a balance between permitted private uses and
resource protaciion for general public uses". I think the second alternative
meets thal goal wonderfully, since it allows a small increase in the areas zoned
for docks and vegetation modification, for the benefit of private landowners,
while still resulting in 92 percent of the shoreline remaining protected from
any such development, for the benefit of everyone. That appears tc me to
represent a very good balance. :

-

I support the second alternative as a result, and hope that you will adopt it.

Patty Thompson
1906 Berry Place
Conway, Arkansas 72034

.. 1206




From: Save the SMP [mailte:fctlconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 3:40 FM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry SMP

Ms. Trish Anslow:

I write in support of the Alternative #2. While I do not have any property at
the lake, [ do often in the summer summers, and love it. COpticon #2 is reasoned
and balanced. No harmful consequences. While it doesn't make lots of difference
to me perscnally, -I hate to see the scare tactics of the opponents with the Save
the Lake fanatics prevail. Carl Garner continues to try to run the lake years
after his supposed retirement. Enough!

Jesse W. Thompscn
Attorney at Law

1422 Caldwell

Conway, BArkansas 72034

..1207
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From: George Thompson, AIA [mailto:gthompson@fletcherfirm.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 5:25 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP; frish.anslow@swl.usace.army.mil

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Dear Ms. Anslow and whom it may concern;

I am cpposed te the adoption of your revised zoning / permit plan for
Greers Ferry Lake that you have proposed for the next five years.

It penalizes property owners who have frontage on the lake by adding up
tc 50-feet of "no maintenance boundary"™ setback to the already existing
buffer zone.

At the same time it creates nine new massive 20-slip docks, or marinas,

which will add to congestion on the lake, contribute to pollution of the
water (poorly maintained boats leaking into the water rather than being

“railered) and provide more of a de-naturalization tc the lake than any

buffer would offset.

I am in agreement that those who mow down to the water's edge should be
reprimanded, but currently enacted zoning and setbacks address that
issue if only they are enforced. At the same time, property owners of
lakefront propérty should not be prevented from enjoying their property
and their views of the lake with vegitation growing up to obstruct their

views., What good is a "natural shoreline if you can only see it from a .

boat!

This proposal benefits large commercial marinas, absentese or inland
boatowners and realtors (not to mention the Army Ceorps. of Engineers who
will gain increased permit fees). &nd a1l at the expense of the
lakefront property owners and the public at large who will have more
crowded waters in which to recreate, more polluted water to swim in and
to drink should they live in the parts of central Arkansas now supplied
by this lake's water system.

To argue that this is a "naturalization" of the shoreline is a false
argument. It is a blatent shift of power in the name of money. This
propcosal should not be ratified as it is now designed.

Sincerely,

George H. Thompson, Jr.

George Thompson, AIA

The Fletcher Firm Architects
11700 Rainwood Road

Suite 5

Little Rock, Arkansas 72212
501 228-5522 fax -5523

....1208
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From: Spt90l@acl.com [mailtco:Spt20lRacl.com]

Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 8:28 .aM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow,:

My husband and I have recenily purchased lakeshore property on Greer's
Ferry Lake. We intend toc commence construction of a home there within the
next few months. Plans are presently in the latter stages of preparation.

I understand that the Corps of Engineers'is seeking comment with respect
to a proposed Shoreline Management Plan. I have acguainted myself with the
provisions of the various alternatives and I write to support the preferred

.a2lternative, Alternative 2, which would allow for the approval of 93 rezoning

requests that have already met the Corps' established criteria and an
increase in vegetation control up to 100 feet from a habitable structure.

Please add my name to those in support of this proposal.
Very sincerely yours,

Sally Palmer Thomason




From: JJTLaw@aol.com [mailto:JUTLaW@asl.Eom]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 8:41 AM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Greers' Ferry Lake SMP

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I write in support of Alternative 2 (the preferred alternative) which was
previously proposed by the Corps of Engineers and which would allow for the
“approval of 93 rezoning requests but would not permit future rezoning requests.
In addition, this alternative would permit vegetation modification within 100
feet of a habitable structure for the purpose of fire protection.

My wife and I have recently purchased lakeshore property at Miller's
Point on Greer's Ferry Lake and intend to construct a home there. We believe
that the lake and the uses thereof would be greatly enhanced by the adoption of
the propesal we support.
Very sincerely yours,

John J. Thomason

(Hardcopy of this letter is being mailed)

[N
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From: BOBNMICTRaol.com [mailto:BOBNMICTRaol.coml
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 10:20 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

To: gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil

I totally trust the USACE and support the preferred Altsrnative #2. The
mis-information that the Save the Lake group ran in the paper is a desperate
attempt to influence the public when all legal options have been depleted.

An official response to this misguided editorial should be strongly
considered. The facts need to be presented by yvou for the public to then
assess and make comments. The 1/16/02 editorial was good but was simply an
individual correscting a wrong. The Corps. should step up and do the same.

Please do what is best for the state of Arkansas and provide boaters the
opportunity to enjoy and protect our lake. I appreciate the hard work that
you are doing to make the lake a beautiful, enjoyable lake for everyone.

Sincerely,

Michele Z. Thomas




From: BCSTEERLY1623@acl.com [mailto:BCSTEELY1623@za0l.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2002 7:19 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: draft EIS -

: support the preferred alternative#2 for the shoreline management plan of
greers )
ferry lake

name brad steely

address 275 tortoise bay rd
higden ar 72067




From: jchn and vicki stephens [mailtc:jstephens@ipa.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 9:41 AM

To: Eis, GE SMP

Subject: comment on greers ferry shoreline mangement plan

I am a property cwner in the Geers Ferry Lake area. I wish to express my support
for the plan proposed by the US Army Corp of Eigneers wish will allow for
more

‘docks and an extended mowing area closer to the water. I attended the public
hearing in Heber Springs a few weeks ago and am aware of the other alternatives
that were presented. However, I do not share the feeling of several people who
made statemsnts to the effect that the plan would damage the lake and distract
froem the beauty of the area. I got the impression that they were people who have
expensive homes, a good view of the lake, and private decks, but they don't want
anyone else to have the same. My vote is to open it up and give everyone an
opportunity to enjoy the lake the same as they are.

John Stephens III, P.0O. Box 1041, Des Arc, Ar. 72040 1/28/02
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From: Mike Ronnel [mailto:metal.recycling@prodigy.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 11:55 AM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Fw:

Mrs. Patricia Anslow
CESWL-FR-PP

P.0O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR. 72203-0867

Dear Mrs. Anslow,

I am writing express my preference in regard to the Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline
Management Plan {SMP}.

My preference would be to elect Option #2 that would extend the mowing of grass
up to 100 feet from the current level ¢f 50 feet. However, I would not like to
see the inclusion of additional docks on the lake, regardless of whether they
are private or in a marina.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Stacey Stern

Eden Isle Resident

00Co0000




- From: Indy Stewart [mailto:sunnyland@mvtel.netj

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 11:36 AM
To: Eis, Gf sSMP
Subject: CGreers Ferry Lake

Please do not continue with the plan to meke this beautiful lake another
overused and crowded cesspool. I swin in that lake -all summer long and, at
times even now, the water is covered with oil and withgas fumes. Please
save the lake from further harm.

Kathleen Weickhardt and Larry L. Stewart
Sunnyland Racing Arabians

ATHLETES for TRACK, TRAIL and ARENA
870.591.6212
http://www,sunnylandarabians.com




From: kathy 1 stewart [mailto:rmkls@ipa.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2062 12:2% AM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: voting no for more boat docks

to whom it may concern. I, Kathy Stewart and my husband Roy Stewart koth vote no
to more boat docks on Greers Ferry Lake. We wanl to perserve the beauty of this
lake and not add additional garbage tc take away from the Lake. Sincerely Kathy
L. and Roy M. Stewart. Address: 205 Salt CaveDr. Grears Ferry ,Ar.72067

e e e, . 1216




From: Oscar Stilley [mailto:Oscar@Cstilley.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 9:52 AM

To: Corps of Engineers '

Subject: Development plans —- Speak up for Greers Ferry

May it please the court:

I read the editorial clip in today's Little Rock Democrat Gazette. I am writing
to advocate exactly the opposite of what the editorial suggested I advocate.

I t£hink vou folks are doing an outstanding job. Yes, please, put 93 new boat
decks (docks?) in, I would be pleased if 193 went in.

I have no personal interest. I cannot remember the last time I 1laid esyes on
Greers Ferry Lake, its been many years.

About the grass mowing. What is the problem with mowing grass? A good sod
cover will contrel and hold sediment, keeping it out of the lake. Keep up the
good work,

One last thing. I would like to ses you issue ﬁermits to cut trees freely,
where the landowner agrees to restock with high quality seedlings:

Our red . oak forests are being decimated. The main reason is overstocking of the
forests, very little thinning for improvement of the timber stand, and reverse
selection for quality. The good stuff gets cut, the trash gets to procreate.
Who in their right mind thinks that is going to create a healthy and vigorous
forest?

Our misguided management has been tried and found wanting by three straight
years of extended drought conditicns. Arkansas' overstocked stands of trees

with generally inferior genes have succumbed tc the red ocak borer.

Every organism, whether plant, animal, or human, is far more capable of
resisting disease, parasites, and injury if it has outstanding genes and ample
resources, e.g. foed, water, sunlight, organic matter.

Populations that are already weakened may suffer devastating mortality from
causes that would not cause substantial damage to a vigorous ceommunity of
individuals with a high quality, diverse gene pool.

That is why I would like to see the Corps permit and encouragzs the bkest
silvacultural practices on property that it regulates.

I have a lot of faith in you folks. Tell everybody Oscar said "Hi." XKeep up
the good work!!!

i=) =) io) i-) i-)

Cscar Stilley
08

.
Oy



From: Nikole Jackson [mailto:nikolej@aristotle.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 10:36 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: greers ferry lake shoreline

To whom it may concern,

I weuld like to express my concern with the view of opening the lakes
shoreline. My family has had a place on the lake for over 25 yrs. and one of
the main draws of the lake is the isolaticon from pecple and the true beauty of
the lake and shoreline. By opening the shoreline you would open the door for
more than just a few docks. It would open it up to more intense development,
and by this it would ruin the beauty of the lake. This is scmething that can
never be brought back once it is gonel!!! So please take these thoughts into
mind and make the right choice. Leave the lake as it is for all to ses the true
beauty and the natural settings it has to offer!

thank vou,

Scott Stoll




From: Debbie [mailto:songbird@artelco:cori]
Sent: Saturday, January 19, 2002 4:33 PM
To: Ceswl-PA

Subject: Regulatocry Comment

I PERSONALLY FEEL TYAT THE LAKE SHOULD BE LEFT UNTCUCHED AND EBEAUTITUL THLE
WAY IT WAS MEANT TO BE . PLEASE RE~THINK THIS PROGRAM AND REALIZE WHAT YOU
ARE DOING TO THIS AREA.

THANK YOU
DEBBY STRANGE

212190




From: Paul R Strickland [mailto:pstrick2@junc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 10:50 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: lake shore

I AGREE WITH CORPS NEW PLAN FOR GREERS FERRY LAKE. I FEEL LIKE A FEW
PEOPLE OF SAVE THE LAKE GROQUP HAD SPENT A LCT OF MONEY TO DESTORY TEHE
ENVIRONMENTAL 3TUDY PLAN.

e 12200




From: martha strother [mailto:gogreen7@yahoc.com]
Sent; Wednesday, January 09, 2002 11:43 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: 90+ new boat docks at Greers Ferry '

Re: The proposed 40% increase in the number of boat
docks allowed on the shores of Greers Ferry

Don't do it! There are other places to go if people
want a denatured, commercialized, built-up and ruined
waterfront, People go to Greer's Ferry to enjoy an
unspoiled lake with a natural shoreline. Don't mess
it up!

Sincerely,

Martha Strother

2517 §. Fillmore
Little Rock, AR 72204

Do You Yahoo!? : .
Send FREE videc emails in Yahoo! Mail!
http://prome.yahco.com/videomail/
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From: SStahlhut@morningstar-—-group.com
[mailtc:S8tahlhut@morningstar-group.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 10:38 AM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake EIS

As a lake front lot/home owner, I respectfully submit my disapproval of
any changes in the current regulations governing the adding of appx. 98
additional request for zoning of boat docks. I alsc disapprove of changing
the clearing restrictions from 50' fo 100'. I purchased my property in
Feb. 1997. Two years later I built a small summer/second house on this
lot. It is located on the water near the end of Little Peter Creek Cove.

My property is not zoned for a boat dock and is not included in the new
proposal for additional boat docks now under review by the Corps. When I
purchased this property five years ago. There was one boat dock in this
cove. MNow there are four. Two single docks, one double dock, and one five
slip dock. The wonderful view of the lake has been compromised and
diminished by these new boat docks. I knew when I purchased the lot that I
could not have a boat dock and accepted this fact. ©Now I must admit that I
would love to be able to have a dock on waters edge to use and store my
boat. But I also understand that what makes Greers Ferry lake so wonderful
is the fact that is has been closely regulated to keep its shores from
being cluttered with boat docks. I do not wish for this lake to become
another Lake Hamilton, which is one of the dirtiest lakes I have ever
visited. The shore line is nothing but boat docks and houses. Little or
ne restrictions seem to be in place. Plus the water smells from all the
waste running into that lake. On the other hand, Greers Ferry Lake is .one
of the cleanest lakes I have every seen. Even after five years, it still
amazes me how clean and clear the water is. After boating mile after mile
of the lake, you come to appreciate the fact that the houses are mostly
hidden from view. Changing the current "mow area" from 50' to 100" would
most dafinitely have a negative impact not only on the view from the lake,
but would also allow much mere drainage of pollutants into the lake. I
also wish to state that in my opinien. It is the local Realtors and land
developers that are pushing for these changes. Most of them (not all, but
most) know that the more lots and/or houses that are allowed boat docks,
the more money they will make. 1In closing. Please do not allow this to
happen. Keep the current restricticns in place.

Respecfully submitted
Steve Stahlhut

89 Stone Bridge Cove
Drasco, AR 72530
501.206.0085

5721 Green Valley cv.
Bartlett, TN 38135
501.372.3289




From: Zaborovsky, Julita [mailto:julital@netperceptions.com]
Sent: Friday, January 04, 2002 3:53 PM

To: 'gf.smp.elsBusace.army.mil’

Subject: Public Comments, G.TF. SMP.

Since I frequently visit Greers Ferry Lake, I feel that I need to have an
input about the future of a lake which belongs to ail. I have studied and
discussed all the propcsals and have come to the following conclusion: I am
in favor of the proposed Alternative #2 which will provide a balance for the
users of Greers Ferry Lake. It seems that this alternative will maintain the
environmental quality and aesthetic beauty of the lake and still make it
usable by the public.

Julita Zaborovsky

2500 Enfield Road #8

Austin, TX. 78703
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From: Zaino [mailto:ZAINO8midsouth.rr.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002-2:48 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: greers ferry lake

I have been an owner of & cabin in that area for 11 years. I drive from Ms. to
enjoy the beauty and serenity of this wonderful lake, What makes it so special?
The clarity of the lake, the uncluttered shoreline,. the trees and hills. The
lakes in Tn. are crowded and the water polluted from toc many boats and docks
that are eye sores on open shoreline. The lakes in Ms. are muddy.

Please don't allow any more docks in the open area...this will truly ruin one
of Arkansas's finest gems.

Sincerely,

Donna Zaino

- — ..1224
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From: Richard and Dody Zelnick [mailto:rzelnick@mail.cswnet.conm]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 7:47 ¥M

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greer's Ferry Lake

We hope that enough interested people will object to your putting in
additional docks on this lake.

We came to this area in 1962 and have watched this water source come from a
river to become a beautiful lake. This is cne of the most beautiful lake in
rhe State of Arkansas and we don't want it to bacome poluted from toc many
docks and docks that are not properly maintained.

Put us down as two who are objecting to the increase in docks.

Richard and Dody Zelnick

21225,
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From: Kathy and Jerry Spraggins [mailto:kspragg@céuwnet.com]

Sent: Monday, January 14, 2002 7:54 PM

To: Eis, Gf 3MP 4 ) ‘
Subject: Comments on the Draft RIS, Greerad Ferry &MP dtd Nov, 2001

. I have reviewed the draft Environmental Impact Statement and the Shoreline
Managemsnt Plan alternatives published on the Corps' Little Rock District
website. I consider the Alternative 2 (Preferred Alternative, Approval of
Rezoning Requests Meeting the 80 Percent Criteria) to be the most
environmentally sound and fairest to all project usars.

The sallient feature of this alternative is that the rezoning of the
shoreline for limited development areas would be minimal: an increase of -1%,
from 7% to 8%. Other elements of this Alternative generally follow accepted
policies within other Corps projects.

MAJ Gerald E. Spragginsg USAR (Ret.)
325 Mountain Aire Drive
Heber Springs, AR 72543
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From: lee southall [mailto:leesouthall@hetmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 8:55 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP '

Subject:

I am opposed to any more building on the White River and Greers Ferry. Reason
being, thers is ncthing more peaceful and theraputic than visiting these natural
sights. My mother and step-father live up in the Qzark area. Many lives would be
affected by building in these areas. This belongs to the public and it seems
that majority opinion is to preserve the natural beauty of these special areas.
Flease consider backing down from the building of any docks.

Thank you,

Leg Southall

leescuthall@hotmail. com

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com.




From: Dean and Carolyn Speer [mailto:carrlémindspring.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 9:32 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Comments

We submit the following commentis regarding the propbsal to revise the
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.

We support Alternative 1 as set out in the Executive Summary.

It seems from the Executive Summary that the Corps is seeking to meet
the needs/desires of 93 applicants, particularly regarding rezeoning for
new boat docks, to the detriment of all other property owners and lake
users (thousands ) of the Lake. One does not have to go to other
locations to cobserve the effect of Alternative 2. Look at the Little
Red River! Look at the Narrows Marinz and observe the "minor adverse
effect on visual and aesthetics resources"™, with boat docks extending
out into the Narrows. This is not only adverse to visual aesthetics but
is an extreme boating safety hazard. The person with the Corps that
approved this construction should be fired!

Claims are made that extended mowing area will promote fire safety.
Horse feathers! We all know that if a major fire gets started in the
wocded areas, residential property will be lost due to the inadequate
fire protection in the area. fThat's why we carry insurance!

When developers and newer property owners developed/bought property on
the lake they knew or should have known the rules for the lake. But now
that they are imbedded, like chiggers, they want to change the rules.

We as lake front property owners say NOI

Dean and Carolyn Speer
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From: Wilma [mailto:tws@acjhs.ips.kl2.ar.us]
Sent: Menday, January 14, 2002 10:11 &AM

To: Eis, Gf 3MP

Subject: SMP/EIS

We were approved for a boat dock, paid our fee, entered into a
contract, paid money and had our hearts set on a dock. Then, a
select few overthrew the welfare of many and stopped the authority
of the Corps by going to court. Tt was a bitter and costly
disappointment, but still we have hopes for our dock.

Please stand up for us this time and don't let these selfish people
dictate to you.

Wilma Smith

e 021229,




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and §{1ggcsnons concemmg analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Piease include your name and city of residence. Youmayplace [

this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting er srad %6 Fauicia Afisiow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regilatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engmeers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 ores ~mail comments to-gf.smp;cis@usace.ammy.mil.
Al written-comments are dite by January 18; 2002,

Please write legibly.

1 support brefer‘fed mternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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From: WayneSmith [mailto:drwsmithBcox-internet.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 20, 2002 8:51 BM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Comments on GF SMP

COMMENT ON PROPOSED SMP FOR GREERS FERRY LAKE

We are for Alternative 2: Preferred Alternative, and wish toc encourage
adoption of that plan.

We have been residents in Cleburne County since 1968, and live on land that
has been in the family for well over 100 years. We are nct a part of any
special interest group, but we do feel that people should be allowed to do
reasonable things with their property. The proposed alternative is
reasocnable.

Helen & Wayne Smith, 1164 Heber Springs Road South, Heber Springs, AR

Sunday, January 26, 2002




. From: Ted Smith [mailto:smithferdfeconwaycorp.net]

Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 £:39 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP
Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

My family has been going to Greers Ferry for many years, and has enjoyed its
many pleasures and natural beauty. We have a boat docked at Shiloh marina. We
have an interest in seeing the lake maintained properly.

I write to express my suppori for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake,
The plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving the natural beauty of
the lake while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. I see no negative
impact environmentally, either on the water quality or the natural beauty; nor
did the envirommental impact study.

We believe the plan now under consideration accomplishes its goals in a fair
manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those who own land around it and those

who use it, while protecting its resources. I urge the Corps of Engineers to

adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan now under
consideration.

Ted Smith

1545 Haley
Conway, BArkansas 72032

1232
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From: DDSmith846@aol.com,{mailto:DDSmith846@aol.com}
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 9:13 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shorliine Review

"I am a property owner along Greers Ferry lake (640 Cove Creek) and wish to
EXpress my concern over your plans to relax current restrictions.

‘It is not in the best interest of all visitors and residents of this beautiful
lake to allow additiocnal boat dock construction or relax current mowing
restrictions around the lake from 50 feet teo 100 feet.

A better solution to boat parking would be the addition of another marina at the
lake, 1f this has not been considered, for those who wish to leave their boats
parked at the lake. ’

Additicnally, from my recent boating experiences it appears that the existing 50
foot mowing restrictions are currently being violated by numerous new builders
of private homes along the lakeshore and should be of immediate concern and
action by your enfeorcement division.

Please incorporate my strong objections to your.proposed changes to the current
restrictions in yvour review,

Sincerely,

Derryl D. -Smith




From: Wilma [mailto:tws@acjhs.jps.klZ.ar.us]
Sent: Monday, Jsnuary 14, 2002 10:43 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Bubject: Shoreline Management Plan

At a recent comment meeting I heard many selfish and arrocgant
comments from those seeking to stop the Corps recommendation

from being implemented. However, the worst one I think T heard
was from a lady who lived in Eden's Isle. She was concerned that
if the plan was implemented she might have to see boat docks out
her window whern she looked at the lake. Those who live on the
other side of the island see the largest dock on the lake {hers)
every time they look across the lake. EHow could anyone be so
selfish and narrow? We love the lake too, and would never do
anything that would harm the purity and beauty of the lake, but why
should docks be denied once they have been approved? Please
stand up for your recommendation.

Boh Smith

1050 Diamond Head Road
Drasceo, AR

e 1234




Pubhc comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management PIan
o Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggesnons concernmg analyms that is mcluded m the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment-Sheet Return™box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

A!l written comments are due by J’anumy] 8,:2002.

Please write legibiy.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plam.
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From: WooddcocS508acl.com imailto:Wooddoc508acl.com]
Sent: Tuesday, Decembesr 18, 2001 §:28 PM

To: Eils, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Freey Lake Shoreline Management Plan

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Larry D. Slycord, Greers Ferry, Arkansas
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From: SmileyHappyChris@aol.com [mailto:SmileyHappyChris@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 1:59 BM

To: Eis, GIf SMPE

Subject: boat docks

NAY
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December 4, 2001

Greers Ferry EIS

‘c/o Trish Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

RE: Comments on Draft EIS
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

We implore you to approve Alternative 2: Preferred Alternative as the favored
configuration of key SMP elements for incorporation into and implementation through a
revised Shoreline Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake.

Our decision to retire, relocate, and build a home in Fairfield Bay was pased on the fact
that the lot we purchased (Lot 47) in Grand Isle was zoned to have a boat dock. This
alone, was the overwhelming factor in our decision to build in Fairfield Bay.

We, like many others, were caught in the middle when the boat dock approvals were
rescinded. We saw our property value decrease before our house was even completed.
We were forced to change and rearrange our plans at a considerable monetary cost. The
frustration, in dealing with this issue, has been detrimental to our envisioned retirement.

As a matter of fairness, Alternative 2 (Preferred Alternative, Approval of Rezoning,
Requests Meeting the 80 Percent Criteria) is certainly the most acceptable solution under
the circumstances.

Sincerely,

&) () é’/
V\% & Be

& Y Slag
403 Grand Isle Drive
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088

er



From: Wayne M. Slaughter [mailto:popeye@ozarkisp.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 9:42 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Gréers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan - Draft EIS

January 25, 2002

Attention: Patricia Anslow ‘
Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Corps of Engineers '
Little Rock, 2R

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan. It is the
most safe, unbiased, environmentally friendly solution for all concerned. The
Corps of Engineers have always done a superb job managing Greers Ferry Lake and
there i1s no reason to doubt their abilities with this plan.

B. L. Slaughter

403 Grand Isle Dr
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088




From: risimmons [mailtc:risimmons@netzero.net]
Sent: Saturday, January 26, 2002 6:25 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Cc: SADLERZ85Racl.com )

Subject: A VOTE FOR THE CORP'S PROPOSAL

Tricia,

My husband and I are property cowners on Greers Ferry Lake. We've owned the
property for several years and have recently moved intoc a newly constructed home
on the lake. We, of ccourse, have always been very interested in what happens
with Corp property. We are very concerned with the thought that "Save Greers
Ferry Lake, Inc." wants to decide what can and cannot be dons with Corp
property.

We love the lake and certainly do not want to do anything harmful to the
environment. Since the Taxpayers have paid $455,000 for and Environmentazl
Impact Study which says that the Corps proposal will NOT impact the lake or the
quality of the water, why is a special interest group being allowed to start
making decisions for the property owners?

I am HANDICAPPED, it would be very difficult for me to get to the lake if we
gre unakle to clear a path across Corp property.

I vote FOR the Corps' proposal because it will allow me, as a HANDICAPPED
person, to be able to enijoy and get to the lake safely.

Please reply to this e-mail address: SADLER285@aol.com

1240
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From: MD SHEWMAKE [mailto:kshewmd@msn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 10:56 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: boat docks on Greer's Ferry

Dear Sirs:

I am writing to express my support for the EIS study and the shoreline
management plan you have propesed. I think you have studied the issues and come
up with & gcod compromise in alternative 2. I trust the Corp of Engineers to
prctect the lake while at the same time, balance the needs of those who use the
lake the most.

Thank you,
Michael Shewmake

e 1241 e




From: RITA SHEPHERD [mailto:r.c.shepherd@worldnet.att.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 7:47 PM

Te: Bis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greer"s Ferry Lake Docks

To whom it may concern:
Having enjoyed the lake often and after reviewing all the alternatives, I
believe that your preferred alternative £2 would provide a balance that would

neet the needs of the majority of the population that use thé lake.

Rita C. Shepherd
13733 W. Cedarbend Dr,
Lockport, Illinois 60441
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From: RITA SHEPHERD [mailto:r.c.shepherd@worldnet.att.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 7:54 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMPp

Subject: Greer's Ferry Lake Docks

Tc Whom it may concern:

What a beautiful lake, with so¢ much controversy surrcunding it! I feel that
since the proposed SMP achieves a balance between permitted private usage and
the protection of resources for the general public, that I am in faver of the
proposed Alternative #2.

" Sterling A Shepherd Jr.

13733 W. Cedarbend Drive
Lockport,; Illinois 60441

5




From: Beb or Tracy Sell [mailto:bnt@netins.net]
Sent: Wecdnesday, January 16, 2002 6:54 PM

To: Eis, Gf 3sMP

Subject:

I suppert preferred Alternative 2 for the Shorelines Management Plan.
Bob Sell
Newton Ia. 50208
1-16-2002
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From: lynn sellers'[mailto:thelensZOOl@yahoo.com}
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 4:35 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMp

Subject: Greers Ferry

Flease do not destroy Greers Ferry by aliowing the
extra docks. It is 2 frue crime to destroy our state's
remaining natural areas any further in the cause of
the almighty dollar of tourism. Think it through. What
will your children think?

Dc You Yahooi?

Send FREE video emails in Yahoo! Mail!
http://prome. yehoo.com/videomail /

2




From: davesett@ozarkisp.net [mailto:davesettBozarkisp.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 13, 2002 9:54 PM

Teo: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Please do not give away the natural wonders of Greers Ferry Lake by
allowing encroachments of docks and clezring on its shoreline. My heart is
heavy with what I have seen take place on Lake Lanier since my canoeing
days there in the 70's. It is a wasted wonder!

We cannot let pressure from highly motivated developers and self-serving
nearby property owners destroy CUR Greers Ferry Lake. This Corps of
Engineers property is all of ours and not just these few with personal
appetites for personal gain.

Please DO THE RIGHT THING and protect the long term public interest - this
sheuld be your purpcse....... e

Thanks for listening. David Setterlund, Fairfield Bay

e — N (2. | < S




From: Sue Shanncn [mailto:sushannon@moose—mail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 12:20 &AM

To: Eis, Gf sSMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Sirs,

I live in Fairfield Bay and am a homecwner as
well, My husband and I enjoy the lake the way
it is. I really hate to see all the boat docks
be put in on such a beautiful place as the
lake. People from all over the U.S come here to

‘enjoy the lake and all its beauty. Please keep
¥

it the way it is. If I had a boat, I wculd keep
it at my home instead of the lake. Thanks for
listening. Please consider the lake and all it
holds, beauty!!

CareZ make the world greener!

http://www.care2.com - Get your Free e-mail account that hélps save Wildlife!

by




For clarity and economy of time, I will speak only to the issue of increasing the number of
docks on Greers Ferry Lake.

I speak as a property owner--for, together with all U.S. Citizens, I own Greers Ferry Lake
and its shoreline. No one in this room can point to an inch of that shoreline or lake and say “That
belongs to me only.” Rather, it belongs to all of us--we, the individnals making up the public, are
the owners of all the shoreline and lake. The U.S. Corps of Engineers is the agency of the public
which is supposed to maintain the shoreline and lake, only on our behalf.

- Page 4-30 of the Environmental Impact Statement produced by TetraTech, which has an
open contract with the Corps to perform the work it wants done, refers to the “current public
preference for an uncluttered shoreline.”

Given that fact, presumably drawn from the survey TetraTech conducted, many thousands
of us ask why you are proposing to produce highly visible shoreline clutter and destruction.

You know, and we know from reading the Environmental Impact Statement and from Corps
practice, that when you make such statements as no more dock applications will be accepted, that
probably means only until the next 5-year Review and Shore Management Plan of the Corps. Inan
Fmpact Statement discussion of the No Growth option, the disclaimer “at least for five years”
appears; that disclaimer applies to all the Alternatives set forth. The “future,” realistically speaking,
is likely to be Jjust five years.

You know, and we know, that once you have opened up previously Protected areas of the
lake to docks, you have set an irreversible precedent; in time, the entire shoreline except for areas
around the dam and the other small restricted areas will have sprouted docks. You won’t be able to
stop it, even if you want to.

Many people are asking Why you’re proposing to wreck one of the most important safety,
aesthetic, and environmentally significant features of this lake, which is now a model for the nation.

Why do you determinedly insist on favoring and permitting the 93 requests for docks from
developers, realtors and other individuals who have property nearby the lake and just as
determinedly discriminate against the many more public owners of the shoreline and lake who have
expressed their preference for an uncluttered shoreline?? The public opposed to your plan also
mcludes developers, realtors and business people of all kinds who recognize the economic
importance of a beautiful and pure lake and shoreline. This is not a case of private versus public;
itis a case of a few owners interested in short term profit and pleasure versus many, many owners
who thoroughly enjoy the lake as it is and want to keep it that way. You are NOT required to
rezone the lake or to start the process of shoreline uglification. Why do these 93 requests matter
more to you than the already documented preference of the much larger public??

Statement by Sally Sedelow, Heber Springs, Arkansas

December 4 Corps of Engineers Presentation
of their Alternatives for Greers Ferry Lake
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From: Stacy Schmidt f[mailto:sschmidt@artelco.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 12, 2002 7:14 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subiject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Plan

Dear Tricia Anslow,

I wanted to write you a brief note to say that I support the proposed plan that
you have which allows the additional boat docks. The recent articles in the
papers have misrepresented what is really planned and the impact they will have
on the lake.

Thank You,

Ryan Schmidt

1249
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From: Stacy Schmidt [mailto:sschmidtlartelco.com]

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2001 7:18 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Comments for Greers Ferry Lake Management Plan

Public Comments For Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

I wanted to share my comments with you.I support the Corps Preferred Alternative
#2 plan because of the balance it achieves in managing the lake shoreline. As a
resident of Edgemont we enjoy the lake and rely on the tourist business and the
seasonal residents who come to the area. The lake needs tc continue to develop
to provide the needs of both the existing residents and the tourist. Get the
Alternative plan passed and in five years review the plan for potential further
development.

Stacy Schmidt
490 Valhalls Drive
Edgemont, Arkansas 72044




From: JERRY & LOU SAUNDERS [mailto:catmanfcox-internet.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2002 1:16 PM '

To: Eis, GIf SMF

Subject: Greers Ferry

Sirs,

Please do not issue more permits for private docks cn Greers Ferry Lake. ALl of
us must strive to consider the future of the lake to preserve the pristine
beauty without more clutter and destruction of cur natural resources.

There are many other places available to the public without destroying any more
of this beautiful lake.

Jerry Saunders
55 Pamona Dr.
Bella Vista, Ar 72715
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From: SANDERS, LEO R [mailto:LSANDEZ@entergy.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 2:52 2M

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subiject: Greers Ferry Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Shoreline
Management Plan - Comments '

January 17, 2002

Greers Ferry EIS
c/o Trish Anslow
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division

Dear Sir:

I am submitting my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
proposed modifications to the 1994 Shoreline Management Plan (SMP} for )

Greers Ferry Lake. I am a private individual with no property or development
interests at Greers Ferry Lake or in the surrounding area. I and my family
make occasional day-use of Greers Ferry Lake from my home in Little Rock. I
am a graduate of the University of Arkansas, Fayetteville with a BS Zoology.

I have read and understood the 5 alternatives proposed to the current SMP.
I understand the multi-use concept under which the lake was authorized,
constructed, and maintained. However, my overall attitude is opposition
toward the proposed alternative SMP. As outlined in Section 2 of the EIS,
the alternatives that I prefer are Alternatives 3, 1, and 4 — listed in’
order of greatest preference to least desired. It is my opinion that
Alternatives 2 and 5 should be rejected as unacceptable.

It is unlikely that any additional lakes apprcaching the size, type, or
quality of Greers Ferry Lake will ever be again constructed in Arkansas. It
is & rare resource that must not be degraded with use or crowded with
shoreline development. We are stewards of a lake that must be protected for
use by future generations. I support responsible use and enjoyment of the
lake and extremely limited shoreline development to access and use the lake.
I do not support any additional development of the shoreline. Nor, de I
support the continued mowing and clearings on Corps of Engineers properties
and easements that have been allowed in the past.

Although this is cutside the scope of the SMP issue, my preference would be
for the Corps of Engineers to pursue planning and management practices that
Wwill prepare Greers Ferry Lake to be utilized as a drinking water source for
a major population. My preference would require that development in the
Lake's watershed be severely curtailed and an additional buffer area
surrounding the lake be expanded. I am sure that would not be a popular.
idea. However, we must look much longer in the future than the 5 year SMP
evaluation and determine what is the best and highest use of the lake.
Expanded development of the shoreline is contrary to that highest and best
use concept and should be stopped now.

Thank you for 'the oppertunity to comment.

Sincerely,




Roger Sanders
4 Pine View Cove
Little Rock, AR 72212




Palricia Lr |

Mt Sha , AR 71957
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Jan. 19, 2002

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Cotps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms Anslow,

Please do not "develop" Greers Ferry Lake.

When we came to the Mountain Home area looking for a retirement home and saw Lake
Norfork, 1 thought it was just beautiful, reminiscent of Norwegian fjords. I didn't really
think about why it was so lovely until I leamed about the "government strip” and the
prohibition against private docks and other shoreline development. Then I realized that the
Lake, for the most part, remains in its natural condition, and this is what makes 1t so

attractive. 1 thought how wise of the Corps of Engineers to do this.

Fven though I've never seen Greers Ferry, I'm sure the same situation exists with that lake.
Developing it will destroy the very attributes which make it attractive in the first place.

Also, on a selfish note, if you are successful in domg it to Greers Ferry, you may do it to
Norfork next and I would hate to have this happen!

Sincerely,

Ll il M

Sheila Winship Davis

21255
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Little Rock Corps of Engineers
L% wr I
PO Box 867

Little Rock, Ar. 72203«0868?_

This letter is written to oppose the Corps' proposal to allow mare boat docks on Greers Ferry
Lake. : _

Although 1 don't fish Greers Ferry Lake very often, I do fish Lake DeGray very ofien and it is 2
pleasure to fish a lake where all the improvements you see are the minimum corps facilities. All
improvements other than the minimum is a negative impact on the environment. The esthetic
value of a lake is not enhanced by allowing additional boat docks to private parties:

Sincerely,

- .
: . Ny
%ﬁilohnscp \
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22 January 2002

Lake Frontage
P.0. Box 867
Little Rock, AR,

I oppose any rezoning of Greers Ferry Lake.

At time of retirement 20 years ago, my wife and I scoured a
good portion of the USA seeking az locale pristine in make-up
and not over run by boats scooting ﬁp and down 2 lake,

Let's not have Greers Ferry Lake become another playground
and lose its present ideuntity, somewhat unique, as a serene
spot.in Arkansés. It will continue to attract tourists and
yes, even pbtential land owners. And to top it off, it will
continue to prOVide a gource of clean water for an ever
expanding surrouading area.

In reference to the points I present «v.. lets keep Greers
Ferry Lake the way it is!

Sincerely,

110 Drawbridge Place
Fairfield Bay, AR. 72088
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January 15, 2002

Although we are not frequent visitors to Greers Ferry Lake, we do spend
a lot of time in Hot Springs. A recent editorial alluded to Greers Ferry
Lake becoming like Lake Hamilton. Our understanding is the Corps
proposed Greers Ferry plan will limit development of docks to 22 miles of
the 276 total shoreline miles and require a 50’ vegetation buffer between
dwellings and the water. This is reasonable and conservative and will serve
to protect Greers Ferry Lake from excessive development while enhancing
the recreational opportunities of those who truly enjoy the Lake.

Alternative 2 should be approved.

Jane and Bill Lambert
Cordova, TN




THE NELSOXN ARCHITECTURAL GROUP, INC.

January 17, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow
Planning Environmental & Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O.Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I'am opposed to the 2001 Shoreline Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake.

Last February, I purchased a nice home on Eden Isle overlooking Greers Ferry Lake. I chose
Greers Ferry because of the uncluttered beauty as compared to other areas of our state. It is

beyond belief that we would allow development for private gain to take precedence over the
serene beauty that draws us to this wonderful place.

Please retain the 1994 Shoreline Management Plan without change for all of us, including future
generations. '

Smcerely,

AW, Nelson, Jr.

AWNjr/vs

Xc: The Hon. Blanche meoln, U.S. Senator
- The Hon. Tim Hutchinson, U.S. Senator

The Hon. Mike Ross, U.S. Representative
Barbara Sullivan

Arkansas Office ‘ '
P. O. Box 5039, 200 E. 1ith, Suite B Pine Bluff, AR 71611 Phone (870) 534-8922 Fax (870) 534-3680
Louisiana Office
3634 Greenacres Drive Bossier City, LAT71111 Phone (318) 220-9594
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MAGINE Greers Ferry Lake, formerly
Reservoir, urban-renewed. Think of
this shimmering, maybe unique, as-
set of the Natura} State made over into
a kind of parking lot for boats. Imagine
the clear lakewater, which turns blue or
~ green or gray depending on the angle
of the sun, reflecting little but the glare
of tin and faded paint. In place of high
cliffs and tree canopies, think aluminium-
sided bait shops where you can also get
gasoline and beer. Think empty cans rust-
ing in a cove. Think dirty water splash-
ing up against a rotting pier. ‘

At Jeast, that’s what we were doing af-
ter a spirited group visited the office.
They were out to save Greers Ferry Lake
from the Army Corps of Engineers, which
is still Keeping Busy. The Corps plans
~ to allow some 90 or so new private docks

on the lake, each of which could sprout
up to 20 boat slips. That’s a 40 percent
increase in the number of docks al-
ready on the lake. And it could prove on-
ly the beginning. Yikes.

Greers Ferry is not only a prime source
of drinking water for Central Arkansas,
it’s one of the most popular destina-
tions in this state. Folks come from all
around—and not for the wonderful view
of the docks.

The Corps seems to think the lake
needs more boat docks to open it up to
the public, but Greers Ferry is already a
public lake. What the Corps seems out
to do is turn the lake into another watery
amusement park. The Engineers could
wind up developing the place the way
Disneyland or Coney Island was devel-
oped. Or at least turning Greers Ferry
into another crowded Lake Hamilion.

IKE ALL good lobbyists, the lo-

quacious crew assembled in the

conference room here at Scott and
Capitol came with photos, stats, stud-
ies, footnotes, talking points, reserve talk-
ing points, more reserve talking points,
and, oh yes, the all-important rallying cry:
Save OUr Lake.

Yes, they wanted us to be “SOUL sup-
porters.” Which made us fidget. We tend
to get nervous around crusaders wield-
ing acronyms like blunt instruments.

But these folks have a point. Don’t
we already have enough over-developed
lakes in Arkansas with all the charm of
busy, greasy truck stops? Don’t folks
visit this state for its beauty rather than

LTS

§%pteugly

Save Greers Ferry

' EDITORIALS

beautiful, tranquil, restorative, uncon-
gested and inviting. In short, something
like Greers Ferry Lake as it is now. And
as it may not be much longer if the Corps
has its way.

‘We were already beginning to come
around to our visitors’ way of thinking
when the SOUL Supporters pulled out
the big guns: photographs of the crime
scene. We gasped. There before us were
miles of shoreline along Georgia’s Lake
Lanier. Well, we were guessing there were
some shorelines there, somewhere be-
neath the more than 8,000 boat docks
crowding the lake. Eight Thousand.
The message was hard to miss: This could

- happen here.

"The photos were a vision of a natu-
ralist’s Hell: Bulky and vinyl-topped, like
floating garages, the docks appeared to
stretch endlessly into and across the wa-
ter. Boats were everywhere. From an aer-
ial view, it locked like the Allied arma-
da approaching Normandy. But instead
of carrying guns and ordnance, the in-
vading fleet had dropped wooden planks,
rope, and rusting tin.

It was a vision of Corps of Engineer
projects yet to come once this latest little
ol plan is okayed, the woods cut back, and
the lake opened for industrial-strength
boating, skiing and polluting.

‘We'd like to think this vision of a dock-
dammed lake is just a rhetorical exag-
geration. But then we saw a comment
from Carl Garner, who used to be the
Corps’ resident Chief Engineer at Greers
Ferry—a man who earned the trust of all
and still loves the Iake. Here’s what he
says: “By permitting 93 private docks scat-
tered around the lake, the Corps has
opened up the entire 210 miles of pro-
‘tected shoreline for unlimited docks in
the future.”

It’s not just the lake that the Corps
could endanger, but the forest. The Corps
also wants to increase the area along the
shore where mowing would be allowed
from 50 to 100 feet. What, one wonders,
will our grandchildren think when con-
fronted with a dock-cluttered lake and
a pushed-back tree line? Will they have
any idea of the refuge and refreshment

Greers Ferry once was?
S ly Sedelow; the prolific letter-writer

from Heber Springs. Uglification.
We couldn't think of a better term for it,

TOP THIS uglification, pleaded Sal-
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Jan, 11,2002
Patricia Anslow _
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. box 867
Little Rock, Ar. 72543

We would like to add our voices to the chorus of those requesting a halt to the proposed
new Shoreline Management Plan.

We came to this area in 1987, looking for a retirement home, after hearing about it in the
overdeveloped Detroit suburbs. We were, and still are, awed by what we found here, and
grateful to those with the early foresight to put controls on development. As boat owners,
we really desired to find a waterfront lot with a private dock. But since private dock areas
were so few, and far between, we settled for an off the water location, and put our boat in
a large public marina, where it is to this day. This was, and is, far preferable to us, than
destroying the natural beauty, and cleanliness of this unique lake.

I cannot escape my perception, that a negative reaction to the proposed expansion, from
one transplant couple, will carry the same weight as one from those who stand to profit
financially. But if what we enjoy so much today, is compromised in the future, who can
we blame but ourselves, if we don’t join with the others? -

Please reconsider this one and only opportunity to preserve what cannot be recreated.

Respectfully, '

Jim and Nancy Keel
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January 15, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
PO Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Trish:

I am troubled to learn the Corps is considering aflowing the quality of
Greers Ferry Lake to be compromised by yielding to money hungry
developers and nearby property owners who want private docks and
the clearing of OUR lakeshore,

This certainly will be your advocating the destruction of this lake’s
natural beauty for ail citizens for all time to come. You will not be
consistent with your mandate to serve the interests of United States
of America and it’s constituents if you allow this corruption of such a
fine public-owned natural resource. ' ‘

Who do you think you, The Corps of Engineers, are anyway, when you
partner with private interests and depreciate assets of belonging to the
public to favor a few small self-serving pressure groups? Whose lake
is it? '

I will be waiting patiently for your reply.
My best personal regards,

Py ‘V‘.
“ean Settertund
PO Box 1264 = |
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088-1264
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January 17, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Pianning, Environmental and Regulatory Division -
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Ruth Ann Neal
124 East Bluff Drive
Quitman, AR 72131
Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreli_ne Management Plan
Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers Ferry
Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by the Corps of
Engineers in November 2001.

‘1 am opposed to increasing the number of private multi-slip boat docks
permitted on the lake, rezoning areas of the lake to permit multi- stlp docks in formerly
protected areas and increasing the area of mowing.

Thank you for consideration my opinion.

Since?rety, '

[ - <_.._l.. 7 . - R i / 7

L TA e
uth Ann Neal { -



January 17, 2002

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Ms. Anslow,

1 am preserving a ski boat that was used to teach my children to water ski when they were
teenagers. We enjoyed going to the Choctaw area of Greers Ferry Lake and getting
away from the swimming area and skiing in almost sechuded coves away from the wind
and the crowds. Now I have 4 grand-daughters ages 2 to 5 that I plan to teach to water
ski in the same area. I will be able to do this only if the water quality remains as good as
it is today. I tried Lake Hamilton once for swzmmmg but was aghast at the human
excrement that went floating past in the swimming area. I haven t been back there for
swimming and only once for fishing.

Please restrict development around Greers Ferry so docks and decks cannot secret
buman waste stations (commodes) in closets built on these structures. We know the
limitations of enforcement once these structures get built. No enforcement officer wants
the job of ferreting out hidden commodes or faulty septic tank systems as have defiled
Lake Conway for the past 50 years. '

As for the residents wanting to improve their property values by adding structures, docks,
‘decks, mowing nearer the waters and such, I say that they should have known the existing
* restrictions before they invested in their lake property. Let them live with them as they
are,

- If you have a mailing list that I could be added to, T would greatly appreciate being
informed of the status and direction of changes that might affect the water quality and
tranquility of Greers Ferry Lake.

Sincerely,

Rod Beasley, Pharmacist
15 Red Oak

Conway, Arkansas 72034
{(501)327-3545




N . Mr. Charles Emerson
1085 Davidson Cir
Edgemont, AR 72044-9739
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Trish Anslow - 1-17-2002
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O.Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Ms. Anslow,

I don’t know which pile of letters this opinion will end up in but here goes---- while
reading my morning paper (Ark Dem Gaz) today on the Editorial Page 4B, bottom left
corner of page had an short title, Speak up for Greers Ferry.

The first paragraph stated---If you’re interested in saving Greers Ferry Lake, and the
whole state should be, now’s the time to speak up or risk forever having to hold your |
peace. :

They gave your name as the person to send comments to so please allow me to express
my opinion on this subject. :

T grew up in the Greers Ferry Lake / Heber Springs area, I started working with the Corps
of Engineers during the construction of the Greers Ferry Project and worked with them .
for over forty years, and most of those years at the GFPOQ. 1 retired in June 2000.

The only reason I mentioned the above, is to point out that I have no more right to GF
Lake than any other citizen, nor should 1. :

NO ONE that owns property next to Government Property on GF Lake should have more
rights to use of this lake, than any other citizen.

The Corps of Engineers should not allow any landowner to mow any Government
property that any other citizen is not allowed to mow. The only exception should be for
fire safety reasons (permitted) on a case by case basis by GFPO to a LRD standard.
Landowners should lose the permit and be fined if they mow meore than permit allows,

The Government made a mistake when it allowed private docks on GF Lake in the
beginning. They should stop construction of all new private docks on GF Lake and have
all existing private docks removed as the present owners sell the property or die. Present
owners should maintain existing docks to C of E standards until dock is removed, if
docks are not maintained to C of E standards they should be removed if present owners
refuse to maintain them.

Sincerely,

George C. Poole




JOSEPH.C. & RUBY G. KRIMM
245 PINE HILL ROAD
FAIRFIELD BAY, AR 72088
JANUARY 14, 2002

" PATRICIA ANSLOW
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.Q. BOX 867 :
LITTLEE ROCK AR. 72203-867

DEAR PATRICIA

REFERENCE IS MADE TO THE CORPS OF ENGINEERS PROPOSED NEW SHORELINE
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR GREERS FERRY LAKE..

THIS LETTER IS WRITTEN TO EXPRESS OUR OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED PLAN.

SINCERELY YOURS.
. e o4 d
o F . A i I
:‘/i/-l»:-;;‘s:», i rpn s ,}a{/#‘”“f ,/‘_:"{ : /‘CM_...,-\_/

JOSEPH C. KRIMM RUBY G KRIMM







Ruth A. Swanson
690 Hyde Park Cir. W.
Winter Garden, FL 34787
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January 18, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Ms. Anslow:

] am a 51 year—old physician who has enjoyed the recreational opportunities afforded by Greers Ferry Lake
since age 14. My parents had a cabin at the Narrows for vears, and I have many fond memories of
summers spent there.

T own two pieces of property on the lake, 2 lot at Tannenbaurm (where I hope to retire some day!} and a

timeshare at Fairfield Bay.- My.family and I look forward to spending some of our vacation time on the

lake each year. 1have participated in lake “clean-ups™ with my son’s Boy Scout troop and camped on the

lake with my daughter’s Girl Scout troop in past years. We have shared the lake’s beauty with many
visitors from out of state over the years.

‘While the Iack of dock space and “natural” shoreline regulations have been an inconvience to property
owners over the vears, such concerns pale compared to the lake’s greatest appeal, its beautiful and
unspoiled shoreline! I much prefer it to the “urban sprawl™ seen at many other lakes, such as those at Hot
- Springs, which we try to avoid whenever possible!

T wish to add my voice to those who STRONGLY OPPOSE efforts to further “develop” the beautiful,
natural shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake!

Sincerely,
%,//Mf/fﬂ

Robert B. White, M.D.
1000 W. Kingshighway, Suite 12
Paragould, Arkansas 72450

L1294




South Arkansas Ear; Nose and Throat Clinic, P.A.

J. WAYNE BUCKLEY, M.D_ FAC.S. 1408 WEST 43R0 ' - JAMES D. WEST, M.S.
LLOYD G. LANGSTON, M.D,, FAC.S., - P. 0. BOX 1550 FRANK C. PAMPLIN, M.S.
STEPHEN D. SHOHTS. M.D. PINE BLUFF, ARKA
JAMES LEE KRUPALA, M.D. E : ANRANSAS 71613 ' AUCROLOGISTS
DIPLOMATES AMERICAN BOARD TELEPHONE (870) 5355719 JACQUE WALKER, M.A.
OF OTOLARYNGOLOGY FAX (870} 535-7878 SPEECH PATHOLOGIST
HEAD & NECK SURGERY
January 20, 2002

Ms. Trish Anslow
P. O. Box 867
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

- I have followed the plan to allow additional mowing and clearing the shoreline of
‘Greer’s Ferry Lake, development of a large number of boat docks, and installation of
other facilities at Greer’s Ferry Lake. T write to voice my strong opposition to the
liberalization of the existing regulations and hopefully to help prevent destruction of this
lake by these modifications of the regulations. '

T.own 24 acres in the Cove Creek area on Greer’s Ferry Lake, which includes
approximately one-quarter mile of shoreline. I am in the process of developing plans to
build a home on the property. I purchased the property after looking at numerous other
sites and lakes because of the strict restrictioris preventing abuse of development of the
shoreline and the maintenance of the natural beauty of this lake. '

I have three adult children, and I hope to have many grandchildren fo enjoy our home on
Greer’s Ferry for many years to come. 'We are happy to deal with the inconvenience of

- boating without a dock in exchange for a beautiful, natural shoreline, a blessing that

- unfortunately is rapidly disappearing for the sake of profit and greed at most similar
lakes. The present plan is simply a wedge in the armor that will lead to more and more
development and destruction of the lake. Ifthere is doubt, all one has to do is go to Hot

Springs and see the filth and obscene destruction of Lake Hamikton.

Please leave Greer’s F €ITy as it is, and respect those who have chosen to Live and visit
there because of its pristine condition and beauty. ! hope that wisdom and concern for
the future will prevail, and the move to liberalize regulations and allow expanded
development of Greer’s Ferry Lake will be stopped. ‘

Thank you for your time and interest.

Sincerely, Vi | 7,
Sl é’ﬁ/

. ,;7&(’&7/‘5.. o @??SL,— '
Lloyd G. Langston, M. D.
LGL/cp : :




1/18/02

Patricia Anslow

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P. 0. Box 867

Littie Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Ansliow,

| have recently moved from N W Arkansas to the Greers Ferry Lake area. |
bought a home in Tumbling Shoals on the lake in Peter Creek. Itis a
beautiful area and very desirable because of the past Corps management
of the Greers Ferry Lake area. ltis clean, natural and beautiful. The past
policy of the Corps to maximize the natural view of the lake by protecting -
natural vegetation, severely restricting private boat docks and |
concentrating marine facilities in several controiled areas has been very
successful in my opinion. The management of Greers Ferry Lake has
demonstrated how the Corps can not give in to private personal pressures,
but respond to protecting the natural lake for the larger group of the
general public. It should be an example of how to do it right.

Piease continue as in the past to protect the lake from development for the
few and reserve the natural beauty for the many to enjoy.

Respectfully,

g N :
UNSENINN
Craig A. HosKins

234 Lake Forest Estates Rd
Tumbling Shoals, AR 72581
Tel 501-250-0686
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January 20, 2002

US Army Corps of Engineers
Little Rock District

Planning Division

P.0. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Re; Greers Ferry Lake Shoreland Management Draft:

We have lived here upon retirement for several blissful
years on your beautiful lake, enjoying the careful
planning and enforcement of the rules and regulations.

We l1live in an area cleose to Dam Site Beoat Dock and the
activity down in this area of the lake has increased

to the point where it is dangerous in the height of the
season..speed boats, skiers, pontoons...with all of the
new high velocity "buzz" boats we are asking for trouble
when we think of congesting this beautiful lake with any
more places which can spew more of these vehicles into
the lake..swimming in this area is hazardous and will
become even more so if this is allowed to happen.

Quite naturally the more of this kind of activity without
proper management will have to affect our wonderful, clean
water supply. If,for no other reason, please consider

the added cost of purifying the water supply if indeed it
can ever be brought back to the guality we enjoy now. I
think there is noone who can overstate the importance of
this side of the coin. '

Once the water and lake quality is tampered with what else
has Heber Springs to offer in the wav of retirement?

. Please, think long and hard before making a decision to
reduce this beautiful lake into a money-making polluted
mess.

Sincerely, -///é7w
210 Glenview Drive :
Heber Springs, Arkansas 72543




Tricia Anslow
c/o Corps of Engineers

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am writing to comment on the Shoréline Management Plan at Greers Ferry Lake. T am for the Shoreline
Management Plan as outlined by the Corps of Engineers. 1 think, so far, the Corps has done a good job in
managing the lake and { see no reason to turn its management over to private mterest groups such as the
“Save Greers Ferry Lake” group. Keep up the good work.

I would support Option 2, preferably, but even Option 4 is okay.

Sincerely, .

1299



Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

B Dear Ms. Anslow:

It seems that most of the resistance to the shoreline management plan is coming from a group of
well-to-do residents of Eden Isle as well as, of course, Carl Garner. It would be interesting to know how
many of those in the “Save the Lake” group actually own boats and how many keep them in Eden Isle
Marina. : '

I can’t really understand why having a boat in a stall ina commercial marina is any different
from an environmental standpoint than having a boat in an approved stall in a cove on the lake. One
could certainly debate which is the most aftractive — a conglomerate of mismatched, variable aged boat
slips numbering potentially into the 100°s or several carefully pre-selected and carefully placed
individual boat docks along the 276 miles of Greers Ferry shoreline. T would venture to say if you
showed an independent observer a picture of Eden Isle Marina and a picture of a cove with several
individual boat docks in it, they would choose the former as being the least attractive. I would
personally much rather see 276 some odd docks scattered over 276 miles of shoreline than 10,000 boat
 slips clustered in some of the most scenic areas of Greers Ferry Lake. This does not even take into
account the boat congestion, number of close calls and potential for contamination or poliution of the
fake from a thousand-slip marina with many boat docks that are in ill-repair. '

If the “Save the Lake” group is opposed to boat docks, then let them give up their marina slips as
well — you can’t have it both ways. But, if I had to bet, I would bet that most, if not all of them, have a
boat on the water somewhere on this lake. I have actually asked two of the “Save the Lake” group
members that questioned and got a “well, my situation is different” type response. Of course it is,
because they already have theirs. '

. A

[ am afraid that the comments are going to be skewed toward the “Save the Lake™ group simply
because the facts they present are inaccurate and severely misrepresented. It seems hardly fair to count
all of these responses with equal weight.

Sincerely,

g

cmre 1300



Jamuary 24, 2002

Ms Patricia Anslow

Little Rock District COE
P.O. Box 867

Litde Rock AR. 72203-8670

Subject: Greer’s Ferry Lake Shore Plan

1 support the proposed shore plan as presented to the public in a town meeting in Heber Springs last
month. Following suggestions are provided which I propose to you for additional consideration:

+ Additional docks that ars to be approved under the plan should be restricted to coves. -

+Existing docks uot in compliance with existing COE flotation standards be provided a deadline to
complete upgrade.

+Existing docks should be maintained to a COE standard. No exceptions.

+Establish a stiff penalty schedule to apply to citizens who violate the “no dumping” rules
regarding lake waters. '

1 strongly believe in the COE objective to allow teasonable and prudent use of the lake waters by all
citizens and not limit that use to just the self-appointed elite who think they know what is best for
o all.

Thank you for the opportmﬂfy to submit these comments
Keep up the good work!

. 2 W

7z |

¥Jacgreline Avery Ponder

1233 Palisades Circle
Heber Springs, AR 72543
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Patricia Anslow

US Army Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-06867

[

January 6, 269

Carl GCarner
Save the L.ake

Heber Springs, AR
Lari;

As a teen in the sixties, some of my fendest memories are of my

father pitching a ienf (and it falling) at Greers Ferry Lake. [ think
we were at Hillcreek or Millereek--but the area was majestie,

These past 40 vears, my family has enioyed the lake. Finally--instead

of driving up every weekend--we all have meved up here to the lale.

1 teach at the high scheel and at ASU, and could have lived

anywhere. But the lake pretly well runs in my blood. Each merning

when ! drive across the big dike, the mists rising off the lake are

-magnificent. As far as you can see, the shoreline is just trees. The

only houses you can see sif very high up on the biuffs.

it has been this way as long as I can remember, My father is gone
new, as are many of the original campers and boaters on this lake.
We owe it to our children's children to keep the Iake in the pristine
condition that ¥ is foday--and has been for 4€ vears. However, if we
allow free rein on the boat docks, the lake will be changed forever.
Please consider this very carefully.
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" From the Desk of . .. , Plumbers _
Joseph R. Dasbach ; — =
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From: Joseph R. Dasbach [mailto:jobet@artelco.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 2:38 PM

To: Eis, Gf 3MP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

We retired several years ago. After many trips to find a retirement site, we
selected Fairfield Bay, on Greers Ferry Lake. It was a beautiful, pristine,
lake, not overcrowded with hazardcus jet boats, wave runners, etc., and
regulated by the Corps of Engineers.

Now it seems that this group proposes to ruin this lake with numerous boat
docks, revised shore restrictions, overcrowding, litter and pollution.

We planned to live out our retirement years in this area, but may have to resort
to looking again for a decent lake. ; :

Please leave our lake as it is, which is cne of the reasons people come to
Arkansas. ' ‘

Joe Dasbach

204 Maddox Dr. #2
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088

305
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From: Betty B. Davis [mailto:bebdavisfaristotle.net]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 5:19 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

This is to indicate I oppose the new plan for shoreline management as proposed
by the Corps of Engineers. Betty Brewer Davis, 1711 Thompson Lane, LR. AR
72223

e i SRR B { § ]2 S s
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From: Susan.Davis@Dillards.com [mailto:;Susan.Davis@Dillards.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 9:46 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

I am in fevor of slternative #2 for the shoreline management plan for Greers
Ferry Lake.

Susan- Davis

Little Rock, AR




-----Original Message-~---

From: Shelley [mailto:shelleyl@midsouth.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2001 4:34 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP :

Subject: EIS

Ms. Anslow,

| am writing in support of Alternative 2, as presented at the December fourth meeting.
‘| believe that allowing docks to individuals who are approved and follow the specified
guidelines will improve accessibility and increase enjoyment of the lake. 1 believe that by
following the guidelines the natural beauty of the lake and the envirecnment will be
protected. There are already many docks on the lake that do not have to follow the
guidelines and are an eyesore and environmentally damaging. These few docks that will
follow the specified guidelines will not cause any harm.

| also hope that these docks that are already present that do not follow the guidelines
should be brought up to the code that the rest of the docks are required to meet. Last
summer, | was on the lake on a busy Sunday. We rode a long distance foliowing a trail of
white foam. When we passed Dam Site Marina, we noticed that the foam trail was
coming from the breakers that are in front of the marina. The breakers are a fairly new
addition to the lake and are already causing much damage. | feel that this problem at this
marina should be resolved as weli as the other marinas and current docks in the area to
prevent further damage.

If the proper guidelines are followed for the new docks and the current docks are
repaired, | feel that the environment will be protected and the accessibility to the lake will
be improved. :

Thank you for your interest in this matter. -

Shelley Dziuba




January 9, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Little Rock District Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. .Anslow:

1 have followed with interest the campaign by a small contingent of individuals to prevent the
establishment of additional private boat docks on Greers Ferry Lake. That campaign has
employed a number of techniques, including law suits, advertisements, and the influence of a
recent article in the editorial section of'a local newspaper.

As I understand the scenario, the Corps of Engineers previously issued building permits to some
individual landowners. Such action was not taken until the Corps had received a comprehensive
shoreline management plan and the report of an independent environmental impact assessment.
A lawsuit by opponents of the Corps decision resulted in a federal court order requiring a second
Environmental Impact Statement. Such statement was published recently by the Corps, and
presents five (5) alternatives, all of which conform to existing federal law and environmental
regulations. '

The purpose of my letter is to encourage you to exercise your best judgment in balancing the
interest between private interest and environmental considerations. You are the professional
entity given the power and charged with the responsibility of effecting such balance. Iwould ask
that you not be intimidated by any special interest group or intimidated out of making what you

- feel to be a just and fair decision on this issue. ' o

It is somewhat distressing that the newspaper would write such an editorial article without at
least attempting to get the viewpoint of the Corps and the private landowners who want boat
docks of their own. Without objectivity gained from hearing both sides of the story, editorials
become reduced o nothing more than propaganda.

I do not have any real stake in the issue at hand. Over the years, I have taken my family to
Greers Ferry Lake and have enjoyed our recreational activities there.. As an occasional visitor to
that lake, one of the first things I noticed was that the areas around the commercial boat docks

can become quite congested with people, SUV’s, and boat trailers. The thought has occurred to

me that a significant percentage of those involved at that location are probably individuals who
own a home on the lake and must use a commercial dock because they do not have a private one.

13090




As with any public recreational activity (golf courses, for example) the excitement of a vacation
can be dampered by the sight of a huge crowd of people all trying to use the same facility.
Allowing more private docks at this lake, or any other lake, would go a long way toward
alleviating such a situation. '

A second thought of mine concerns the illogical premise contained in the newspaper editorial. It
supposes that local owners of homes on the lake have less of an interest in keeping the area
around the lake clean and beautiful than occasional visitors. It seems logical to assume that the
opposite would be true. It is expensive to purchase a lakeside lot and construct a home on it. I
seriously doubt that anyone who has committed that much financially to have the privilege of
living on the lake would create an eyesore that would devalue his or her property.

The real issue here is whether all- the landowners on the lake are equal, or whether some are more
equal than others. Abraham Lincoln, a lawyer, once defended a client who wanted to build a
bridge over a river. His client was sued by a river boat company which did not want the bridge to
be built. Mr. Lincoln had a one-sentence closing argument. He said: The issue in this case is
whether the people who travel across the river have the same rights and privileges as the
people who travel down the river. He won the lawsuit. As long as any proposed private boat
docks conform to the standards which you have required based upon the studies you have
commissioned, one group of landowners should not be favored over another. 1 would ask that
you not be swayed by the scare tactic that allowing additional private boat docks will make the
lake look like the junks in Singapore harbor. ' :

While I understand it is not your role to discern the motives of those who either support or
oppose your decision regarding the private boat docks, such discernment can still be used to help
analyze the reasonableness of the arguments proposed by a particular group. Aleng that line, it
would be interesting to see how many of the people in the Save the Lake, Inc. group stand to
gain financially from the denial of docks to other lakeside landowners. It would certainly
increase the value of the land owned by a person who presently has a private dock. Likewise,
since the private landowners who are not allowed to have a dock must rent the commercial
facilities, I wonder if any of the group members would realize a benefit, tangible or otherwise,
from the boat slip rentals, Jaunch fees, etc. that the landowners must necessarily incur if they do
not have their own dock. If there is any public debate on this issue, that questlon needs to be
asked.

Finally, I would encourage you to simply do what is right based upon the empirical data you have
received and using your honest professional judgment. While comments, such as mine, may be -
helpful to you, they should not be a substitute for responsibility to do the duty you have been
given. Please remember that you decision should not be based upon who can “stuff you
suggestion box” with the most paper. In the final analysis, you are the profess1onals who know
best.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. I know you will make the correct decision.

B0




Sincerely,

David L. Pake )

14 Pine Forest Drive
Maumelle, Ar 72113
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GLANKLER BROWN, PLLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

R. HUNTER HUMPHREYS ONE COMMERCE SQUARE ' EAST OFFICE

DIRECT DIAL: (901) 576:1744. SEVENTEENTH FLOOR - . . 6000 POPLAR AVENUE

Bhumphreys@gtankler.com -~ - - A MEMPHIS,; TENNESSEE 38103-2566 T - SUITE 100

S ©(901)525-1322 .. MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38119-3978

FACSIMILE (901)525-2389. . . . . (901)685-1322
' R - ' FACS]M!LE (901) 7612454
January 21, 2002

Patricia Anslow :

U.S. Army Corps of Engmeers _
P.O. Box 867 _

Little Rock, AR 7 A2G_;_-u86 i

Re:  Greers Ferry Lake
Dear Ms. Anslow,

I am the owner of a shoreline lot on the Tannenbaum peninsula at Greers Ferry. [ am in
the process of constructing a lakeside home on this lot.

I am writing o express my strong opposmon to the Corps of Engineers proposed new
shoreline management plan for Greers Ferry Lake. I believe that new development under this
plan would materially damage the natural and undisturbed characteristics of the Lake

Although the Tannenbaum penmsula is more than a three hour drive from my home in
‘Memphis, I chose to purchase a lot and construct a lakeside home on Greers Ferry Lake because
of its beauty and undisturbed natural condition. This contrasts sharply with many lakes which

- are closer to Memphis, but which are subject to few restrictions on development. The absence of
docks at individual residences and the limitations on mowing and clearing below the white line
have maintained the natural character and beauty of Greers Ferry Lake. It would be a serious
and permanent mistake to alter the shoreline management plan which has worked so well in the
past.

My opinion is shared by all of the landowners with whom I have spoken to on this issue. =
I encourage you to hear and respond to our concerns by withdrawing the proposed shoreline
management plan.

Very truly yours,

SO Q\g

Hunter Humphreys

..... e ABR 2



Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is inciuded in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. -

Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plah';

g;ng/f,f -rgzgpﬁj | [~ 1S-p2

Name - : . Date
892 patls SE Feusl el drc

City of Residence




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

'You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

puisd  Gokdop) | 921//o
Name ' _ Date
ML LTon) , AR

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

79203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name ' | Date. ‘1//5—/0'—2/
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| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mait it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail cornments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly,

I support preferred A”Iternativé 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

@74%@«@@&&% Yo, /50—

é/%f %éw o

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Pafricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

e SIS

All written itien comments dre diie by January 18, 2002.*

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Becnerd . Jee MZJ;Q_,L-/S—O 2
- Date

‘Name

West Merphls F/R. TRI0]
. City of Residence ’ _




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name o Date

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Liitle Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

MaphR O STea J\"l}‘ SE _ _ ,
AT SO 117400

Date

J\fame .
949 CoPi s L JecdC

City of Residence “X\\ . ~SO N { H M | J\]ﬁgé (/{
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to atiach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp_eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly,

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

YMania Sornall | ___1-\5-02
Name . Date
Manan  On

City of Residem.:e
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~ Public commeénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf. smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2602.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

ﬁ&Jw  sen
‘Name Date
D i K |

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Retum” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.anny.mil.,

Please write legibly.

1 suop'ort preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

| g‘*/fi/m%/ )44/44,4%/ | /g/z;?/ 2/
| :Z//{; ﬂ; D268 ate

lCity of Reside{zce
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| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included m the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

722£§§§§z}01 e-mail commentsto is@usace.army.mil.
BRI SoriH e i i B

mments are diie by January 18720025

R R

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Pian.

\ | |
‘swfc.( %c;amw(ﬁeﬂ &Y é_i;?/f g@»&xe &é.

F Date :

Nmn Q“@.(c:( ﬁx/ﬂ 22807

City of Residence




Public comments for
‘Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
' Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestxons concernmg analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gl.smp eis@usace. army.mil. - j
nments are due byJanuary 18,2002 f

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Date

0N piafing O /éafo/ Uwsﬁmm 12e) /;./;é/c?/

" Name
bi C/\-CJ&SOM i /[If/}f@

. City of Residence
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Public comments for
- Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, thtle Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 ore- ents 1o gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

Al written co < e by Junary 18, 2002, "

g il e e

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manaagement Plan.

/ﬁﬂy J //D@a 2/
N%,Wé 4f

Cnyqfﬁes:dence




= Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engimeers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
, 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.,smp,eis@usaqc;amy.rr}il.

Al written comments are due by January 18,2002,

Please write legibly.

I support preferred A]terhative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Russell W, Qe s, leé//wf(eg/ j2[iu/s/
Name ' T N ' .
T Acssrylle 72876

City of Residence
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Public commeénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
- Draft EIS

‘You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibiy.

1 support preferred ‘Alternat’ivel-z for the Shore'!'ine. Management Plan.

Name b . arfrie Date //75/05.
G (7T gl (e Fewewts AL
City of Residence




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

" You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp. eis@usace army.mil,

R

& due by January 18; 200

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Na%zjm /;L__,‘/’c?_. 5 jDate /

City of Residence




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf. smp.cis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

@A/ bﬁ%ﬁu 5 o~

Diate
”)77@@«/ AR 7234 ¢f

City of Residence




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments arid suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmay place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.-

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreh‘né Management Plan.

/ // S/ o
Name I,{are ’

. /A rf”%""/ LSO N, feoselnon
Cityof&éidenée ’ ol Mﬁe “‘PG\."S) P
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

" You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the coriclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engmeers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf. smp.eis@usace.army.mil. : -
" All written coniments ave due by Janitary 18,2002, -

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name %// & 9 | . Date o/ —:J—Qn/ c2

Ci idence 1 -
Cwereience Moo AL 220c4




. Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
_ Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail commentsto gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
' All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferi"ed Alternative 2 for the Shorel‘ine- Management Plan.

/ 2 %LJ/ % 1507
W i

Date

Name

sl GRS oy stsT
City of Residence \ 4 D23/




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerming analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Littie Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

"1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

T S | 4502
Nam Date
. fhomeRim AR

City of Resit}énce




Public commiénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are mvited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
. - 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Nam ) Date
%AM : ' /—isS~oZ2

y , =
Ciy of Residence M errontes, i

L1334




, Public comments for |
Greers Ferry Lake Sboreline Management Plan
| Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anstow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Littie Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name Date

M M\r \M\— V- WG VT
i’lty of Residence (0i7 Otisiie : .
W Mussgaa g DL W




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

* You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

ﬂ ol il )15 -2
Name : , Date

260 S, Avelon st Menphs AK 923°/

City of Residence r /- -
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR.
‘ 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.armty.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the S_hofehne Management Plan.

!

PP Ooder AN B2
- Name U . Date
est Pt DS |

City of Residence




| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Y ou may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

ﬂﬁ&xiil £ e [—15-p2

/e : D
PR ox 3 01 | ae

Turyell Ave. 72354
City of Residence
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Public commients for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e—mml ‘comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army .::ml
. ALl 307 nients are due by January 18,2002

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

TR e A

Sreye g/feCé!MM , MY /ﬂ/:?l/a7

Name 7 f Daée
Lvresio

City of Residence




P —
public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

1* to write your comunents and Suggcsﬁm concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
frecidence. You muyplace -

You are mvited .
free to attach additional sheets of paper 28T Please include your name and city ©
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” bex et the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Littie Rock, AR
i 572263-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.mnp.eis@usace.a:my.mil.

‘ - All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

\ ' Please write legibly.

ternative 2 for +he Shoreline Manacement Plan.

\ 1 support preferred Al

a{ LA
AL
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
- Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Ansiow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002, -

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manacement Plan.

c/«:" %% /P22

Name Date

///Mra L

City of Residence
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Public commierts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Retun” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Pian-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

( 7&%«2@’4\(/ o _ /25 /0o

" Name / Date

Brresyec . 7

City of Residence

1342
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Public cominénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

//:22177%27gg;éégi@%éiibji | €f<5/4é¢z, 

Naﬁ / — - Date
%4M f;% —

City of Residénce
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| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Littie Rock, AR
: 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. .
Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

] ' ' s
Name Date / /‘}/@) I

Tora & moud el

City of Residence
/67 é&mgjh&%-&} i B 7o siulll,

1344




Public commeénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included inthe Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmay place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or ¢e-mail comments to gl.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All writter: comments are due by January 18, 2002

Please wnte legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

ﬁ’;’/"ﬁ&fcf N / z / - [=2{-¢3
Name : - L . Date
[0 ey o7 5 Jase ol 72376 -
City of Residence .
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan -
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is mcluded in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

\ DU S We 0 () | %{U’\J . '\Sj, 200
Name \; . : Date

VUL TN gt@m

City of Residence

..A346




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

- All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Piease write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
M = %7”7./(-._] S, //zj,./@’t_,_,
[ ' Z o
. ?&/53\4@,, 3974,,.%&;;, s 2352

Name Date

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
- Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmay place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. ,

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

W ,W - p/-/7-0Z
Name // Date
P TES It

City of Residence




Publi¢ comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.Q. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
92203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002..

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name - .“‘ \ | - Date
30 (ke oo Conle 1

City of Residence
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Public commenis for |
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additiona} sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the con¢lusion of this meetg or mail it to Pairicia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Littie Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box £67, Little Rock, AR
, 72203-0867 or e-mail comments 10 gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil.

All'written comments ave due by Junsary 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

-

R oz

Nat;j} | qd Date i
(bm,f!/p (2o -
Cig:presic_ience ‘



Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
: - 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support préferi“ed Alternative 2 for the ShoreHneI Management Plan.

ho f Dy T e

Name Date
LT TSR ol 2 rtmcion SR 22344

 City of Residence




Public commeiits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city ofresidence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name HeberTConely ' Date ///5/0&
2005 Erst fRrrison :
west memphis Br. 2230;

City of Residence

_..138%2




Public comments for |
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

""You are invited to write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmay piace
. this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mailit to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, PO] Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp e1s{@usa

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

V”MKAZ&/% JAN 19,2000

Name _ = . Date
AT AR 73

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| Draft EIS .

""You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You ey piace
. this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Pian-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to & ,cxs@usacc.army.lmi
eyt nes: s by Jonuary 18,2002,

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

MK& JAN 1, ’L'_ODL'

Name Date
_Jasrer AR 7L

City of Reszdence
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Public commeiits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
~ Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.0O.Box 867, LittleRock, AR
“72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. -
Al written' commenis are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred A'ltemative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

NameZasnes % : o Date [-145-0T

22 Pler Jrwr icton A 722C¥
City of Residence
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| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

‘You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is mcluded in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You WMEY place
. this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments 1o gf smn.eis@usace army.mil.
aillyerine T COMTERT areAue by January 2.

Please write legibly. %

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

jgz;iy ﬁﬁvrb»),\i 3 |
\W&Z@j _ ﬂﬂ//g/woz

ﬂ_f SPER, AR S

City of Residence

Name
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Public comniénts for
‘Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS | -

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. :
"All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.. *

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the‘ Shoreline Management Plan.

Name ) Dae  /—/c7 - o~
City of Resiﬁ‘énce

. o o
e
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail commments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.il.

- All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name Date /- [F — &

City of Residen%@' é é} w« &?/(f(
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. -
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

é;;fﬁ/}/(/ A/,{//»t-ﬂamﬂ/ J ( [,/ /\/2 /'/ 0 /.
Namg } : Date
Hoches Qk T K

Cit_}; of Rgﬁé‘den’ce
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is mcluded in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

_/ - -
'Nat%e B _ _ . Date : .
1Y (y//Lf%%/éf <

City of Residence




~ Public comments for |
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
' DPraft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmay place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
922030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. ' '

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

ey ol /- /S 20
" Name / ' 7 - Date
(2 S Heisnn Mecion HEZD3CR

City of Residence




Public comments for .
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

" You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.nmil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.-

‘Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

%7@@ PN E T b0 [—iS-ce
Name & : : Date
27 aloriermie O fal. fZ’fW.f»}%'." < /4@
v i
- City of Residence 723¢d
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmay place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

//@&/M ﬂ&a{//% ~ e/ L2

Name o .7L N o Date
Tog A /DT etk bp, Yy st
City of Residence / 7 93 |




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to .wﬁte your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place

this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, LittleRock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written éomments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

jé%my¢n¢//£§57@ﬁ4675 | _ /44122é(§;§;z

.Name Date

st enphie 4 7722/

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
" ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

— et (? é 9 ‘ 1oz
Name & : /Datei
les ST ~}mzsm’pi’us 12 3sf

City of Residence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.C. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
+ 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name Date
,.2' ; & Gk RO/ fﬁ.- DT £ L

City of Residence - 723
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* Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS :

You are invited to write your comments and suggesﬁoﬁs éoﬁCeﬁiing analysis that is mcluded in the Draft EIS. Feel

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place

this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
=~ Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002, ;

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

' WQ\J\AN‘.@ /= /7-02

" Name 0 |
Wmme LA

City of Residence




Public coniitients for .
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan |
' Draft EIS

'You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

Allvritteri' comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name% /a‘é‘ -./ o - Date /_, 502
225 /é e 7;;4 e lankr G 752?/5(
City of Residence :




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2602.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred A"fternat.'i-ve 2 for the Shoreh‘ne. Management Plan.

N, N : o “.:,'51’--'_} ) Date S -
Name pil G risgqs) 415/ e
Aol razzi | ‘

City bf Residence
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comiment Sheet Return”™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly,

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

: 7
Cm MAR2 )< A %&Rf‘ﬁa ) )5-0]
Namé / S N A s Date
" s e .30/

City of Residence
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace,army.ml.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I supporf preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

sy v

Name
;ﬁ'z\ | ‘Dé:‘/ﬁv;-".‘/‘m .’-f/.@% m“j‘ﬁjéﬁ &Z’}V{&
7 7 i y
City of Residence . 230/
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Public comments for -
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

-

G, S o AT PN
- Name . sy Date
Moo Gl 72308

City of Residence ‘




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name}éwwgﬁz%/‘ . . Date I or

City of Residence | 7 & fiiny tn). Llck mlep@lls bake 7535
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

_ You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
‘free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, LittleRock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All'writter: comments aré due by January 1 8, 2002.

- Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for_the Shoreline Management Plan.

W&Lﬂ _ | p///7/az
: ate

Name - D,
Wleot Hesgppten, AR

City of Residence




Public comments for .
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that 1s included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box af the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regutatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

“"All written comments are due by January 18,2002, :

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

_~
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City t;f Residené o
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 ar e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

““All'written coniments are dite by January 18, 2002, —;

Please write legibly.

I support oreferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

/-11-02

Date

Nam

" Marion). AR .

City of Residence

USSP KC ¥ 4 o FE—




I

Public commeiits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.arnty.mil.

ARl written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Dot S ot o

Name : Date
27/ %4 574./4/;;7/14/24‘6/) Gk DIy |

City of Residence
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is mcluded in the Draft EIS Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manaqeﬁlent Plan.

Malealm B, \QG.S}UMQ%DIL) M&‘qub M‘Lm ~-15-02.
e .Date
\ngﬁfmfﬁ@m BR. Ja3el

City of . Residence
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| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| ' Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
: : 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp eis@usace army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.-

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Namew,f//fe_, S o/ ( Date /,./6-@9\
£AD Sot( St. ’Zfassf Merphe fle.
City of Residence / 230/




Public commerits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All'writien comments are due by January 18, 2002."

Please write legibly,

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

.ﬁ s . ) - 2z . ; . ‘
Ry A Car - J{zé_"_ /A f= fs-02
Name ‘ : Date
LG oy M7 S Do ok T2 322

City of Residence
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
‘Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
: 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp_eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

N ' : : Date
cg’ff’“e/ {_AJ ; "mﬂ'{/é[-rﬁ 1#‘7?.5) a

(erea “rienonplns A LA 3o {

City of Residence
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
~ ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, LittleRock, AR
: 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shore'line. Management Plan.

SIEE! 1 4 ) )
Kbood 70 9N Z 00 )~ ]S
Name Date

Pl S INAR 'tﬁ_ (s *;9;5 ay (o /7 OQ,MJ/}G;S- A R
. . ~
City of Residence 2 364

1382



Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Piease write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name ) : | ~ Date
. %/‘Zﬁ/f/ //%W 70 ol ST : /=1§~02

City ofﬁesidence
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Littie Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All'written comments are due by January 18, 2002."

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shore]ine' Management Plan.

Tz ;%é/ /W ' /-/5‘&2,

Name Date

(2 LR Y  Doweshrd 4 v L

City of Residence




Public coniments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
o Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, LittieRock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. |

Allwritten comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred A'Itemat-ive 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan’

ﬁ@—/glﬁﬁ jﬁl % @ﬂ/bff | . [ ~ /57

| , Date
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City of Residence
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Public comments for

‘Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place

this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments aré due by Jariuary 18, 2002,

Piease write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Public comments for

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return™ box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2602

Piease write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

}?};q1¢%7/,;47§ﬂ;,é%/
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet int the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Name Q ) %/ Date//ké/?zw
, /@ (3% Z%’@ < |

City of Residence '




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O.Box 867, Little Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp eis@usace. army.mil. -
<= All written comments are due by January 18,2002, °

Ao h AR

Piease write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

s .Eiéi ‘

Name Date

City of Residence z _
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Support the local U.S. Army Corps management in its proposal
to preserve the beauty, the economy and the recreational aspects
of GREERS FERRY LAKE!

I support “Altemative' 2" of the Army Corps' Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for Greers Ferry Lake because:

1. The EIS (Alternative 2) provides for a vegetation "buffer zone" so that
no shoreline mowing or cutting on public land will be visible from the
lake. This is the first time that such a buffer zone has ever been provided
for at Greers Ferry Lake. Finally the shoreline will be protected!

2. While allowing a 1% increase in the shoreline zoned for boat docks, the
" EIS (Alternative 2) also puts a definitive cap on future docks (there will
not be any additional shoreline zoned for boat docks).

3. The EIS (Alternative 2) promote’s' a good balance between aesthetics,
recreational use and economic considerations for the future of Greers Ferry
Lake. | | 4

The Army Corps has done a good job in managing and preserving Greers
Ferry Lake. '

Thank you,

%/ ) a/ M’bfﬁ Little Rock, AR 1/21/02

City of Residence Date

- Comments may also be sent to: Patricia Ansiow, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P. 0. Box 867,
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

1390



Janmary 12, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager E-MAIL ADDRESS:
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers gl.smp.eis@usace.mil
700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203
Re: Approval of Alternative #2 of the Revised SMP2000 for Greer’s Ferry Lake
Dear Ms Anslow

I am emailing to comment and respond that I am IN FAVOR OF the Corp of Engineers,
Alternative #2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed.

I feel that it is currently the best plan to support and manage Greer’s Ferry Lake and for the long-
range operation of the Lake.

Please add my comments to the pool of supporters IN FAVOR OF, Alternative #2 of the
revisions proposed.

Yours Truly Q,;_\ _ees
Name “Thula ',PA:T _l: #PHC_
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January 12, 2002

M Tricia Anslow, Project Manager E-MAIL ADDRESS:
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers gf.smp.eis@usace.mil
700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203
Re: Approval of Alternative #2 of the Revised SMP2000 for Greer’s Ferry Lake
Dear Ms Anslow

1 am emailing to comment and respond that I am IN FAVOR OF the Corp of Engmeers
Alternative #2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed.

[ feel that it is currently the best plan to support and manage Greer’s Ferry Lake and for the long-
range operation of the Lake.

Please add my comments to the poohof supporters IN FAVOR OF, Alternative #2 of the
revisions proposed‘ ;

, i : e
Yours Trilf, ;\Jus;‘“ k\cmq*\«v‘v_::v«—
Name Cfna es morﬁca@
Address ~o | y— g}l—%ﬁ-&#/[-» ##os

LiHe Rocke, Hiyrasm
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January 12, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers

700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms Anslow

I am writing to comment and respond that I am in support of the Corp of Engineers’, Alternative.
#2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed for Greer’s Ferry Lake. '

I have studied the facts of the proposed revisions to the Shoreline Management Plan for Greer’s
Ferry Lake and feel confident that they are the best interests of the Lake. You have done an
excellent job in managing the lake, and I am in favor of your proposed amendments for the long-
term operation of Greer’s Ferry Lake.

Again, I am in sup;ﬁort of, Alternative #2, supported by the EIS performed, and supported by the
Corp. of Engineers.

If you have any questions, please feel free {o contact me.

Yours Truly .
i !,! ,Z ) { ’/{?
%r"\ - * rﬁ Deselbe
ﬂa A \(c;\g 'e_@ae :

5)7/4 j%éocg
/Uua Qe 72108



January 12, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers
700 West Capitol Avenue

. Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms Anslow

1 am writing to comment and respond that I am in support of the Corp of Engineers’, Alternative
#2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed for Greer’s Ferry Lake.

I have studied the facts of the proposed revisions to the Shoreline Management Plan for Greer’s
Ferry Lake and feel confident that they are the best interests of the Lake. You have done an
excellent job in managing the Iake, and I am in favor of your proposed amendments for the long-
term operation of Greer’s Ferry Lake. ,

Agam, T am in support of, Alternative #2, supporied by the EIS perfonned and supported by the
Corp. of Engineers.

If yoﬁ have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

YN ed 2,

/53 Fockelel e Blvd

Wby AK 72176
60/ #3263

- Yours Truly
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January 12, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers

700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms Anslow

1 am writing to comment and respond that I am in support of the Corp of Engineers’, Alternative
#2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed for Greer’s Ferry Lake.

1 have studied the facts of the proposed revisions to the Shoreline Management Plan for Greer’s
Ferry Lake and feel confident that they are the best interests of the Lake. You have done an
excellent job in managing the lake, and I am in favor of your proposed amendments for the long-
term operation of Greer’s Ferry Lake.

Again, T am in support of, Alternative #2, supported by the EIS performed, and supported by the
Corp. of Engineers.

If yo{l have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

oy 0

7/@/%@(’
- Jzié
/(-)/CIQI/IQV\
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January 12, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers

700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms Anslow

 am writing to comment and respond that  am IN FAVOR OF the Corp of Engineers,
Alternative #2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed for Greer’s Ferry Lake.

T wish to give my support to the Corp of Engineers and for the approval of the revised SMP.
You have managed the lake very efficiently, done an excellent job, and I am in favor of your
continued efforts.

I have read the publicity in the papers and followed the situation very closely.

Again, I am in support of, Alterpative #2, supported by the EIS performed, and supported by the
Corp. of Engineers. ' : :

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Yours Truly

o396




January 12, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers

700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms Anslow

I am writing to comment and respond that 1 am in support of the Corp of Engineers’, Alternative
#2. revision of the SMP2000, proposed for Greer’s Ferry Lake.

I have studied the facts of the proposed revisions to the Shoreline Management Plan for Greer’s
Ferry Lake and feel confident that they are the best interests of the Lake. You have done an
excellent job in managing the iake, and I am in favor of your proposed amendments for the long-
term operation of Greer’s Ferry Lake. '

Again, T am in support of, Alternative #2, supported by the EIS performed, and supported by the
Corp. of Engineers. :

If you have any guestions, please feel free to contact me.

- 1397



January 14, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers

700 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72203

Re: Approval of Alternative #2 of the Revised SMP2000
Dear Ms Anslow

I am writing to comment and respond that I am IN FAVOR OF the Corp of Engineers,
Alternative #2, revision of the SMP2000, proposed for Greer’s Ferry Lake.

I frequent the Lake and wish to give my support to the Corp of Engineers and for the approval of
the revised SMP. You have managed the lake for the past 40 years and have done an excellent
job and I am in favor of your continued efforts.

The revisions have been supported through the EIS, with our tax dollars, and now need to put in
place through the revised SMP.

I feel that it is currently the best plan to support and manage Greer’s Ferry Lake and for the long-
range operation of the Lake.

Please add my comments to the pool of supporters IN FAVOR OF, Alternative #2 of the
revisions proposed.

Yours Truly
| SHES78 74,
4
iop.f Skt
 Vd
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From: Mayor Tab Townsell [mailto:mayor@cityofconway.org]

Sent: Thursdesy, January 24, 2002 4:57 PM
To:; Eis, Gf SMP
Subject: Greers Ferry Shereline Management Plan

January 24, 2002

U. §. Army Corps of Engineers
Attn: Tricia Anslow

To Whom It May Concern:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2Z as identified in the
draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake.

The

plan presents a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake while

accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it.

Given the minor changes this

plan includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the lake

environment negatively, as supported by the professionals developing the

environmental impact study. -

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its goals in
a fair and reascnable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those who use it

while at the same time protecting it for future generations.

I urge the Corps

of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan now

under consideration.
Sincerely,
Tab Townsell

1840 College Avenue
Conway, Arkansas 72034




From: Jean Thompson [mailto:Jeanffrrwtrust.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 20062 1i:58 AM

Te: Bis, Gf SMP :

Subject: '

1 write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry
Lake. The plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving the natural
beauty of the lake while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. It
does not appear to affect the lake environment negatively, as supported by
the professionals developing the environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration acccmplishes its
goals in & fair and balanced manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those
who use it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I
urge the Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline
management plan now under consideraticn.

~

Jean Thompson

Legal Assistant
jean@frrwtrust.com

o l400




From: Randy Spann [mailto:rspann@swbell.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 7:51 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP ' _ '
Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

attrenticn: Tricia Anslow

As an active hunter and fisherman, T write to express my support for the
preferred option #2 as identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline management
plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake. The plan seems tc represent a good
balance, by preserving the natural beauty of the lake while accommodating the
needs of those who enjcy if. Censidering the minor changes from the existing
shoreline plan, there can be no detrimental impact on the lake, and that
position is supported by the professicnals developing the environmental impact
study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration is balanced and
reascnable, allowing enjcyment of the lake by those who use it while at the samse
time protecting it for future generations. I urge the Corps of Engineers to
adopt the #2 alternative o the shoreline management plan now under
consideration.

Randy Spann
4 Ironwood Drive
Conway, Arkansas 72034




From: Jan Spann [mailto:janspann@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 5:14 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Tricia Anslow: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Ladies/Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my support for the preferred option #2 as
identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for
Greers Ferry Lake. The plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving
the natural beauty of the lake while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy
it. Considering the.minor changes from the existing shoreline plan, there can
be no detrimental impact on the lake, and that position is supported by the
professionals developing the environmental impact study. :

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration is balanced and
reasonable, allowing enjoyment of the.lake by those who use it while at the same
time protecting it fcr future generations. I urge the Corps of Engineers to
" adept the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan now under
consideration.




From: aliiance [mailtc:cooper@alliantecable.net]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 9:58 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in the
draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake. The
plan presents a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake while
accommedating the needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes this
plan includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the lake
environment negatively, as supported by the professionals developing the
environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its geals
in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future gsnerations. I urge the
Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan
now under consideration. '

,..1403




From: Richard Clark [mailto:rclark@Firstrust.net]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 11:48 AM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Shorline Management Plan

attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry
Lake. The plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving the natural
beauty of the lake while accommodating the needs of those whe enjoy it. It
does not appear to affect the lake environment negatively, as supported by
the professionals developing the envicrnmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its
goals in a balanced manner, allowing enjoymant of the lake by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the
Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management
plan now under consideration.

Thank you.

Richard Clark




From: Kirby Coats [mailto:coats@alliancecable.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 $:12 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP ‘

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in the
draft EIS for the shereline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake. The’
plan presents a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake while -
accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes this
plan includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the lake
environment negatively, as supported by the professionals develcoping the
environmental ilmpact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its goals
in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lazke by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the
_Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan
now under consideration.




From: Kate Frost Imailto:k fro_21@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 4:13 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my suppcrt for the preferred option #2 as identified in the
draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake. The
plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving the natural beauty of the
lake while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. It does not appear. to
arfect the lake environment negatively, as supported by the professionals
developing the environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its goals
in a balanced manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those who use it while
at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the Corps of
Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan now under
consideration.

Sincerely, Kate Frost

Do You Yahoo!?
Great stuff seeking new owners in Yahoo! Auctions!
http://auvctions.yahoo.com
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From: Lele Gillespie [mailto:lelegillespie@hotmail.com}
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 ©:02 PM

Toc: Eis, Gf SMP .

Subject: Greers.Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Attention: Tricia Anslow

Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred opticn #2

as identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline managenent
plan propesed for Greers Férry Lake. The plan seems to
represent a good balance, by preserving the natural beauty
of the lake while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy
it. It does not appear to affect the lake environment
negatively, as supported by the professicnals developing the

environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration
accomplishes its goals in a balanced manner,.allowing
enjoyment of the lake by those who use it while at the same
time protecting it for future generations. I urge the Corps
of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline
management plan now under consideration.

Sincerely, Lele Gillespie

Send and receive Hotmail on your mobile device: Click Here




From: Robert Goff [mailto:rgoff@ecyberback.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 10:03 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMFP

Subject: FW: Greers Ferry Shoreline Mzanagement Plan

subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan
attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake.
‘The plan seems to represent a good bzlance, by preserving the natural beauty cof
the lake while accommeodating the needs of those whe enjoy it. It does nct
appear to affect the lake environment negatively, as supported by the
professicnals developing the environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its goals
in a balanced manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those who use it while
at the same time preotecting it for future generations. I urge the Corps of
Engineers to adopt the #2 alternatlve to the shoreline management plan now under
consideration.

Robert Goff

1408 _




From: William Higgs {mailto:diddlefcei.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 7:34 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan
attention: Tricia Anslow

Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS5 for the shoreline management plan proposed feor Greers Ferry Lake.
The plan-presents a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake
while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes
this plan includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the
lake environment negatively, as supported by the professionals developing the
environmental impact study. '

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its geals
in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjcyment of the lake by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the
Corps of Englneers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan
now under consideration.

Thank you for your time.

Bill Higgs




From: Tori Hill [mailto:Tori@frrwtrust.com?
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 11:17 AM

To:

'gf.smp.elsBusace.army.mil?

Subject: CGreers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

VOV VYV YV VY VY VY Y Y Y Y

\%

ATTN: Trisha Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline mznagement plan proposed for Greers Ferry
Lake. The plan seems to represent a good balance, by preserving the
natural beauty of the lake while accommodating the needs of those who
enjoy it. It does not appear to affect the lake environment negatively, as
supported by the professionals developing the environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its
goals in a fair and balanced manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by
those who use it while at the same time protecting it for future
generations. I urge the Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to
the shoreline management plan now under consideration.

[Teri Hill] Teori Hill
Legal Assistant to Bryan J. Reis
Visit our webpage at www.lawyers.com/frrwtrust

>
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From: mallard@aristotle.net [mailto:mallard@aristotle.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 8:27 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Cc: maliardBaristotle.net

Subject: Greer's Ferry Docks

bear Friends: As a frequent boater at Greers Ferry, I am e-mailing to express
my support for the preferred Option #2 as identified in the draft EIS for the
shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake. the plan seems to
represent a good balance, by preserving the natural beauty of the lake while
accemedating the needs of those who enjoy it. It does not appear to me to
affect the lake environment negatively, as supported by the professionals
developing the envirconmental impact study.

It does appear to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its
goals in a reasoned and egquitable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by
those who use it while at the same time protecting it for future generations.

I urge the Corps of Engineers to adopt the Option #2 to the shoreline management
plan now under consideration.

Thank you.

Dr. Frederick R. Hueston
385 Pippinpost Drive
Conway, AR 72034
501-32%-7542 .
"mallard@aristotle.net”



From: katherine keahey [mailto:kkeaheyl@earthling.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 5:34 PM

To: Trica Anslow

Subject: CORPS

Corps of Engineers
Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan
Bttention: Tricia Ansleow '

An engineer by profession, I write to express my support for the
preferred option #2 as identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline management
plan preoposed for Greers Ferry Lake. The plan seems to represent a good
balance, by preserving the natural beauty of the lake while accommodating the
needs of those who enjoy it. It does not appear to affect the lake environment
negatively, as supported by the consultants developing the envirommental impact
study.

It is my opinion that the plan now under consideration accomplishes
its goals in a reasoned manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the
Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan
now under consideration.

SAM KEAHEY, P.O. Box 235, Grady, AR, 71644

-



From: Kordsmeier Furniture [mailto:KordsmelerFurniturelconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 3:45 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP :

Subject: attn Tricila anslow Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Corps address: gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil
subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan
attention: Tricia Anslow ’

Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake.

. The plan presenis a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake

while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes
this plan includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the

lake environment negatively, as supported by the professionals developing the
environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its goals
in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lzke by those who use
it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. I urge the
Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan
now under consideration.

Ray Kordsmeler
Conway Ark.

i —



Needham, Dana O SWL

From: Combs Shannon [Shannon@arkleg.state.ar.us)
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 12:30 PM

To: ‘of. smp.eis@usace.army.mil'

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

January 24, 2002
Ms. Tricia Anslow
Dear Ms. Anslow:

Please accept this e-mail as an expression of my support for the preferred
option #2 as identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan
proposed for the Greers Ferry Lake. The plan presents a good balance,
preserving the natural beauty of the lake while accommodating the needs of
those whe enjoy it. Given the minor changes this plan includes over the
existing plan, it would not appear to affect the lake environment
negatively, as supported by the professionals developing the environmental
impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its
goals in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by
those who use it while at the same time protecting it for future
generations. I urge the corps of Engineers to adept the #2 alternative to
the shoreline management plan now under consideration.

Sincerely,
Preston Scroggin

State Representative
District 43




January 22, 2002

Dear Friends at the Corps of Engineers

1 write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as
identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry
Lake. The plan presents a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake while
accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes this.plan
includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the lake environment
negatively, as supported by the professionals developing the environmental impact study.

- It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes
its goals in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the
lake by those who use it while at the same time protecting it for future generations. | urge
the Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to the shoreline management plan now
under consideration.

Please approve the plan!

Sincerely,

-

@-/}& ?C/\C/?/@\_ {@?w &'{CM
@;){Afi@‘“h Ar 79555)
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Dear Corps of Engineers:

I am writing in support of the preferred option #2 as
identified in the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan
proposed for Greers Ferry Lake. The plan presents a good balance,
preserving the natural beauty of the lake while accommodating the
needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes this plan
includes over the existing plan, it would not appear to affect the lake
environment negatively, as supported by the professionals
developing the environmental impact study.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration
accomplishes
its goals in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the
lake by those who use it while at the same time protecting it for
future generations. I urge the Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2
alternative to the shoreline management plan now under
consideration. _

Sincerely,




From: Ben L. Rechter [mailto:brechter@rogersgroupinc.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 1:57 PM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan
Attention: Tricia Anslow
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I write to express my support for the preferred option #2 as identified in
the draft EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for Greers Ferry Lake.
The plan presents a good balance, preserving the natural beauty of the lake
while accommodating the needs of those who enjoy it. Given the minor changes
this plan includes over the existing plan,. it would not appear to affect the
lake environment negatively, as supported by the professiocnals developing the
environmental impact study. I understand, in particular, that much has been
made of the potential impact of boatdocks on the lake as a water supply.
However, I would remind you that the EIS documented that the affect would be
insignificant.

It appears to me that the plan now under consideration accomplishes its
goals in a fair and reasonable manner, allowing enjoyment of the lake by those
who own land around it and use it while at the same time protecting it for the
public now and in the future. I urge the Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2
alternative to the shoreline management plan now under consideration.

_o1s17




From: Joseph Foglia [mailto:itfoglia@yzhoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 9:12 AM

Tc: Eis, Gf SMP '

Subject: Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management Plan

To Whom It May Cconcern: _ :
I am writing to express my support for Alternative #2
which would approve rezoning rrequests that meet
overall judging score of 80% or higher. I understand
that the environmental impact of allowing docks to be
built that meet these requirements would be minimal.

As a second choice, I support Alternative #4 which
would approve rezoning requests that meet the overall
judging score of 90% or higher. However, this
alternative would preclude previously approved dock
requests from going forward that had met the B0%
criteria which strikes me as unfair.

I care deeply about protecting our state's emvironment
but I alsc support reasonable use and enioyment of our
lakes.

Thank you for your consideration.

Do You Yahco!?
Great stuff seeking new owners in Yahoo! Auctions!
http://auctions.yahoo.com
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From: Mike Crabb [mailto:macjrl9S8@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 4:42 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Alternative 2

. . rd
Sirs,

I am writing tc support Alternative #2 in this
matter which would approve rezoning reguests that meet
the overall judging score of 8C% or higher. I know
that the envirommental impact of allowing docks to be
built that meet these requirements would be minimal.

hs a second choice, I support Alternative #4,
which would approve rezoning reguests that meet the
overall judging score of 90% or higher. However, this
alternative wold preclude previously approved deck
requests from going forward that had met the 80%
criteria, which seems unfair,

I care very much about protecting the state's
envirconment, but I support reasonable use and
enjoyment cof cur lakes.

thanks for your consideration.

Michael A. Crabb, Jr.
macjrl998kyahoo. com

Do -You Yahoo!?
Great stuff seeking new owners in Yahoo! Auctions!
http://auctions.yahoc. com




From: John and Laura Coulter [mailto:coulteri@aristotle.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2002 7:45 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management Plan

Tc Whom It May Concern:

T am writing to express my support for Alternative #2 which would approve
rezoning reguests that meet the overall judging score of 80% or higher. I
understand that the environmental impact of allowing docks to be built that
meet these requirements would be minimal. I also believe that allowing for
more docks to be built would enhance homeowners and the public's use of this
beautiful lake. :

As a second cholce, I support Alternative #4, which would approve rezoning
requests that meet the overall judging score of 90% or higher. However,
this alternative would preclude previously approved dock requests from going
forward that had met the 80% criteria which strikes me as unfair.

I care deeply about protecting our state's environment but I also support
reasonable use and enjoyment of our lakes.

Thank you for your consideration.
Laura L. Coulter

183 Crystal Court
Little Rock, AR 72205




From: Jack Druff [mailto:JackDfag.state.ar.us]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 4:45 PM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management Plan

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my support for Alternative #2 which would approve
rezoning requests that meet the overall judging score of 80% or higher. I
understand that the environmental impact of allowing docks to be built that
meet these reguirements would be minimal.

As a second choice, I support Alternative #4, which would approve rezoning
regquests that meet the overall judging score of 90% or higher. However, this
alternative would preclude previously approved dock requests from going
ferward that had met the 80% criteriz which strikes me as unfair.

I care deeply about protecting our state's environment but I alsc support
reascnable use and enjovment of our lakes.

Thank you for your consideration.

1421
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From: JDrufffaocl.com [mailto:JDrufffacl.com]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 7:51 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: (no subject)

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing tc express my support for Alternative #2 which would approve
rezening requests that meet the overall judging score of 80% or higher. I
understand that the environmental impact of allowing docks to be built that meet
these requirements would be minimal.

As a second cheice, I support Alternative #4, which would approve rezoning
reguests that meet the overall judging score of 90% or higher. However, this
alternative would preclude previously approved dock requests from going forward
that had met the 80% criteria which strikes me as unfair.

I care deeply about protecting our state's environment but I alsco support
reasonable use and enjoyment cf our lakes.

Thank you for your consideration.

e 422



From: Roger/Carolyn Blanton [mailto:rogblant@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 8:37 PM '
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management Plan

Subject: Greers Ferry Lakeshore Management Plan
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my support for Rlternative #2 which would approve
rezoning requests that meet the overall judging score of 80% or higher, 1

“understand that the environmental impact of allcowing docks to be built that meet

these requirements would be minimzl.

As a secend cheoice, I support Alternative #4, which would approve rezoning
requests that meet the overall judging score of 20% or higher. EHowever, this
alternative would preclude previously approved dock regquests from going forward
that had met the 80% criteria which strikes me as unfair.

"I care deeply about protecting our state's environment but I also support

reasonable use and enjoyment of our lakes.

Thank you for your consideration

e 1423




From: Trezise, Rachel Elizabeth [mailto:rachel.e.treziseBvanderbilt.edu]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 2:53 PM

To: Eis, GE SMP

Subject:

Tco Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my support for Alternative #2 which would
approve rezonling requests that meet the overall judging score of 80% or
higher. I understand that the environmental impact of allowing docks
to be built that meet these reguirements would be minimal.

As a second choice, I support Alternative #4, which would approve
-rezoning requests that meet the overall judging score of 9%0% or higher.
However, this alternative would preclude previously approved dock
requests from going forward that had met the 80% criteria which strikes
me as unfair.

I care deeply about protecting our state's environment but I alseo
support reasonable use and enjoyment of our lakes.

Thank you for your consideration.

Rachel Trezise

Trezise, Rachel Elizabeth

Vanderbilt University )

Email: rachel.e.treziselVanderbilt.Edu




]anuéry 22, 2002

Ms, Tricka Anslow

Planning, Environmentai & regulatory Division N
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would strongly support the
Preferred Alternative #2. This aiternative would only rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private
docks and enact a condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning requests.

As | understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 doéks requested are 20 slip docks. The majority,
(74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or
environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, 1 would like to have the opportunity to slip my
watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative #2, that
may not be possible. Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

truly,




January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricla Anslow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, 1 would strongly support the
Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of the additional shoreline for

private docks and enact a condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning
As | understand the alternative; only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The ma]orlty,r |
(74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or
environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the opportunity to slip my
watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative #2, that
may not be possible. Piease consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

Yours truly,

Famrd‘ EM%
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January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricla Ansfow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.

Dear Ms. Anslow,

. This altemative wou!d only rezone 1% of the addiﬁonal shorellne ﬁ)r
private docls and enact a condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoming
requests.

As | understand the altemative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The majority,
{74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or
environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake. '

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like fo have the opportunity to slip my
watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks but without the approval of Altematlve #2 that
may not be possible. Pl : saitorRativer - i

Yours truly,

Sarah DeBoard




January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, 1 would
strongly support the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only
rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private docks and enact a condition
that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning requests.

As | understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20
slip docks. The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This

would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental effect of
Greers Ferry Lake. '

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the
opportunity to slip ny watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks,
but without the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible.
Please consider this altemative with your favorable recommendation.

Yours truly,
AR
Z{l J‘\ : \\\:._\
NN
s, It



January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
~ Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, T would strongly support the Preferred
Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private docks and enact
a condition that would regnire the Corps to no longer accept rezoning requests.

As Iunderstand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The majority; (74)
would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This wonid not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental
effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, I would like to have the opportunity to slip my watercraft in
one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible.
Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

Yours truly,

Leah Farris
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January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, T would strongly support the Preferred
Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private docks and enact
a condition that wonld require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning requests.

- As I understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The majority, (74)

would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental
effect of Greers Ferry Lake. :

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, I would like to have the opportunity to slip my watercraft in
one of the approved 20-slip docks, but withont the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible.
Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation. -

Yours truly,

Hheerchnoi.

Lauren Farris



January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
-Dear Ms. Ansiow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would
strongly support the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only
rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private docks and enact a condition
that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning requests.

As 1 understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20
slip docks. The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This

would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental effect of
Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the
opportunity to slip my watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks,
but without the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible.
Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.
Yours truly,

i‘_’\ .

Susan L. Farris

CAA3L e



January 22, 2002

M. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.

Dear Ms. Ansiow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would strongly support the
Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private
docks and enact a condition that would require the Corps to no fonger accept rezoning requests.
As | understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The majority,
(74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or
environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the opportunity to slip my
watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative #2, that
may not be possible. Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

Yours truly,

f 3 I E ‘
CLUUM/ dﬁmmu.—)

Carrie Farris
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January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-08467

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would strongly
support the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of
additional shoreline for private docks and enact a condition that would require the Corps
to no longer accept rezoning requests. '

As | understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks.
The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the
beauty, public safety or environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the opportunity to slip
my watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of
Alternative #2, that may not be possible. Please consider this alternative with your
favorabie recommendation.

Yours traly,

J. “Trey™ Farris, 11




January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.0. Box 867 '

L.ittle Rock, Arkansas 72203

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Ansiow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would strongly support
the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of the additional
shoreline for private docks and enact a condition that would require the Corps to no
longer accept rezoning requests. '

" As | understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The
majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty,
public safety or environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the opportunity to slip my
watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative
#2, that may not be possible. Please consider this alternative with your favorable
recommendation. ' :

Yours trngé,
= arr
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January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little' Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 _—

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Ansilow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, 1 would strongly support
the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of the additional
shoreline for private docks and enact a condition that would require the Corps to no
longer accept rezoning requests. '

As [ understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The
majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beauty,
public safety or environmental effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the opportunity to slip my
watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative
#2, that may not be possible. Please consider this alternative with your favorable
recommendation.

Yours truly,

<
%ﬁrﬂ

L4350 e



January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Ansiow )

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.C. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72263

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, I
. would strongly support the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative
would only rezone 1% of the additional shoreline for private docks and
enact a condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept
rezoning requests.

As I understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20
slip docks. The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks.

This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental
effect of Greers Ferry.Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, I would like to have the
opportunity to slip my watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks,
but without the approval of Alternative #2, that may notl be possible.
Please consider this alternative with your Tavorable recommendation.

Yours truly,

Beneva C ‘Céééx




January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Ansiow .

Pianning, Environmental & Reguiatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.0. Box 267 _

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Ré: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Pian.

Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would
strongly support the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative would only
rezone 1% of the additional shoreline for private docks and enacta .
condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning
reqguests.

As I understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip

docks. The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not

intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental effect of Greers
Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, 1 would like to have the
opportunity to slip my watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks, but
without the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible. Please
consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

s ey



January 22, 2002

Ms, Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Litfle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.

Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, I would strongly support the Preferred
Alternative #2. This alternative would only rezone 1% of additional shoreline for private docks and enact
a condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning requests.

As ] understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20 slip docks. The majority, (74)
would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This would not intrude on the beanty, public safety or environmental
effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owaer on Greers Ferry Lake, I would like to have the opportunity to slip my watercraft in
one of the approved 20-slip docks, but without the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible.

Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

" Yours traly,

&Wl)né%@ds
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January 22, 2802

‘Ms. Tricia Ansiow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
{ittle Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.0. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Ansiow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, I
would strongly support the Preferred Alternative #2. This alternative
would only rezone 1% of the additional shoreline for private docks and
enact a condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept
rezoning requests. '

As I understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20
slip docks. The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks.

This would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental
effect of Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, I would like to have the
opportunity to slip my watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks,
but without the approval of Alternative #2, that may not be possible.
Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

Yours truly,

e
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January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan.
Dear Ms. Anslow,

After reviewing the five different alternative plans being offered, | would
strongly support the Preferred Alternative #2. This altermative would only
rezone 1% of the additional shoreline for private docks and enact a .
condition that would require the Corps to no longer accept rezoning
requests.

As | understand the alternative, only 9 of the 93 docks requested are 20
slip docks. The majority, (74) would be 2 to 4 slip private docks. This
would not intrude on the beauty, public safety or environmental effect of
Greers Ferry Lake.

As a property owner on Greers Ferry Lake, | would like to have the
opportunity to slip my watercraft in one of the approved 20-slip docks,
but without the approval of Altemative #2, that may not be possible.
Please consider this alternative with your favorable recommendation.

Charles L. DeBoard, ‘Ili




Ms. Patricia Anslow
~Planning, Environmental and Reguilatory Division
"U.S. Army Corps of Engmeers
"P.O. Box 867
Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake 1o allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢} increase

~ the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted

on the Government land acjacernt to the L.ake.

Slncereiy,
Y QP/: |
il Address:
Please also’print name. 207 Hkyuwesw Wupils Dr -

) .
Curcees J. Ve e !"‘E:’uvwwm’. e, oG TETT!
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Ms. Patricia Anslow :
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake o allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formeriy Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

: Address: ,é)/ 7 % L
Please also print name. He 7 A Ctngb ‘E:«?/ Vip /s _
:3/:( ?7__ . gz:?f/#' 1673'
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Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

- Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

«Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shereline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private muitislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to altow for permiﬁing of pri-
-+ vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Slncereiy,

77, )
J/{j/ “v Address: /32 /vl w’a’}zfs:’?j
Please also print naPne ’Q b A 77 72023
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- Ms. Patricia Anslow
. Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
. U.8. Army Corps of Engineers

- PO. Box 867

* Littie Rock, AR 72203-0867
Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitied
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitiing of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent io the Lake.

Sincerely,

Address
Piease also print name. / Mj ﬂﬁ
' Ny A ﬂ" T

quw,‘s‘

L1444




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

_ Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

- Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps.of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multisiip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; {b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate muttislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and {c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent o the Lake.

Sincgrel :
ﬁ%ﬁb Ww Address: (b5 —PQ::E I S+

Please also print name.
P S Caba‘l’ A

'Ech Bwe - : 72023
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Ms. Patricia Anslow
Planning, Environmenital and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

- PO.Box 867

‘Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867
Dear Ms. Anslow:

{ am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private muttistip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone aréas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multistip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted

on the Government fand a nt to the Lake. f
Sincerel /E /yy //d?g( S

P!ea(sialso p [t name Address: F / f(/ W f
eval Y‘ :5’3’5 { V/é‘f‘
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Ms. Patricia Anslow

- Planning, Environmental and Hegulatory Dlwsmn
~ U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

- P.O. Box 867

- Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

'| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; {b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Slncerely.

R f e s LA e lean DL - .
Vohn . Colefl, D05 - Address: F ¢ ,jr,v )z
Please also print name. . ‘ HeberS {Drn’?rj A

Pz



Ms. Patricia Anslow _ ,
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 .

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms: Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement

- issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number GF private multisiip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multisiip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacerit to the Lake.

Sincerely, *
s & ?’L‘,( | Address: 9770 w- 45H5H/

Please also print n__ e - Overland M KS
gg’/\:am;} LNz, | | _ 6oag s .




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 :

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

- Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multistip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government iand adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely, & Jem, / //5/ 2O E. Laus L: t 3

Ton Niclioty  Address: Vfio"f"‘, 72173
Pleaséalso print name. ' . :
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Ms. Patricia Anslow

- Planning, Environmental and Reguiatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers .
P.O. Box 867 ‘
Littte Rock, AR 72203-0867

- Dear Ms, Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the drafi Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a} increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake fo allow for permitting of pri-
vate muttislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be-conducted
on the Governrnent land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

/A/o;é/l/;"%/ --Addrfass.: N o o

Please also print name. - -

M e AASH

1450




o
. o
Ms. Patricia Anslow A
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers -
P.O. Box 867 -
" Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms; Ansiow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Envionmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would () increase the number of private muttislip boat docks permitted
‘on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake {o allow for;g@fn’rg_itting of pri- -
vate multisiip boat docks in formerly Protected Aregglfandfc) increase
d) couletareonducted

the area in which vegetation modification (mowi
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake. ™

Sincerely, m [l _eean ,/( /f/( 5 e
Maceis KBS Coses S o0t poch e

Please also print name. ’[\f 2z
N N4shvild e T '
S 3925

o....1451



Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Englneers

P.O. Box 867

Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am cpposed to the proposed Shoreline. Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental tmpact Statement
issuea by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of privaie multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake 1o allow for permitting of pri-
vate multisllp boat docks in formerly-Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be condiicted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

Uy fk“"m‘/’-ﬁ Address: D_QW T

Please also print name.

Deannre Matkns

(1452

ﬂk@frémagu\é



Ms. Patricia Ansiow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division-
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

- PO. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

- Dear Ms. Anslow: w /

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement

- issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
orr the Lake; (b)y-rezone areas of the-take to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c} increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) couid be conducted
on the Government land adjacent o the Lake.

cergly,

%g’ Address: 7/44% W

print name. . WM 226 22




Ms. Patricia Anslow :

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 :

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867 _

Deéf Ms. Anslow:

“| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multisiip boat docks permitied
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and {c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) couid be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely, — e d OF
\ : 85 Bl Qf in !
Cow-r“)"’?’lg,y F- D /‘7 ,r.\ddress:Ci{/q‘_}LIJ.,,L,,l .y ,4K .
7217/

Please also print name.

COURTNEY . DUNLAF




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anélow:

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Cormps'of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢} increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

incerely,
. ; . W | . Address: Z4 (’ et{S' rg‘W’J

P Iease also print name.

du-ne, ELlst? ' C’aé»ﬁ/% 724’28




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ‘

P.O. Box 867

Littie Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

on the Lake; (b} rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas: and (¢) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Govgrnment land adjagent to th_e Lake.

. 0N

. iJ; )
sincerely, bl |
Wiiem0R -, Feswnuss

_ Address; g
Please also print name. 560 ErmiN&TON A\IE-) =1

NAS rVIRE TN, 37205

| 3

.. 1456




Ms. Patricia Anslow :
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Littie Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b} rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formeriy Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake. -

incerely,
@Z/«JQJ&/ ;; ?ﬁressi Mo
Please also print name. RN A ; @p}g To¥o7

Besh fokllEm

o, 1457




Ms. Patricia Anslow

* Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Englneers

F.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

- Dear Ms. Anélow:_

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
- on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to ailow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely, (1¢lo,v QMMMF 4,

: Address:
Please also print name.

Aillen Freudénbufﬁ 148 ﬁféﬁ?ffc( .Aﬂ 220%F



Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory D:vnszon
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed o the proposed Shoreline Management Plaps for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact S - en
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in Novembfei2es:
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for £a
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas
the -area in which vegetation modification (mowm e
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake i

Sincerely, _ 7}/3 f S —%j;p; u,ecdﬂ;,. "

Please also print name.:




Ms, Patricia Anslow .
Planning, Environmental and Hegs
- LS. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Division

Dear Ms. Ansiow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Envirdwhental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Enginieers in November 2001 that
would (a} increase the number of private mulfisiip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
-vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and {c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the'Lake.

Sincerely, |

lf?lease 'atsro print name. o (ﬁ é&ﬁfﬁ 7Z 22
= z Znleen Greens | “ |




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

F.O. Box 867

Litile Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers

- Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement

issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to aliow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and {c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted

on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,
Tt a Ayt ,éf;pj Adrese:

Please also print name.
AR K [N




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ‘
PO.Box 867 " .. ..o e,
Littie'Rock, AR 72203-0867 " «~-- e

Dear Ms. Anslo;y: N

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental:impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-

vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase -

the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) couid be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincgre%/
bect ~ Address:

Please also print name.

BILL Na v JCHJS gt

L1462

F..oéo}c 39F Purramnos, AL

ar




Ms. Patricia Anslow

- Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Englneers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-

‘vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted :
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

cﬁ%& / .  Address: /77 yq/}éﬂw /e,

Please also @W ‘fm&t/f‘i ﬂ

- EARLEANE

Z2/3/



Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers -
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow;

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps:of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake, -

Sincerely,
WQ@/ZML‘" 0—&/)@1‘/ Address: /00 / /(4 , E,qyﬂw‘(‘

Please also print name. = - DAL 72 20 ~
Mae Elew (o bigr/ KR, 7%



Ms. Patricia Anslow , :

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private muitislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase

. the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

i Am A /"Akf-s'ﬂﬂﬂf,

fSEincerer, A 2 | L ResipenT
. Ar{rle-

Piease also print name. MO8 CHARLES E BUCHMAN

- SRS 1> EAYVVWOOD DR
CHARLES f3 . u an” ﬁ ® HEBER SPRINGS AR 72543-3519




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 '

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would:(a) increase the number of private multisiip boat docks permitied
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the“Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate mulfislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {(mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Address: 4] [ poDL»%d A %9[
Please also print name. el BARY,

N BysrEe- AL 72088

. 1466




Ms. Patricia Anslow .

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers .- -
P.O. Box 867% - ' ’ )

Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Pians for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake 1o aliow for permitting of pri-

- vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase

the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
'on the Government land adjacent to the Lake. '

"~ Sincerely,
Earoh H# 8 Address: /23 tRAEwond AL
Please also print name. = = Pzl I 1Y, AR
Paviyg [ BeoTH 72085 - 28/

e ., 467



Ms. Patricia Anslow
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
- P.O. Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps-of Engineers in November 2001 that
wold (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protecied Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,
y{%{zﬂw‘d ZMAddressz /43 o‘(’@g@

Please also print name.

GeoRGIANA T GooTH pZf 7,703%5’%

.. 1468




Ms. Patricia Anslow _
.Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers =~ 777
P.O. Box 867 -

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867
Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Pians for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private mulfislip boat docks permitted
- on the Lake; (b) rezone areas-of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

Doloecs [ BorK o
2 d Address: /R4 Lave (resk

- /'&Jf
agepreld Ba
Freres s

Please also print name.




Ms. Patricia Anslow -
Planning, Environmental and Regutatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 '

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

-} am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a} increase the number of private muitislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake fo allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas:; and {c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely, Mz. T 4%’6? /
‘ i

IZ 5 g £l g
dress:

£
Pleaseééo/fﬂn;l/ Grg St % FRods’
(Go Look pr me Late of s Claiis )

R Y 4



Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Hegulatory Dlvnswn
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted -
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to aliow for permitting of pri-
vate multisllp boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c} increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake. :

7 M Address: Do DDW&N St

Please alsorint name. CWgrd A2

Lori7hp 581 22174

- Sinceyely,

14




- Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 :

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate muitislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c}) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

E_ incerely,

ress: §410 JTA LS
Please also print name. . L Add essl gq ' é-ibcyﬂbsl.ox H
C’A@b ALD A DEE méﬂ&k) AL

12543

., 42




Ms. Patricia Anslow
Planning, Environmental and Regutatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

F.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a} increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase

- the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely, : gs& %g/ie,[ \:"’-’J( f"@?
6‘7 Doy A“"" MEFMRnn  Address: . o
Please also print name. - ' - Fmﬂgg .?45,

AR Zeos<

L1473



Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 i

Litde Rock, AR 72203-0867

"Dear Ms. Anslow:

'1 am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers

Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

Wo+«Wro Chartes

‘Address:

Please also print name. - . R23 Vilonarmerdt S

Re. Qo CAJ027 2

1474




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 :

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

* | am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number.of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) couid be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake. :

Sincerely, _
2 2
0({2’*7/ Zeseee( Address:
Please also print name. L SeS Cyws TR ALl e 7T

LA Ren e C IRmDT AR e By

.. l415



Ms. Patricia Ansiow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers o
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Ansiow:

I am opposed o the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmenta Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army. Corps of Engineers in Novemnber 2001 that
would (a) increase the ritimber of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone dreas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formeriy Protected Areas: and (c) increase

the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,
- ) Address:
"Please also print name. _ —, o~ _
Liveita Dickerson. 5‘/0 GM L RY
. "Rengliionn .@.9310 (

1476




Ms Patncna Anslow ‘
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory D:wsnon
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers -

P.O. Box 867 ‘

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow: R

I'am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private muitislip boat docks permltted
on the Lake; (b} rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Si

ely,

' Address: '
{Pieagt also pnnt name. o 5@§ S, Jg,gg_g g/

gﬁé% 7‘;?‘7/02

Y




Ms. Patricia Anslow '

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multisiip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate muliislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

7 D oA PRoX BN
Saneesza D FAEA s O C or
Please also print name. - Heber Sp i" S

arce//a T weleh AR 712543

., 1478



Ms. Patricia Anslow : -
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a} increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formetly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing} could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,
_/4 s ’,")‘
K, oot ‘ Address:
Please dlso print name. polpx LT
feswpir TG 77 Lodet, AEL



--Ms. Patricia Ansiow

Planning, Environmentai and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 _

Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Envirormental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private muttislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat-docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

4 T’/W/ Address: 193 Blase Line §

lease also pﬁztrlame. S = f y/
Bt Tover R

..1480 .




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S: Army Corps of Engineers :
PO.Box867 = o

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

} am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement

- Issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas: and (¢} increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

I‘,_._j ; k3 J' i
244 Ur~e gy Address: /7 2 & jzce /2y e

lease also print name. _
i } - /‘,r’ - - )
Vickre Tarve Fare et By, AL



Ms. Patricia Anslow
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Diﬁsion
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - f

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

‘
.

¥
'E

~T " Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environinental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in Novermnber 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private f ultislip boat docks permitted
on the | ake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake %o allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {riowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake,

Sinceraly }/é/' L’é% M‘lln - 57'70 " BE/mo.f—-f’ Aeves @f
Please also print name. .ressﬁ M[f'/"ﬂ] SZ'%[:/ He
Nancy F. Recte™ T258)

1482




Ms. Patricia Anslow _
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 - ,

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867 -

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
wouild (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted

-on the Government land adjacent i the Lake.
Sincerely, ﬂ’ £ M
/

Address: # 5 (Cr __:faék/zj

Please alsoprintname. : , . - i’ N
A J ftolerTsor ;/7,-;4/(;7;2?/7 Ar.
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- Ms. Patricia Anslow :
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
PO.Box 867

- Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to aliow for permitti pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; ang d3e
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could*
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake. e

e

Please also print name. . =

FATHy [ LELRn)

el
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- Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Reguiatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Litle Rock, AR 72203-0867

- Dear Ms. Anslow:

I'am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Slncerely, -? =i j—( A T—/.Q) Z_, ove N Z-
Pi | % address: 0, B oX &7
ease also print name - ID bUVNAR
g
| SRRy
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Ms. Patricia Anslow T
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Englneers

P.O. Box 867 -

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:
| am opposed to the' proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers

Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statemel
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001_‘1

vate mult:sllp boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) ince : _
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be oon
on the Government iand adjacent to the Lake. T

Sincerely, _ )
. i &

MARCARET L ENz Address: 2408 Lweiie € /“'é

_Please also print name. 3TTesepy, Mo €757

MW#«-M&@-—M o ponriberidfl ooy fristing !




Please also prirtt name.

Ms. Patricia Anslow

- Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
F.O. Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

/Siqcer?y , j o .

ek /(/)/ " Address: S v/ se/ s ¢ 5745 e <

e s . "
A g gL 22 s




Ms. Patricia Anslow -

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification {mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,_ﬁ!/’;”f % cf’“pm o7

112 Sioux Trl
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088-2504

Please also print hame.
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Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regutatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental iImpact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number ef-private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

__) |ncere|/y,< FATCH &-Aé E2n ;/Qaé.f- 4.5{.

Address:

Please aiso print name. é E ) ;% M

WAIHS
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Ms. Patricia Anslow .
Planning, Environmental and Regur@y Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

- PO. Box 867 - :

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multisfip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government iand adjacent to the Lake. A

Sincerely,
."""\\ \

+1o f - Address: 3_‘;—70 HQJY q

""Wn- Uf&b',’ AR
FPQ‘-;CN rh\"l-‘srl(ﬂ_}w\..-m N : 7256

,‘ .v .
Please also print name.
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Ms. Patricia Anslow
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statemient
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a)-increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
- on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

_Sincerely, | ' ' . .
W 4/ Address;??ﬁ 8(?’«%‘* /4 Creg CL' -,
Please/also prirt nafhe: o T “h }““3 Ly} o«]ﬁ, 4/@

Mac e Sﬁ"‘“‘“’( | Jass/




Ms. Patricia Anslow =
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory D.MSlon
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

PO. Box 867 -
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

-l/ﬂ/ Y

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Gohn K. Shambau rgar‘

Dear Ms. Anslow:

Sincerely,

ﬂ"‘l"‘"% Address: 21{ Fins Kl Rd
al .

Please also print n ?—:}-[531, Av. 17038




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Pianning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
"PO.Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:
| am opposed to the proposed Shoretine Management Plans for Greers
~ Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would {a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multistip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and {c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

g‘ % Address: ,DL{ (1 g MRT‘_@’(.

print name. - oo ; :
B Bay A

— . 7 ;

Fimethy & Seotens 73088
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Ms. Patricia Anslow _

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the propoesed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private muitislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate muttislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted.
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,

/Q Yiraie LL W!’/l'ﬁj bt Address: /o] MmACK I

Please also-print name.

Pangbutn Ab. .
718/
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Ms: Patricia Anslow ' g
Planning,. Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867 -

- Litile. Rock, AR 72203-0867

' 'Déar Ms. Anslow:

‘| am opposed to the proposed Shorelineg®Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate muitislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent o the Lake.

Sincerely,

Fys L LSaN
PAYLLls CARLSe Address: /730 P/omE=ER LANE.

Please also print name. WHITE BEgR LAKE PV 5SS



Ms. Patricia Anslow

Pianning; Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multisfip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate muitislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and () increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,
=551 &
DE Cocirn L7 Address: P o Bol 560
Please also print name. Wg_'gw?.u' AR
| EEVYY

S — 0]




-~ Ms. Pafricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.C. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Iimpact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps:of Engineers in November 2001 that
would {a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
‘on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multisiip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Smgprely,
WQMW Address: /& %Qé&wﬁtﬁ
Please also print name. - C&f) @% Al

Shondei 1/\/: [h&mﬁ

e M97_
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Ms. Patricia Anslow :

'Planning, Environmental and Regulatory D|V|S|on
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers -

P.O. Box 867

Littte Rock, AR 72203-0867 .

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps.of.Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitied
on the Lake; (b} rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely, pR‘
st Ty Y 2.0Wbop LAWH
Pleqsezgg;)tprint r;ame. - Addr?)sq RFI ELD BAY»
ELMER/DETTY WovieKeR ARKA /VSAS '7 ;Loﬂ



Ms. Patricia Anslow e
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent to the Lake.

Sincerely,
’
: W 5[ Address:
Please also print name. - Po Bof 129

- Blansye LClaney ’gﬂ’"ﬂ@%m,&& 7412/

e d499.




Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

| am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry {ake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in November 2001 that
would (a) increase the number of private multisiip boat docks permitted
on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permitting of pri-
vate multislip boat docks in formerly Protected Areas; and (¢) increase
the area in which vegetation modification (mowing) could be conducted
on the Government land adjacent 1o the Lake.

% )(Q’\ e mgﬁwﬁ?@

Please also print name.” ! 7 3
Georse Kle/v zo






