BLANCHE LAMBERT LINCOLN COMMITTEES:
ARKANSAS AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY
ENERGY AND NATURAL RESCURCES
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING

359 DIRKSEN BUILDING

TELEPHONE: (202) 224-4543 %“i tm %t’atm %Enat{

e-mail: Blanche_Lincoln@Ll.incoin.Senate.Gov WASHINGTON, DC 20510
January 11, 2002

Colonel Benjamin H. Butler

District Engineer, U. S. Army Corps of Engincers
P. O.Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Dear Colonel Butler:
Enclosed are copies of several letters P've received in response to the draft envirommental
impact statement for the proposed shoreline management plan for Greers Ferry Lake. I would

appreciate your rewewmg these comments and adding them to the record.

As always, I appreciate the time and attention you give to my requests and inquiries. I
look forward to hearing from you soon. :

Sincerely,

Blanche L. Lincoln

BLL/cse
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Senator Blanche Lincoln
912 West 4th Street
Little Rock, AR 72201

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan - Environmental Impact
Statement ,

Dear Blanche,

As you are probably aware, the U. 8. Army Corps of Engineers proposes to change the Shoreline
Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake to allow the installation of many additional private
multislip boat docks on the lake. The Corps is advocating that parts of the lake shoreline that
were previously protected now be opened up to private multislip docks. Most of us that have
homes on Greers Ferry are very opposed to this proposal. We ask that yon express your
opposition to any plan that would reduce the amount of protected shoreline, increase the number
of private boat docks, and increase the area on the Government shoreline easement that may be
mowed by adjoining private landowners. This is what has made Greers Ferry so special - and why
it is the number one tourist destination in Arkansas. It is not crowded and overbuilt with docks,
leaving its natural beauty in fact. ' .

Thank you for your seﬁous consideration to this matter.
Best wishes for the lNeW Year...
Sincerely, -

Mary Lou Cravens

362 Eaglewatch Circle
Heber Springs, AR 72543
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RicrARD H. UptoN
December 20, 2’0017

The Honorable Blanche Lincoln
U. S. Senate

708 Hart Senate Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Blanche:

‘Hope all is well at your home', and office. History is being made at rapid
pace. Lets hope the home front can withstand things yet to come.

I am assumning that perhaps the Corps of Engineers proposed shoreline
policy for Greers Ferry Lake may pass over your desk. When this was
proposed last year, I was still in a lawsuit with Eden Isle Marina, which
involved a lease area expansion under the control of the Corps, and felt like
© it would not be proper to give the appearance that I was against everything
the Corps was proposing. Since that time I am glad to say the lawsuit came
out in my favor and Eden Isle will not be a boat anchor for the lake’s largest
marina. Another 300 slip marina will be built at Cove Creek, which makes
sense.

The current proposal for private docks makes one gasp for breath. Ispent
my younger years on Lake Hamilton and know the effects on the shoreline
when boat docks rob the lake of its natural beauty. Greers Ferry’s claim to
fame is its natural look. Once it is gone, even though it may never reach
maximum levels of docks, it will just be another lake. Well-placed marinas
and parks allow homeowners and guests all the access that is needed.
Normally you have to pack your “stuff” in a car or truck rather than carry it.
Once you do this, whether you drive one minute to your private dock, or ten
or fifteen minutes to the nearest marina or park, becomes rather minor.

I have witnessed private docks washed upon the shoreline. They were
owned by nice, well-intentioned people, that just happened to spend the
winter other places or were gone for a month. Docks need to be maintained
. twenty-four hours a day during winter and spring storms by professional
marina personnel. - ~ '

PO. Box 1500, Heber Springs, AR 72543, (501) 362-7511 FAX (501) 362-5361
5



This is a high wind, varying water level lake. I have seen dock owners
throw in the towel and surrender their permits.

It would be a shame to take one of the last areas in Arkansas that so proudly
represents the uniqueness of our state and its people, and surrender it for
purposes that do not clearly stand for the good of all.

Thanks for all you do. Take good care of those boys. Patti and I received

your Christmas card and couldn’t believe the size of those guys.

Best regards,

s

Richard H. Upton
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January 29, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow : ' ‘ @O
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers : @
Little Rock District, Planning Branch ]

P.C. Box 867. :

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

RE: (Dratt) Environmental Impact Statement-Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow:

The State Clearinghouse has received the above document pursuant to the Arkansas Project
Notification and Review System. '

To carry out the review and comment process, this document was forwarded o mempbers of the
Arkansas Technical Review Committee. Resulting comments received from the Technical Review
Committee which represents the position of the State of Arkansas are attached.

The State Clearinghouse wishes to thank you for your cooperation with the Arkansas Project

Sincerely, &

Notification and Review System.

anager

TLC/ms
Enclosure
CC: Randy Young, AS&WCC




STATE OF ARKANSAS OFFICE OF INTERGOVERNMEI?TAL SERVICES

: . oy State Clearingh
Department of Finance/r CENED It wmif;,ﬁ%%ﬁf.‘%;fﬁfi
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MEMORANDUM |
TO: Al Technical Review Committes Members
FROM: Tracy L. Copeiéﬁ-@anagcr ~ State Clearinghouse
DATE: November 14; 2001 - - B
.- (DRAPT) ENVIRONMENTAL TMPACT STATEMENT-GREERS FERRY LARE
SUBJECT: o inrt e MANAGEMENT PLaN

Please review the above stated document under Provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
Section 102(2) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the Arkansas Project
-Notification and Review System.
' Pee. 10, 2001

Your comments should be retwmed by : 10 - Mr. Randy Young, Chairman, Technica!
Review Commirntee, 101 E. Capitol, Suite 350, Litte Rock, Arkansas 72203, '

tated deadline f; ments_ pl cozntact Ms.
- £82-1611 or the State Clearinghouse Office,

: Suppor; Do Not Support (Comments Attached)

L~ Comments Attached

Support with Foilowing_Conditions

No Comments : ' Non-Degradation Certification Issues
(Applies to PC&E Only)
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& STATE OF ARKANSAS OFFIREGF INTERGOVERNMENTAL SERVICES

) o P . PohL State Clearinghouse
) Department of Finanis 493 30 1513 West Seventh Sircet. Suita 415
7 . e s L6 Triik Post Office Box 3278
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MEMORANDUM
4/

T0: Al Technical Review Committes Members 7\}?
_FRIOM: Tracy L, Copeiéﬁ@anaggﬁ State Clearinghouse % \.

DATE: = Yovember 14, 2007

Section 102(2) of the Nationa] Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the Arkansas Project
Notification and Review System. . |

: . Dec. 10, 2001 ‘
Yeur comments should he teturned by 0~ Mr. Randy Young. C hairman, Technica!
Review Comminee, 101 E. Capitol, Suite 350, Lirtle Rock, Arkansas 72203,

sign.off.

NOTE

e Support Do Not Support (Comments Attached)
| Comments Attached -_ Support with Foiiom‘n’g Cornditions

No Comments Non-Degradation Certification Issues

{Applies to PC&E Only)

. . : - | |
S%gnature [}\% /;M_Agency_/@é w C - (’ e Date A/ afﬂ/
| | Actansas Soi and Worter |
Consesvidnion Commission
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, _ . . Post Office Boy 3173
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SOIL & Vmag, S0MM. Ei (501) 692-506
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? Phong; 130136811071

- WOV 15 266
TO: All Technical Review Committee Members : .
- : EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S
FROM: Tracy L. Copelgﬁ@anager — State Clearinghouse ~.OFFIGE .~
DATE: November 14, 2001
. . (DRAFT) ENVIRCNMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT-GREERS FERRY LAX®
SUBJECT: SHORELINE MANACEVENT PLAN

Please review the above stated document under Provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
Section 102(2) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1966 and the Arkansas Project
Notification and Review System, . ' _

Deec. 1G, 2001
Your comments should be returned by ' o ~ Mr. Randy Young, Chairman, Technical -
Review Commitee, 101 E. Capitol, Suite 350, Linje Rock. Arkansas 72203,

If we have no reply within that time we wil] assume you have no comments and will proceed with the _
sign-off.

NOTE: ti ive t g iG to > offi~
, iy ing \ ich will - : .
Stated deadline for comments, please contact Ms. Debby Davis of the ASWCC gt
£82.1611 or the Siate Clearinghouse Office. _
Support ‘ Do Not Support ¢ Comments Atftached)
Comments Attached Support with Foilowing Conditions
v Ne Comments =~ Non-Degradation Certification Issuas

- {Applies to PC&E Only)

!

‘Signawrs (7. %aajwto/y// ‘Agency_joa 4,/? a S ove e n il  Date_f/-20-Zpo/
o Us oed Touciom
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STATE OF ARKANSAS OFFICE OF INTERGOVERNMENTAL SERVICES
' tate Clearinghouse
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MEMORANDUM

TO: All Technical Review Committes Members
FROM: Tracy L. Copclé@anager — State C Iegringhousé
DATE: = November 14, 2001

SUBJECT: (DRAFT) ENVIRONMENTAL II{P.ACT-STAIEI'IE{QT-GREERS FERRY LAKE
*  BHORELINE MANAGE&']EN‘I PLAN '

Please review the above stated document uader provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Wazer Act,
Section 102(2) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the Arkansas Project
Notification and Review System. o

| Dec. 10, 2001 ,
Your comments should be retumed by 1o~ Mr. Randy Young, Chairman, Technical
Review Commintee, 101 E, Capitol, Suite 350, Littie Rock, Arkansas 72203,

If we have no reply within that time we will assume you have no comments and will proceed with the
sign-off. : :

NOTE:
____Support Do Not Support (Commeats Attached)
' Comments Attached . Support with Following Conditions
? ; 2 i No Comments _Non-Degradation Certification Issues
: : ' {Applies to PC&E Only)

' Signatul’}/iém %gencyagmmmlhm | ‘— IQ-—_Q !

%( Lansas WM@&YS Compaission
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MEMORANDUM

TO: All Technical Review Committee Members
FROM: Tracy L. Copeléﬁ@anager— State Clearinghouse
DATE: November 14, 2001

SUBJECT:  (DRAFT) ENVIRONMENTAL, IMPACT STATRMENT-CREERS FERRY LAXE
' SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN |

Please review the above stated document under provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
Section 102(2) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1965 and the Arkansas Project
Notification and Review System. : _

_ : Dec. 10, 2001
Your comments should be raturned by ' to - Mr. Randy Young, Chairman, Technical.
Review Committee, 101 E. Capitel, Suite 350, Litte Rock, Arkansas 72203.

NOTE: It is Imperative that your
Should your agency anticipa i
. Stated deadline for ¢ ents
682-1611 or the State Clearinghouse Office.
Support Do Not Support (Cemments Attached)
Cormments Attached | Support with Foliowing Conditions
.\ No Comments : ) Non-Degradation Certification Issues

(Applies 10 PC&E Only)

Signature L, nwwr _Agency é& i) !;_)ate" " I'?-Iq' lol
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- MEMORANDUM
TO: All Technical Review Committee Members
FROM: Tracy L. Cope]%@@snager ~ State Clearinghouse

DATE: November 14, 2001

SUBJECT: (DRAFT) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT-GREERS FERRY LAKE
| " SHORELINE MANAGEMENT PLAN |

* Please review the sbove stated document under provisions of Secticn 404 of the Clean Water Act,
Section 102(2) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the Arkansas Project
Notification and Review System. '

| Dec. 10, 2001 _
. Your comments should be returned by 10 ~ Mr. Randy Young, Chairman. Technical

Review Committee, 101 E. Capitol, Suite 350, Litile Rock, Arkansas 72203,

Ifwe have no reply within that time we will assume you have no comments and will proceed with The

sign-off.
-NOTE: ILis Irnpetative that i : C office bv the date reauested.
o ici ing 2 :nse which will be delaved bevond the ,
Stated deadline for comments, please congact M Debby Davis of the ASW:
682-1611 or the State Clearinghouse Of fice. :
Support ____Do Not Support (Comiments Attached)
Comments Attached Support with Following Conditions
. &=—"-No Comments . Non-Degradatioﬁ Certification Issues
B _ : (Applies to PC&E Onty)

Signamr%j__&/_é&'_'zﬁ.gency b Lo Comr Date_{ § far
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- Arkansas Department of Health

4815 West Markham Street » Little Rock, Arkansas 72205-3867 « Telephone (501) 661-2000
Fay W. Boozman, MD, MPH, Director
Mike Huckabee, Governor

December 12, 2001

Attn: Patricia Anslow _

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Littlc Rock District
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

RE: Draft Environmental Statement - Shoreline Management Plan
Greers Ferry Lake — Cleburne and Van Buren Counties

Dear Sirs:

We have feviewed the Draft Environmental - Greers Ferry Lake Statement Shoreline Management
Plan and we have the following comments: ' '

1. Greers Ferry Lake is the drinking water supply for more than 70,000 people in Cleburne,
Faulkner, Van Buren and Independence Counties and with plans to significantly increase
the number of people and counties served in the next 20 vears. Currently, three public
water intakes are located on the lake; Clinton Water District is located on the Western part
of the lake, Community Water System is located on Northcentral part of the lake, and City
of Heber Springs Waterworks is located on the Eastern part of the lake near the dam.

2. We have concerns about the potential long-term adverse impacts on the water quality due
to the addition of more boat docks on the lake.

» Increased soil erosion and turbidity from vegetation clearing at the shoreline and the
- nearby watershed from the construction and presence of the new boat docks and access
roads. , ‘ _
* Increased chemical and biological contamination from increased boat dock operations
and access roads. ' '

Keeping Your Hometown Healthy
“An Equal Oppdyidyiy Employer”



December 12, 2001
Page 2

3. We have concermns about the potential long-term adverse impacts on the water quality due
to increased allowable underbrushing near the shoreline.

« Increased soil erosion and turbidity from vegetation clearing near the shoreline.
« Increased chemical (fertilizer, etc.) and biological (human waste, etc.) contamination
" from vegetation clearing near the shoreline.

In order to maintain and protect the high water quality for the persons served by Greers Ferry
Lake, we support Alternative 4: 90% Rezoning Criteria. We also recommend following change:

« Vegetation Modification - Be revised to only allow underbrushing permits in excess of 50
feet from a habitable structure when required by National Fire Protection Standards.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 501-661-2623.

Sincerely,

A A=

Robert Hart, P.E.
Chief Engineer
Division of Engineering

HRS:RH:BM:LAT.LG:PA:la
éc: Randy Young, Arkansas S.oii and Water Conservation Commissi_on
- City of Clinton Waterworks '

- Community Water System
City of Heber Springs Waterworks

15
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

i N : .
5 <, BREGION B

° ‘% 1445 HOSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
M g DALLAS, TX 75202-2732
e JAN 17 2002

Ms. Pafricia Anslow

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

Litde Rock, AR 72203-0857

Dear Ms. Anslow:

In accordance with our responsibilitics under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act
(CAA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and the Council on

. Environmental Quality's (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing NEPA, the U.S.

Environmenta] Protection Agency (EPA) Region 6 Office in Dallas, Texas, has
completed its review of the Draft Environmental Impact Staternent (DEIS) for the
"Greers Ferry Lake Shorzline Management Plan, dated November, 2001."

EPA rates the DEIS as "LO - 2" L.e., EPA has "Lack of Ohjections and
Requests Additinnal Information in the Final E1S." Overall, we belizve the DEIS 1s
quite good and our comments primarily identify areas where correction of apparent
inconsistencies or contradictions, and additional clarifications in the impact assessment,
may be warranted. Our classification will be published in the Federal Register according
to EPA’s responsibility under Section 309 of the CAA, to inform the public of our wews
on proposed federal actions:

- General and specific comments are enclosed which more clearly identify the
informational needs to be included in the Final EI8 and our yecommendatons to help
strengthen the impact analysis and NEPA decision-making process. If you have any
guestions, please contact Joe Swick, of my staff, at (2]4) 665-7456. Please send our
office five copies of the Final EIS at the same time it is semt to the Office of Federal
Activities, EPA, 401 M Street 5.W., Washington, D. C 20460,

Sincerely vours,
Robert D, Lawrence, Chief \
Office of Planning and
Cootdination (€EN-XP)
Encloéurc |

intamet Acdrags (UPL) - hitow/www.opa goviearth 16/
FRecyclad/Recyciabin - Printed with Vsgamble Off Based Inks on Recytind Paper {Minimuym 30% Fowizoriaumer)]
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~ Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan DEIS

General Comments:

1. Inreference to effective project management and sound environmental
stewardship as noted on page 1-12 and table 1-1, pollution prevention can also be an
effective way to mitigate adverse impacts under NEPA. CEQ instructs federal agencies
address pollution prevention in the proposed action and reasonable alternatives [40 CFR

©1502.14(D), 1502.16(h) and 1508.20]. The proposed project provides an opportunity to
integrate pollution prevention measures into both construction activities and the decision-
mazking process. Pollution prevention can include: recycling, including using recycled
meaterials in project construction and operation; increasing efficiency and conservation of
energy and water resources; and reducing or eliminating contributions to point or non-
point (e.g. muoff) source potlution. Pollution prevention can be implemented with
technigues such as waste stream segregation, ‘good housekeeping' or best management
practices, and employee training. The Record of Decision (ROD), docurnenting the final
decision, can be a valuable tool 1o inform the public and others how poliution prevention
was not only included in the NEPA process, but also how it will be implemented.

Executive Order (EO) 12856 - Federal Compliance with Right-to-Know Laws and
Pollution Prevention Requirements (August 1993), includes commitments that the federal
government “should become a leader in the field of pollution prevention through the
management of its facilities, its acquisition practices, and in supporting the development of
innovative pollution prevention programs and technologies.”

EO 12873 - Federal Acguisition, Recycling, and Waste Prevention (October
1993), directs the federal government 1o more efficiently use natural resources by
maximizing recycling and preventing waste whenever possible, and "serve as a model in
this regard for private and other public institutions.”

EO 12902 - Energy Efficiency and Water Conservation at Federal Facilities
(March 1994), includes requirements for buildings and structures that are constructed,
renovated or purchased for use by the federal government. ‘

2. The DEIS is somewhat ambiguous regarding future growth around the lake
being induced by the COE's proposed action. For example, table ES-1 states that induced .
development from Alternatives 1, 2, 4 and 5 will impact the local infrastructure, utilities,
services, ete. However, certain alternative evaluations in Section 4 conclude that the
potential for permitting actions to induce additional growth is not known (i..e., on page
4-18 line 27; on page 4-28 line 9; on page 4-47 line 5; and on page 4-86 line 18). Also,
page 4-115 states that increased phosphorus loading could be as low 2s 3 1o 5 percent if
Corps actions only partially induce growth, while page 4-55 states induced growth '
assaciated with the permitting of additional docks would have long-terrn minor adverse
effects on infrastructure resources.

17
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3. The DEIS concludes the degree and extent of short-term impacts on water
quality would be a direct function of canstruction practices and the use of best
management practices at constriuction sites. To help reduce or mitigate potential adverse
impacts at construction sites of five acres or larger, the Final EIS should include the
applicability of EPA's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES} storm
wter general permit. Single housing lots can be affected if they are part of a larger
“common plan of development or sale” that cumulatively would disturb 3 or more acres
{one or more acres after 3/10/03). An example would be a custom home subdivision that
sells lots to individuals (or builders). If the roads total 3 acres disturbance and the portion
of 24 lots that would be disturbed is 1/4 acre each (€ acres total) you have a “‘common
plan” that disturbs 9 acres and triggers permitting for any construction activity in that

~ subdivision, even though any one lot only disturbs 1/4 acre. For additional information
see; www.epa.gov/earthl ré/sws.

Specific Comments:

1. On page ES-3, second paragraph, "limited development area” is not spelled-out
prior to the first reference to LDA. '

- 2. On pages ES-6 (line 1) and 4-17 (line 19), the refersnce to future reviews under
- the maximum modification aliernative appear to be out of place or inappropriate jn
describing the scope of the no action altemative. For example, no action is stated to be
equal to no changes to the 1994 SMP, while Alternative 5 (maximum modification)
- involves the largest increase or change from protected 1o limjted development areas.
Also, on page 4-24 (line 15), no action is stated to maintain the preportion of LDA on the
lake at 7 percent.

3. Appendix D, page 1-3 - foomote #2 (referenced in the first sentence) is locared
st the bottom of page and also presented as the second paragraph in the text, Wh.lch
appears 10 be redundant.

4, Appendix D, page 1-3, states the Notice of Intent, dated August 23, 2000, is in
Appendix A; however, Appendix A only contained a copy of the Greers Ferry Lake
Rezoning Request Evaluation Criteria form,

5, Appendix G contains a lerter, dated 10/17/01, from Tetra Tech to the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service requesting concurrence in its no adverse effect determination on
listed-Federal endangered and threatened species. The Final EIS would be strengthened
by clarifying if Tetra Tech was designared as the Corps' non-Federal representative for the
purposes of consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

6. On page 4-9, lines 24 and 25 state that 80 percent of rezoning requests were
- associated with existing development. However, on page 4-11 (line 23) the language used

TM T2 OGBS 1G14d 7 SR13245EE5 PREE.E4
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reflects that 80 percent existing development is "assumed.” Since the rezoning permits
were received, it appears inappropriate to include this same 80 percent in the list of
general assumptions at the bottom of page 4-11.

7. On page 4-10 {line 20), we suggest adding “that met the 80 percent rezoning
criteria” to the end of the sentence ending . . . request dock permits;”

8. On page 4-85 (line 23), an additional 517 septic tanks are projected to be
installed under the 90 percent rezoning criteria alternative; however, table 4-18 presents a
tora) of 519 additional septic systems (336 + 183). Also, it is unclear why the S0 percent
rezoning criteria and maximum modificaton alternatives included assessments of potential
ground water impacts from septic tanks agd there was no similar evaluation for the 30
percent rezoning criteria (preferred) alternative in paragraph 4.3.2.1, on page 4-46,
particularly recognizing table 4-11 presents an additional 548 septic tanks.

9. Appendix D {on page 4-2) states scoping issues related to water resources to
be addressed in the EIS were water quality, shoreline erosion, docks, lake levels, shoreline
and other lakes. Of these issues, only lake levels appeared ot to be addressed in detail in
the DEIS. The Final EIS could be strengthened by evaluating this scoping.issue of '
providing additional clarification on whether patential effects on lake levels are
within the scope of the EIS.

10. Appendix D (page 4-1) includes the subject heading “land use and land cover”
as a scoping Issue to be addressed in the EIS. Because of the distinction between land vse
(what is practiced, permitted or planned) and land cover (what is physically on the
ground), the rationale for no effects on "Land Use, Land Cover, and- Land Use Conitrols”
appears 1o be because the alternatives are not in conflict with existing land use plans,
policies, or controls. If this is the case, it seems more appropriate for this resource
category to be entitled, "Land Use Plans, Policies and Controls” since the impacts to land

 use and land cover are apparently not applicable and coversd under other resource
categories (e.g., watershed, aesthetics, ecoiogy, and cultural resources).

11. On page 4-26 (2lso see pages 4-55 and 4-94), we suggest omiuting the phrase
"and long-term indirect negligible and mminor adverse effect” from the first sentence of the
first paragraph on Infrastructure, since it 2ppears these effects are addressed in the second
or following paragraph(s). Also, of the scoping issues listed in Appendix D to be
addressed under Infrastructure, only telecommunication systems appeared ro have little, if
.any, detail included in the DEIS. .

12. On page 3-53, table 3-17 is presented as the baseline against which potential
disproportionate risks to minority or low-income groups can be analyzed. With 18 .
pescent of the region of influence (ROI ) classified as living in poverty, the Final EIS could

JAN 22 2882 19:45
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be strengthened by including additional clarification regarding potential impacts, if any, on
this low-income group.

13. On page 4-30 (lines 3 and 4), permitted mowing coastitutes no impact on
aesthetics; however, this appears inconsistent with line 6 which states ”. . . the degree of
impact would depend of the exact nature of the modification . ..." Lines 20 to 24
contain a similar assessmient. :

'14. On page 4-125, the phrase "degree of impact would depend” in the last
septence of the third paragraph (beginning on line 14) appears to conflict with the
conclusion that modificarion would be significant (which connotes degree). We sugges:
omitting the last sentence or rewording it to convey that while the exact nature of the
modifications, including landscaping meintenance, is site specific, the net effect of this
change constitutes a significant impact on scenic attractiveness.

15. Both Appendix D (page 4-1), and lines 10 and 11 on page 4-143. refer to the
findings of a separate study on the carrying capacity of Greers Ferry Lake that will be
incorporated into the EIS as a part of the svaluation of impacts on recreation and
recreational facilities. However, it is unclear if, or to what extent, the results of this study
were incorporated into the DEIS. For example, alternatives evaluated under "Recreation
and Recreational Facilities" relate to projected increases in boat traffic (e.g., by
approximately 1 percent), but there is no citation provided in reference to the subject
study in the text, or a-COE report on this subject listed in the table of contents or includad
as an Appendix.’

16. Recognizing no adverse impacts are expected on prime farmland soils, the
Final EIS would be stengthened by including documented coordination with the U.S.
Natural Resources Conservation Service on this inportant resource area.

17. Regarding effects on aquaric habitat and wildlife, the Final EIS could be
strengthened by including the applicability of Section 10/404 permitting for new boat
docks. For example, such permits may include conditions that restrict the use of certain
materials (e.g., pesticide treated lumber) that could be harmful to certain aquatic species
that locate on or around these shoreline structures.

18. Recognizing SMP permitting is a continuing process that includes Section 106
consultation, it may be advantageous to consider executing a Programmatic Agreement
(PA) with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. The PA could provide
documented compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
weli at the framework for site specific coordination with the State Historic Preservation -
Officer, as needed, and subject to modification or revision over ume.
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19. Of the scoping issues listed 1o be addressed in the EIS under Hazardous and
Toxic Substances, only bazardous materials/waste management as it relates to Little Rock
District activities, including con¢ession 2ctivities, appeared not to be covered in any detail
in the DEIS.

20. On page 4-143, the DEIS states that cumulative effects included actions from
the past 10 years and known future actions that could occur within the next five years. '
Other than the new marina under consideration for Cove Creek in the south lake area,
there were no other projects mentioned. The Final EIS could be strengthened by
clarification of the scope of the analysis for cumulative impacts (e.g., a complete list of the
known existing, planned and reasonably foreseeable projects). '

21, Since some categories in Section 4.9 do not specifically refer to impacts as
adverse (e.g., recreation), we suggest adding the word "adverse” after "unavoidable” in
line 2 at the top of page 4-153. L

92. References to trade-offs berween short-term and long-term impacts or gains in
Section 4.11 appears to be premature in the NEPA process. We suggest this type of
inpact analysis is more applicable to the Record of Decision, which presents the decision-
makers rationale, including trade-offs between beneficial and adverse impacts.

21 AT B 27
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S5 By, UN!TED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 6 .
- 1245 0S8 AVEN?E SUITE 1200

0
M _ DALLAS, TX 75202-2733
o JAN 17 2002

‘ﬁﬂ*‘“ﬂ;

Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

Little Rock, AR 72203-0857

Dear M's. Anslow:

In accordance with our responsibiiitics under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act .
(CAA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and the Council on
Environmental Quality's (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing NEPA, the U.S, -
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} Region 6 Office in Dalias, Texas, has
completed its review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the
"Greers Ferry Lake Shorelinc Management Plan, dated November, 2001."

“EPA rates the DEIS as "LO - 2" i.e., EPA 'has "Lack of Objections apd’

__ _-__,_fequests Additional Information in the Final EIS." Overal], we believe the DEIS is
(quzte good and our comments primarily identify areas where correction of apparent

“inconsistencies or contradictions, and additional clarifications in the impact assessment,
fnay be warranted. Our classification will be published in the Federal Regisrer according
to EPA’s responsibility under Secnon ‘”09 0*‘ he l.,AA 1o mfofm the public of our views

ow'proposcd federal. actions: .

General and specific comments are enclosed which more clcarh identify the
informational needs 1o be included in the Final ETS and our recommendatons to help
strengthen the impact analysis and NEPA deciston-making process. If you have any
guestions, please contact Joe Swick, of my staff, at (214) 665-7456. Please send our
office five copies of the Final EIS at the same time it is sent to the Office of Federal
Activities, EPA, 401 M Street 5.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. :

Sincerely yours,

Rk D From

Robert D. Lawrence, Chief
Oftfice of Planning and
Coordination {€EN-XP)

Enclosure

ria=et AZdrags (UL - hiowwn Bps gevieanh 176/
Resycied/Recyclable « Priftes with Vege-abin O Based Inks on Ascytisd Paper (vimmum 20% Paszensumsr)
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Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan DEIS

General Comments:

In reference to effective project manapgement and sound eavironmeatal
p as noted on page 1-12 and table 1-1, pollution prevention ¢an also be an
effective way to mitigate adverse jmpacts under NEPA. CEQ instructs federal agencies
dress pollution prevention in the proposed action and reasonable alternatives {40 CFR-

1502.14(D), 1502.16(2) and 1508.20). The proposed project provides an oppormniry to
ntegrate pollution preveation measures into both constuction activities and the decision-
meking process. Pollution prevention can include: recveling, including using recycled
materials in project construction and operation; increasing efficiency and conservation of

nergy and water resources. and reducing or eliminating contributions to point or non- '
point (e.g. raroff) source pollution. Pollution prevention ¢an be implemented with
echniques such as waste steam segregation, ‘good housekeeping' of best management

ices, and employee training. The Record of Decision (ROD), docurcenting the final -

aluable ool to inform the public and others how pollution preventon
*‘was not only included in the NEPA process, but also how it will be implemented.
_ Executive Order (EO) 12856 - Federal Compliance with Right-to-Know Laws and
“‘Pollution Preventon Requirements (August 1992), includes commitments that the federal
government "should become a leader in the field of pollution prevention through the
t of its facilities, its acquisition practices, and in supporting the development of

managemen
novative pollution prevention programs and technologies.”

o EO 12873 - Federal Acguisition, Recycling, 2ad Waste Prevention (October
-1993), directs the federal govement to more efficiently use natural resources by
maximizing recycling anc preventng waste wheneves possible, and “serve as amodsl in
“this regard for privaie and other public institutions.”

EO 12902 - Energy Efficiency and Water Conservation at Federal Facilities
- (March 1994), includes requirements for buildings and structures that are constructed,
Ten ar;gfgrchascd't‘or use by the federal government.

%2 The DEIS is somewhat ambiguous regarding future growth around the lake
ing induced by the COE's proposed action. For example, table ES-1 states that induced
development from Alternatives i, 2,4 and 5 will impact the local infrastructure, utilities,

rvices, etc. However, certain alternative evaluations in Section 4 conclude that the
‘potential for permitting actions to induce additional growth is not known (i..e.. on page
418 line 27; on page 4-28 line 9: on page 4-47 line 5: and on page 4-86 linc 18). Also,
page 4115 states that increased phosphorus loading could be as low 2s 3 10 5 percent if
Corps actions only pattially induce growth, while page 4-55 states induced growth
associated with the permitting of additional docks would have long-term minor adverse
. effects on infrastructure resources. '
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: &/DEIS conciudes;the disgiee and extent of shent-term impacts on water -
quahty wiould be a direct function of construction practices and the use of best™
rjanagement practices at construction sites. To help reduce or mitigate potential adverse
impacts at construction sites of five acres or larger, the Final EIS should include the
applicability of EPA’s National Pollutant Dischargc Elimination System (NPDES) storm

‘wier general permit. Single housing lots can be affected if they are part of a larger _
f“common plan of development or sale” that cumulatively would disturb 5 or more acres..

- ;{ore or more acres after 3/10/03). An example would be a custom home subdivision that -
- sells lots to individuals (or builders). If the roads tota) 3 acres disturbance and the portion
of 24 1ots that would be disturbed is 1/4 acre each (€ acres total) you have a “cormmon -
_plan” that disturbs 9 acres and triggers permitting for any consiruction activity in that
'.i.ij-"isubdwwwn. even though any one lot only disturbs 1/4 acre. For add.luonal mformauon :

"j:;,sge WWW, epa.vov/eanhhﬁlsus e et T

Spccxﬁc Comments:

1. On page ES-3, second paragraph, "limited development area” is not speIIed-ou[ '
prior to the first reference to LDA. -

A. On pages ES-6 (line 1) an¢ 4-17 (line 19), the reference o future reviews under
the maximum modification alternative appear to be out of place or inappropriate in
describing the scope of the no action aliemative. For example, noaction is statedto be . .
equal to no changes to the 1934 SMP, while Alternative 5 (maximum modification)
involves the largest increase or change from protected 1o limited development areas.
Also, on page 4-24 (line 15}, 2o action is stated to maintain the proportion of LDA on the

- lake at 7 percent.

;/'JS. Appendix D, page 1-3 - foomote #2 (referenced in the first sentence) is located
at the bottom of page and also presented as the second paragraph in the text, which
appears 1o be redundant. '

/ Appendix D, page 1-3‘ states the Notice of Intect, dated August 23, 2000, is in-
Appendix A; however, Appendix A only contained a copy of the Greers Ferry Lake
Rezoning Reguest Evaluation Criteria form. .

\,/5. Appendix G contains a leﬁe;. dated 10/17/01, from Tetre Tech to the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service requesting concurrence in its no adverse effect deterination on
listed-Federal endangered and threatened species. The Final EIS would be strengthened
by clarifying if Tetra Tech was designated as the Corps' non-Federal representative for the
purposes of consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.

< & Onpage4-9, lines 24 and 25 state that So_perccnt of rezoning requests were
associated with existing development. However, on page 4-11 (line 23) the language used
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reflects that 80 percent existing development is "assumed.” Since the rezoning permits
were received, it appears inappropriaie to include this same 80 percent in the list of
general assumptions at the bottom of page 4-11.

7. Cn page 4-10 (line 20), we suggest adding “that met the 80 percent rezoning
eriteria” to the end of the sen‘ence ending " . . . request dock permits;” '

A& On page 4-85 (line 23), an additional 517 sepric tanks zre projected to be
installed under the 90 percent rezoning criteria alternative; however, table 4-18 presents'a
rotal of 519 additional seztic systems (336 + 183). Also, it is unclear why the 90 percent.

- rezoning criteria and maximum modification aiternatives included assessments of potential
ground water impacts from septic tanks and there was no similar evaluation for the 80
percent rezoning criteria (preferred) alternative in paragraph 4.3.2.1, on page 4-46,

~ particularly recognizing tadle 4-11 presents an ad<itional 548 septic 1anks.

_ \/ Appendix D (oo page 4-2) sta:¢s sceping issues related to water resources to
" be addressed in the EIS were water quality, shoreline erosion, docks, lake levels, shoreline
and other lakes. Of these issues, only lake Jevels appearad no'r to be addressed in detail in
the DEIS. The Final EIS could be strengthened by evalvating this scoping issue or
providing additional clarification on whether patential effects on lake levels are
within the scope of the EIS. '

/10. Appendix D (page 4-1) includes the subject heading “land use and land cover”
as 2 scoping issue to be addressed in the EIS. Because of the distinction between land use
(what is practiced, permitted or planned) and land cover (what is physically onthe - .
ground), the rationale for no effects on “Land Use, Land Cover, and Land Use Controls”
appears to be because the alternatives are not in conflict with existing land use rlans,
policies, or controls. I this is the case, it seems more appropriate for this resource
category 1o be entitled, "Land Use Plans, Policies and Controls” since the impacts to land .
use and land cover are apparently not applicable and coversd under other resource
categories (e.g., watershed, aesthetics, ecology, and cultural resources), -

\/ {1. On page 4-26 {zlso see pages 4-55 and 4-94), we suggest omiuting the phrase
"and long-term indirect negligible and rninor adverse effect” from the first sentence of the
first paragraph on Infrastructure, since it appears these effects are addressed in the second
or following paragraph(s). Also, of the scoping issues listed in Appendix D to be _
addressed under Infrastructre, only telecommunication systems appeared 1o have little, if
any, detail included in the DEIS. -

12. On pege 3-53, table 3-17 is presented as the baseline against which potén_tiél a

. disproportionate risks to minerity or Jow-income groups can be analyzed. With 18
percent of the region of influence (ROI ) classified as living in poverty, the Final EIS could

25
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be strengthened by including additional clarification regarding potential impacts, if any, on
this low-inicome group. :

v/ 13. On page 4-30 (lines 3 and 4), permitted mowing constirutes no impact on

aesthetics; however, this appears inceossistent with line 6 which states ", . . the degree of:
impact would deperd of the exact nature of the modification . ..," Lines20024 .

contain a2 similar assessment.

/14, On page 4-125, the phrase "degree of impact would depend” in the last
sentence of the third peragraph (beginniag on line 14) appears to conflict with the |
conclusion that modification would be significant (Which cozniotes degres). We suggest
omitting the last sentence or rewording :t to convey that while the exact nature of the
modifications, including landscaping meintenance, is site specific, the net effect of this
cbang7stitutes a significant impact on scepic attracivexnsss. ' ‘

- ~/15. Both Appendix D (page 4-1), and lines 10 and 11 on page 4-143. refer to the
findings of a separate study on the carryiag capacity of Greers Ferry Lake that will be
incorporated into the EIS as a past of the evaluation of impacts on recreation and -
recreaticnal facilities, However, it is urclear if, or to what extent, the resuits of this study

. were incorporated into the DEIS. For example, alternatives evaluated under "Recreation
and Recreational Facilities” relate to projected increases in boat waffic (e.g.. by
approximately 1 pefcent). but there is ne citation provided is reference t the subject
study in-the text, or a COE report on this subject listed in the table of contents or included
as an Appendix. '

./ 16. Recognizing no adverse impacts are expected on prime farmland scils, the
Firal EIS would be strengthened by including documented coordination with the U.S.
Natural Resources Conservation Service on this impeortant resource area.

_ J17. Regarding cffects on aguaric habitat and wildiife. the Final EIS could be
~ strengthened by including the applicability of Section 10/404 permitting for new boat
~ docks. For example, such permits may include conditions that restrict the use of certain
" materials (e.g., pesticide treated lumber) that could be harmful 10 cerzin aquatic species
that i7zl.te on or around tbese shoreline swuctures. '

_J 18. Recognizing SMP penmitting is a continuing process that includes Section, 106
' consultation, it may be advantageous to consider executing a Programmatic Agreement
(PA) with the Advisory Council on Histeric Preservation. The PA could provide
- documented compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
weli at the framework for site specific coordination with the State Historic Preservation
Officer, as needed, and subject to modification or revision over time.

T SR BPLSIRS . PAGE.Es




Ve VWUNRT 9 LI S DL IS VI/LE Ve 1. 19 v UFY WU
JeN-12-28E2 258:29 =

Y

19. Of the scoping issues listed to be addressed j in the EIS under Hazardous and
Toxic Substances, only hazardons materials/waste management 28 it relates to Little Rock
District activities. including concession activities, appeared not to be covered in any detail
in the DEIS.

20. On page 4-143, the DEIS stztes that cumulative effects included actions from
the past 10 years and known future actions that could occur within the next five years.
Other than the new marina under consideration for Cove Creek in the south lake area,
there were no other projects mentioned. The Final EIS could be strengthened by
clarification of the scope of the analysis for cumulative impacts (e.g., a complete list of the
known existing, planned and rcasonably foreseeable projects). : :

/ 21. Since sore cate gories in S=ction 4.9 do not specifically refer to x.:npacts as
adverse (e.g., recreation), we suggest adding the worc advc'se "after "unaveicable” in
line 2 at thc top of page 4-153.

\/22 References 1o trade-0ffs berween short-term e.nd long-term i lﬁlpacts or va.ms in.
Section 4.11 appears to be premature in the NEPA process. We suggest this type of
impact analysis is more applicable to the Recerd of Decision, which presents the decision-,
makers rationale, including trade-offs betweer bcneﬁc-a] and adverse impacts. . -
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~ Page 1 of 2

Summary of EPA Rating Definitions

e EPA's rating system was developed as a means to summarize EPA's evel of
concem with a proposed action.

¢ The ratings are a combination of alphabetical categories that signify EPA's evajuation
of the environmental impacts of the proposal and numerical categories that signify an
evaluation of the adequacy of the EIS.

Environmental Impact of the Action
“LO" (Lack of Objections)

The EPA review has not identified any potential environmental impacts requiring
substantive changes to the proposal. The review may have disclosed opportunities for
application of mitigation measures that could be accomplished with no more than minor
changes to the proposal.

“EC" (Environmental Concerns)

The EPA review has identified environmental impacts that should be avoided in order
to fully protect the environment. Corrective measures may require changes to the preferred
alternative or application of mitigation measures that can reduce the environmental impact.
EPA would like to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts. '

"EQ" (Environmental Objections)

The EPA review has identified significant environmental impacts that must be
avoided in order to provide adequate protection for the environment. Corrective measures
may require substantial changes to the preferred alternative or consideration of some other
project aiternative (including the no action alternative or a new alternative. EPA intends to
work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts.

"EU" (Environmentally Unsalisfactory)

The EPA review has identified adverse environmertal impacts that are of sufficient
magnitude that they are unsatisfactory from the standpoint of public health or welfare or
environmental quality. EPA intends to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts. if
the potentialiy unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at the final EIS stage, this proposal
will be recommended for referral to the CEQ.

Adequacy of the Impact Statement
"Category 1" (Adequate)

EPA believes the draft EIS adequately sets forth the environmental impact(s) of the

28 172572002




EPA Rating Definitions . - Page 2 of 2

preferred alternative and those of the alternatives reasonably available to the project or
action. No further analysis or data collection is necessary, but the reviewer may suggest the

addition of clarifying language or information.
"Category 2" (Insufficient Informarfbn)

The draft EIS does not contain sufficient information for EPA to fully assess
environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to fully protect the environment, or
the EPA reviewer has identified new reasonably available alternatives that are within the
spectrum of alternatives analyzed in the drait EIS, which could reduce the environmental
impacts of the action. The identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussion
should be included in the final EIS.

“Category 3" (Inadequate)

EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately assesses potentially significant
environmental impacts of the action, or the EPA reviewer has identified new, reasonably
available alternatives that are outside of the spectrum of alternatives analyzed in the draft
EIS, which should be analyzed in order to reduce the potentially significant environmental
impacts. EPA belisves that the identified additional information, data, analyses, or
discussions are of such a magnitude that they should have fuli public review at a draft
stage. EPA does not believe that the draft EIS is adequate for the purposes of the NEPA

. and/or Section 309 review, and thus shouid be formally revised and made available for
public comment in a supplemental or revised draft EIS. On the basis of the potential
. significant impacts involved, this proposali could be a candidate for referral to the CEQ.

Last Updated: February 186, 2001 Contact Cliff Rader
URL: http://es.epa.gov/oeca/ofa/rating.himl
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CITY OF FAIRFIELD BAY

January 7, 2062

Ms, Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

The very emphatic editorial in yesterday’s Arkansas Democrat*Gazette reminded
me of the need to again get on record with you regarding the upcoming decision by the Corps

on the future of Greers Ferry Lake, _

We have in our office the November, 2001, publication , “Environmental Impact
Statement, Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan” by Tetra Tech, Inc., and to say
the least, I am highly impressed with the tremendouns amount of detail, the organization and

- manipulatien of the data, and the method of presentation. Thank goodness for the Executive

Summary section, for without it, the amount of time and effort o read and analyze the rest of

. the tome would be daunting, to say the least.

Tables ES-1" and ES-2 sum up the conclusions nicely, but in my opinion, Alternative
3 should be the preferred Alternative, Number 1 should become # 2, and Number 2 should
become third choice, and no consideration whatsoever should be given Alternates 4 and 5.

Please see that my comments are added to those others which I am sure you will be

receiving from these who appreciate the magnificent asset we have in Greers Ferry Lake,
and who de not want it to be down-graded to another over crowded, noisy, polluted place.

Very. t'rﬁly yours,

Fred Stearns, Mayor

City of Fairficld Bay
FSfl
POST OFFICE BOX 1400 ' FAIRFIELD BAY, ARKANSAS 72088 ) {501) 884-6500
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1500 Muscunt Road. Suite [05
, Conway, Arkansas 73032
IN REPLY REFER 1O Tel: 501/513-4470 Fax: 501:513-4480

February 6, 2002

' Ms. Patricia M. Anslow
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Planning Division
P.O.Box 867
. Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the draft Environmental Impact Statement
(BIS) for the Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan, November 2001, in Cleburne and

" Van Buren Counties, Arkansas. Our comments are provided in accordance with the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661-667¢) and the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat.884, as
amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). ' ' '

ce finds Alterfiative 4. 90% a, wiithia rezoning incredse

| establishment of a 100 foot buffer strip ervation pool, to be preferable because of
ﬁ ¢ increased protection it affords to foraging gray bats (Myotis grisescens) and lacustrine species.

“Alternative 2: Preferred Alternative, with a rezoning increase 1% and the establishment of 2 50:

‘toot buffer strip from the conservation pool, is also acceptable, but less desirable than Alternative

4 Providing that the respective 0.5% and 1% rezoning increases do not allow for development

thi 150% feet of any bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). ;theServicefinds-either

: ;\mp w o Rative 4, '

i

We appreciate your interest in the preservation of endangered species, and the opportunity to |
provide comments on this project. If you have any questions; please contact Elizabeth Stafford at -

501-513-4483.
Sincerely,
' ‘ Y1 .0,
Hlarsoud Hooiy
Margaret Harney '
Senior Biologist
Xc: _

Mr. J. Michael Betteker, Tetra Tech, Inc,
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From: Combs Shannon [mailto:Shannon@arkleg.state.ar.us]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 12:30 PM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

January 24, 2002
Ms. Tricia Anslow
Dear Ms. Ansliow:

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 supperted 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
these 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,
Preston Scroggin

State Representative
District 43
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From: Steve Schall [mailto:steve@steveschall,.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 11:21 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP :

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Attention: Tricia Anslow

I write toc 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
generaticns. I urge the Corps of Engineers to adopt the #2 alternative to
the shoreline management plan now under consideration. :

Sincerely,

Rep Steve Schall
State Representative
District 45

P.O. Box 25

Conway, AR 72033
501-472-4326




Record of Phone Conversation

DATE TIME IN TIME OUT

18 Jan 2002 - 3:20PMCST 3:25 PM CST
RETURNED CALL FROM _ PREPARED BY
Senator Dale Bumpers (ret.) Tricia Anslow
SUBJECT

Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan, Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (public comment)

Conversation

He is in opposition to the shoretline plan as he knows it. He believes the
lake is not for the privileged few, but should be available and enjoyed by
everyone. He understands the need to create a balance, be we need to
decide how far to go before we ruin it. He has fought to conserve the
lakes of Arkansas, particularly Ouachita during his tenure as Senator and
Governor of the State. He understands there should be due process and a
chance for the public to speak, but he feels everyone would be well served

~ by stopping the growth. He is not speaking as a politician, but as a
concerned citizen. '
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————— Original Message—--~-— ‘

From: Shelly Davis [mailto:sdavis@cwswater.org]

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 4:08 PM

To: 'gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan - Communlty Water
System Response

This email 'is to sérve as Commp‘ ' ter Systems response to thé Corps of
Efiginésrs Shoreline. Tgement Plan.: The Community Water System Board of
Directors has adopted the position of the Arkansas Department of Health.
They monitor both the raw water and the treated water for our customers. We
concur with their conclusion and support Alternative 4, 90% Rezoning -
Criteria. We also recommend. the foliowing change:

Vegetation Modification - Be revised to only allow underbrushing
permits in excess of 50 feet from a habitable structure when required by
National Fire Protection Standards,

Sincerely,
Shelly Davis

Office Manager
Community Water System
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W%V, BILL ALEXANDER

January 24, 2002

Honorable MIKE PARK

Under Secretary of the Army for Civil Works
108 Army Pentagon R

Room 2E636

Washjngt' on, DC 20310"0108

Colonel BENJAMIN BUTLER -
District Engineer =~ =
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Post Officc Box 867 .
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake
Dear Sir:

This writing is to lodge my objection to the proposed changes in the Shoreline
Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake.

For more than two decades I represented:this area in Congress. Greers Ferry Lake is one
of the garden spots of the planet and I urge you to maintain the standards and practices
that achieved this great work. In 1980 1 hosted a delegation from the Peoples Republic of
China to visit the U.S. for the first time. One of the places that they wanted to visit, in
addition to Washington, New York and San Fransisco, was Greers Ferry Lake.

During the 1980°s there was increased usage of the lake and equivalent development that
created mounting pressure to add more boat docks and mowing of vegetation along the
shoreline. Much of this was intended for personal rather than public use. However, in
order to have an objective analysis of the likely impact of the increasing development I
sponsored an Environmental Protection Study (“EPS”) in 1981. The EPS identified
several dangers that threaten its natural balance and idyllic appearance of the lake. The
EPS recommended 1.) Maintenance of maximum land use area in a natural state; and, 2.)
Permanent vegetative cover (This to enhance the filtering system).

Convinced that adequate access for public use existed and that reduction of the natural
filtering system would reduce the quality and beauty of the lake I resisted the proposed
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
January 24, 2002
Page (2) two

change to the Shoreline Management Plan along with, I might add, separate attempts to
compromise the water quality of the White River. Those more concerned with their
special interests rather than adverse eﬁects of the proposals were not pleased.

However, recent changes in the Shore]me Management Plan have ignored this warning
permitting a reduction of natural area by adding more boat docks and mowing of
vegetation closer to the waterline thereby reducing the natural filtration of the water.

Thus, the once high standards that produced one of the most beautiful lakes on Earth have
been compromised since 1992. :

Now, even more development and increased reduction of the permanent vegetative cover
are proposed. Will acquiescence to pending requests despoil Greers Ferry Lake and
render its fate the same as so many others? Lake New Atlanta, approximately the same
size as Greers Ferry, has over the years gradually increased the number to docks to 8400.
“‘Where will expansion of boat docks and mowing of vegetation end? If not now, when?
Who will accept the responsibility to save Greers Ferry Lake?

Not long ago I was asked in an interview by a journalist to identify my idea of the most
beautiful vista on Earth. My response: Sunset on Greers Ferry Lake. It is my hope that
my children and grand-children will have thé privilege to enjoy this Corps of Engineers
marvel we have appreciated so much. Will it be the Corps of Engineers that now permits
the lake to be spoiled? Please think of the future generations when you decide on the:
pending proposals. You are representing them. T urge your rejection of the proposals.

Sincerely, e
P

BILL ALEXANDER
~ Member of Congress
(1969-93)

Post Office Drawer D
Osceola, AR 72370

cc: Save Greers Lake, Inc.
P.O. Box 150
Heber Springs, AR 72543



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 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 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.
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Publie_c_oijni:_éhts 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. _ .

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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Public commients for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysisthat 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.ets uSace. army.nnh

”ﬁlf wrdteri"‘c‘&fmnen fiie _

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan,
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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 mclude 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 1o gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please wnite legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Public comménts 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.
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Publi¢ comifients 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 January38, 2002,

7.9

Please Wnte legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Public commeiits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management I’lan
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, Pian-
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.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.
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| Public comméﬁ_ts 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.
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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.

1 support preferred Aiternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

after the initiail apnroval for our boat dock. We invested

money to build it. The approved locatlon was accessible to
"+he road and boat taunch. Due to recent action, we were not
allowed to complete our dock in the approved, desirable

iocation. We support the relief included in Alternative 2.

Dr. William H. Payne
Mary B. Payne

111 Sutton Lane
Madison, MS 39110
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Public comumeiits 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.0O. 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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_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.
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Public ¢ominents 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 “Comiment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
mng, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
%2203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by .Ianuary_,}ﬁ; 2002

26

Please 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 ybur comments and suggestions concemning analysis that is included in the

Draft EIS. Feel

free 1o 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, 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 oreferred Alternative 2 for the Shore]ine'Manacement Plan.
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Public _i:om_ménts 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 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 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 JanuaryJ8; ?’2002

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shore'lme Management Plan.
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Public comtients 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, 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.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manacement 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 concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
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
7220320867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil. '

Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

 Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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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, Env:ronmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Littie Rock, AR
72203-0867 m\e-maﬂcommmm to gf.smp. c1s@usace.anny mﬂ
“All'writien comments are dug by January 18, 2002, ..}

el

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Public commiénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are mvited to write your comments and suggestioﬁs conccxﬁing analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel

Wiy snnvzwmla

free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. Youmayplace -4

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 Engmeers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
722030867 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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ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR

Public comments for o "
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan |
Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions oonccmmg analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary, Please include your name and ity of residence. You may placs -
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. : _ '1

1 supﬁdrt preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan. _
We have been property owners of land at Eden Tsle since the 70°s and lived there, also in the upper

This was before the Greers Ferry Lake was dampedéup into a lake- at that time we always had a boat

dock and thru the vears it needed repairs and needed to be rebuilt. We still own the land and

Grandfather Thomas’ house, we applied for a permit to rebuilt the dock. Now we are on hold to do so-

1s on hold-!

Over the years, the beauty of Greers Ferry Lake 1s the planned and studled development of the lake

P

Under the guiding hands of the Corp of Engmeers They do a great job of studying the impact of the

ﬁkmﬂﬂmmmmwm Tt THE Tweintieln century.

I trust the new engineers decisions; as we did of those in the 60’s; we cannot stay as was in the 60’

or 70°s! We have generations coming on!

We have 6 children married and 20 grandchildren. For the safety and enjoyment for them now and their |

Titure, 1 ask with-out delay that we move with this Alternative 2 Shoreline Management Plan.

Thankvou .
N Doy T Now.? 200
— — U Date
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Publlc 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.
Alt written co. mmem‘s are due by January 18,2002 §

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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: Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
_Continuation Page
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Public comments 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 Retwrn” box at the conclusion of this mesting armailittaPat

zr ‘h‘l
/.!_"-";-“.’- ; by R

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Litts Rsci District Corps of Engineers, P.0.Box 867, Little Rock AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.cis@usace.army.mil.

e e R

Al written comments are due by January 1 8 2002’:‘“' $

Please write legibly. -

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Ywmmmﬂmm&ym:mnmﬂmﬁmggesh .c’mserma mlyﬂsﬂlﬂhs inchuded inthe Draft EIS, Feel
free 16 atachadditional sheats of paper asnecessary. P!mamziwdeymnmmmdcuy of residence, You may place
- this sheat i the “Commitnt Sect Reritii” ma:hsccmhﬁmﬁfmmmmsarmaﬂﬁtﬁ‘?ammmm*m
ning, Eﬁmmﬁl&kegﬂatoryﬂzmuar Iaﬂeancknxmewe:pa of Enginzers, P.O.Box: 86:. Little Rock, AR

_ : CommETHS 0 i e army.mil

Pleascwritc legibly.

1 su:muri: pre‘ferred Mtematwe 2 For the Shore] e Maaament Plan.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

3 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.

S ATl written comments aré due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manadement Plan.




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continuation Page
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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.

This plan has been'reviewed; studied and given a passing grade. There have been a

lot of money spent on studies and assessements to the enviromment. It is now time

to move forward and do the right thing for the majority of the people who have

waited patiently for this Shoreline Management Plan to be approved and put into

force.

I strongly urge you to put into play Altermate 2 and let the majority of the

people rule, which is the way in a democracy.

I appreciate the stand of the Corp of Engineers in.continuing your efforts to

provide a plan that is fair and equitable to everyomne.

& N 1 7/07
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| support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

1.

2.

Boating and having a dock are an integral part of the lake experience.

- The location of my dock would not interfere with navigation or anyone

else’s enjoyment of the lake.

The restrictions on docks are such that they must be built to certain
specifications and maintained, therefore, they are not eyesores.

The Corp is the governing authority of the lake and as such should be able.
to make the rules and regulations regarding the lake. Their decision to
expand zoning of the docks seemed well reasoned and deliberate. Why
should one special interest group be able to overturn the Corp’s

decision/plan to the detriment of others?




| Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write you: comments and suggcst:ons concemmg 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 Returm” 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 Shbre'l'ine Management Plan.
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] | Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
- Draft EIS N

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysvs thatis 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, Envirommental & 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 writtéy counients are due by Janiiary 15,2002,

SR e AR T e L i i, i

Please 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 concerning analysis that is included in the Dr=ft EE5.F

B3 Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your-marne 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 wiilten comments are due by January 18, 2002.

i A e S sl

Please write legibly.

1 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, Envu'onmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
" 72203-0867 ot 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.
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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. S

‘Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for thé Shoreline Management Plan.
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- Public cominents 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.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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| Public commernts 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 sheetin the “Commernit 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 mll

~All written comments are due by Jamuary 18, w206‘2.

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Public commeits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestzons 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. 0.Box 867, LittleRock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.ets@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.
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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
722030867 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.
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Public comment_s_ 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 iriciude 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, Pian-
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. ‘
“4ll written comments are due by January 18, 2002. °

Please write legibly.
1 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 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, Environmenta! & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.Q: 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.
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Publi¢ comniénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continnation Page
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Public commetits 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.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by Jenuary 18, 2002. ¢

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manaaement 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 concerning analysis that isincluded 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, LittleRock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments 1o gf. smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

“All written comments ave due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Manaagement Plan.

I believe the corp will handle the additional boats dock

+o a balance between beauty and personal enjoyment. ¢

This seems to be a minor adijustment to increased population

v

growth around Greers Ferry Lake. The real battle is ahead

when they attempt (or do) sell water to Little Rock and

points beyond. One lake can not or be expected tO supply

water to a quarter of the state.
S |

Earl ¢ Eddleman

" 3050 Brownsville Road
Greers Ferry, AR 72067

01-14-02
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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 Manacement 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 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, Enwronmental & 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 sunport' preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| Draft EIS |
- Continuation Page

/“//?HAJL"?!%U /)/W f/“% g oINS 74” (‘M 2

m—zm ot/ wﬁmmaﬁe an Wﬂ/c% O O

/(uj&? 71‘/\0% Zm S andanas m@ 0‘/ ”%W

7/\}’_/@/0‘@ KOfmAAé *’/\a///‘;ﬁ S /}—15/}; cm// |

//y,?‘_,ez) Len o \L/’u/\ mnn'I/?éE\ rord W/{ﬁ)éf‘c J/L_/\S’CAMWj
;T
/Q/%E/smnﬁ/l)—/ & 0“/[ %OJ%?% M% A/LM/%M,Q(

Va
,Gr%m DMO’/M ~m~um Ol o DU SW#‘L%O/

({WW\JIM ) // / _ ) a

Name 4 : @ate .

%%/@oc%

City of Residence

.86




From: Dornhoffer, Mary K [mailto:DornhofferMaryK@uams.edu]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2062 10:26 aM

To: 'Little Rock Corps of Engineers'

Subject:

1 would l1like tc add these comments I am e-mailing you with others I have
mailed in. This is in response to the inflammatory editorials written
regarding the SMP. The Save the Lake group has apparently resorted to using
scare tactics in getting public support of their campaign. They are
distorting the facts and creating a false scenario in the public’'s mind. I
oOnce again express my support of Alternative 2 for the Shereline Management
Plan. Please do not be intimidated from doing an excellent job by the Save
the Lake tactics.

Mary K. Dornhoffer




_ Pubﬁc comments for .
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS S

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
727030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usacc.army.mil.
Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

The draft EIS presented by the Corps of Emgineers on December. 4,2001

in Heber Springs and the proposed Alternative 2 for the Greers Ferry Shore~

lent examples of youT District's commitment

1ine management plan are excel

to balanced management. This is a practical and sensible approach for the

. future of the lake area and insures its continued existence for the pleasure

and recreation of all who wish .to come and enjoy its beauty.

My family and I strongly -endorse Alternative 2 and thank you and

your office for the time, effort and.care taken in preparing the EIS and

alternatives.

/;,\/%/ = | - 2400/

Name . Date
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Public cbnini'entS for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is mcludcd 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 Pamicia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.0.Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203—0867 or e-mai] comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army. mﬂ

zdll i t:ommem‘s are dueby Janumy 18 2002.

Please write legibly.

'I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

W-"ff .?7 Y224 ,..

il /it o, n

LZ-17-0/

w. Date.

(o

City of Reslence

.89



et rr—— ier——

Public comniénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS LT

-

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, 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.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

A 4@14 7 rarved @ Peroit LHor 4 Boal Pock. T psf 2
/Zegé«;“rm-_a,fr . L pgad 43 S L 4 Bermit f‘ Af/‘ea/ A boat Dic/t
4 ) S

Boilodo— 72 Laidd A Y s/ L sk Aﬂ' MVSJ/F— # Maqléed_éil

we pad /7&9@. S /4—2554’/‘ a!mz

23 e QAN L - FAhe SHme 2LUCESS

4 /I/A-.v/( 2/ o= ere Ma.u-z;f ;A/V’«C‘/:?_é" 7 hod .We_ /ﬂ, .

Z Fesf  Thadt A/ /jp/g[‘z%w/f S hat Hsve .b£j4/ ,?z/rfﬂf/

;Pv/’r' '24/29 e the 'ﬂar/ns‘ )/au/a[ ng 7/“&.4/)[40[ #4//&&/!{/

yar) ka//;'z.e._ Zheir- Docks o The Aress Applel Lor,

Jhe Mext S /Vf‘b”. Shontd be ) ﬁ‘gzg;‘mﬁ/ Sivce There

Bre Al %ﬁ;ﬂ/fﬁ.ﬁ"/muf }/r+t 7 A SE FL [ SANA/&/ Aﬂ’ﬂ'ﬂ.

/@‘79 festedd Prro— T2 AL A‘ﬁf/zw%/ ot ALt / pver D
" ' Name ] Date '
City oj; Residence




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continuation Page
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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 piace
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 A'lternative 2 for the Shoreline Management PTan.
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Public coﬁﬁh‘énts 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.

e

x

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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- Public commeénts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited io write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in (we Drart EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary Please incInde your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Shest Betimn” bua aitire 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 commentsio p.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written ‘comments are due by Jan% 1820027

Pl_case write lcg'xbly.

1 support preferred A'Iternatwe 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

/Tt‘/u (UJW.D l*}&x )é‘s’n ch:mo; an extcel (ey{%
\\J()b D'P Pro%cgmm\ gf\_caevfﬁrefrrq La&g \J__]/

Ueavs. T wiks  cel Em«g When My Gavwe
'W@‘L‘.‘ve&'ﬂm&f/ bf@m o Sce Soane e Qoiee
ot pyoaress . um!—ZwéumJAﬁa\ he ©s umatle
o OF 4o _ .

Tl emuiw\,wﬁ S ned- Tle ng/it;—.x

m <1 { 2 & élzuove, (1 we S‘(cué}ite_? &<
D(MECWLCQQQA M " oL M fSSqJEL ‘?W-;JJQ
)Dé c(\_o,c( c&(d (D&_Stﬂ) N T?/u:rge ST cg\ (‘65 ,dw.,g,)

AT f\@E_OMWLécha_%cau QJDM,Q UJLLO./O

4

Fé‘—/(a;rif/a s M*DN;Q%JS M Eveen lwm\, Lﬂ‘Qéa_

¢

Nayne : "Date

City of Residence

94



Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continuation Page
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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, Environtental & 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestlons concemmg analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
. free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and clty of residence. Yanmzyolaze
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Refurn” box at the conclusion of this meeting 6rmail it 1o Pawicia 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 cis@usace.army.mil.
Hlwrifien comments are %‘%’%ﬁ”g@ ¥

e L T

i

SRR

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

/ y _ /=2 /— O
-Name B o : ' Date '
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and supgestions 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, 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.
AW vritien comments are e by Jandary 18 200Z

Please write legibly.

1 support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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Publi¢ contiients 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, 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 wru‘ten comments are due by January 18, 2002

Please write legibly

I support préfer-red Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Managemeni_: Plan.

After listening to all of the vicious, misléading information that the Save

The Lake Group has put .out, I hope the Corp of Engineers will do what is right

and take a stand for the lake. The corp made a big mistake when it withdrew it's
SMP 2000._ This let innocent permit holders take over a $300,000 loss they cannot

recover. I am ready for the resident engineer and the corp of engineers to

tell the people that use Greers Ferry Lake and the State of Arkansas that
Carl Garner no longer runs ‘this lake! , h

I too love this laké as I have grown up using the lake and continue to do 50.

I was there when President Kennedy dedicated the lake in 1963. T would never:
want anything to harm the beauty of the area. This plan does protect the lake,

Movue. | /22-5—/61062
Jrosu “@ AR . ’7&50!

Ctty af Reszdeuce
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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 Engimneers, 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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Publie ¢omnients for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft £IS

You are invited to write vour comments and sugpestions concerning analysis thet is included in the Draft TIS. Feel
free 1o attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Flease inciude vour 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, Eiwironmental & Regulatory Division, Linle Rock Dismict LComps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Littie Rack, AR
T2203-0857 or e-mail somroents 1o pf snp eis@usace army.mil.

All wrinten eommenis are due by Jenuory 13, 2007,

Please write legibly.

I_support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.
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, _ Public comiments for
- Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your corements and suggestions cmcezmng analysisthat is included in the Draft BYS. Feel
. free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include vour name and city of residencs. You may place
- this sheet inthe “Comment Sheet Retrn” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Ansiow, Plan-
ning, Epvireamenial & Regulstory Division, Lite Rock District Corps of Engineers; P.O. Box 2887, Little Rock, AR
722030857 or e-mal] cormrnenk ¥ gfsmp.et@usace army mil,
Ali writien commenss are due by Jenuary I8, 2002

Please 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 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 Retumn” 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
722030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreliie Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Fcel
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 gl.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
- All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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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.
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‘ Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
- Draft EIS |

. i your name and city of residence. You may place

‘this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this i il i ici
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gi.smp.ei

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly. '
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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 “ncluded 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.
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r‘ | - Public commeats for |

Greers Ferry Laké Shoreline Management Plan
DraftEIS

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gﬂsn:p.cis@usacc.a:my.rﬁi}.
AL written comments are due by Jursueary 18, 2002,

Flease write legibly.
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~_ Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shorelipe Management Plan
Draft EIS

this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclnsion of this meeting or mai] 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 cornments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.
Al wrigten ooz aredae by January 18, 2002,

- Please writslgibly.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
: - | - Draft EIS ~ o

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 -5 2002,
g
Please write legibly.
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Tabls 3:3

Dralt Environmentsl mpact Sislement

— Alternatives
Alternative 1: Alfernative 2: ] Alternatived:  Alternative 5:
No Action Preferred  Alternative3:  gge/ Resoningy  Maximum
_Flan Element Alternative Alternative  _ No Growth Criteria Modification
Limited The LDA would be Fhe shoreline " The shoreline The shoreline The shoreline
Development maintained at the _ would be rezoned zoning would be  would be rezoned  would be rezoned
Zoning curzent 7% of total to increase the frozen in the to increase the to increase the
shoreline allocation for  LDA from7%to  current LDA from7%to  LDA from 7% to
L0 - this period. No 8% LDA. configuration 7.5% LDA. 3% LDA.
. rezoning requ_ésts from  Rezoning {7% LDA). No Rézaning Rezoning would
] -+ those submitted in 1999 requests ‘ngw land use . - requests bebasedon |
’ would be approved at . submitted in permits (docks submitted in suitable
this iime. Rezoning 1999 that met and paths) would 1999 that met topography 20%-
requests would be 80% of the be approved. No ~ 90% of the 49% slope. No
maintained by the rezoning criterizc rezoning requests rezoning criteria  rezoning requests
project office and ~ would be from those would be wouid be
- veconsidered at the next  approved (93 submitted in approved (45 accepted or
- SMP review, Tequests). No 1999 would be requests). No approved at
Development under this  rezoning requests  approved. No rezoning requests  future SMP
altemative could would be rezoning requests  would be reviews,
eventually reach the -accepted or would be s:cepted or
levels described in approved at - accepted or . approved at
Alternative 3, future SMP approved at future SMP
‘ reviews. - future SMP reviews.
reviews.
Vegetative Maintain 5¢ feet Increase mowing  No new permits, _ Increase mowing | nerease mowing
Modification - mowing from the from 50 feet to and expiring from 50 feet to from 50 feet to
foundation of a 100 feet mowing  perrnits not 100 feet mowing 200 feet mowing
habitable structure. No  from the renewed. from the . " from the
. vegetative buffer would  foundation of a foundation of & foundation of a
be established. habitable habitable " habitabile
‘ structure. structure. structure. No
Establish a 50- Establisha 160-.  vegstative buffer
foot buffer strip foot buffer strip would be
- - fromthe - *  fromthe established. - - °
‘ . conservation conservation
N pool, pool. 3
Restrictionson  Maintain separate rules  Abolish separate  Maintain separate  Abolish separate  Abolish separate
- Boats with in the SMP. rules in the SMP  rules in the SMP.  rules inthe SMP  rules in the SMP
Sleeping and follow State =~ and follow State  and follow State -
~'Quarters and/or ' " lawand Title36 7 _ law and Title 36 law and Titlé 36
Marioe K . of the CFR. of the CFR. of the CFR.
Sanitation
"Devices .
Grandfathered.  Maintain current rules.  Adopt district Maintain current  Adopt district. Rezone to LDA
Docks policy that allows rules. policy that allows  the shoreline
: limited ‘ limited where grand-
- " fimprovements to > improvements te  fathered docks*
, h Eraidfathered grandfathered exist, except in
- docks. docks. - park buffers and
_ prohibited areas.
» oo '_
Groers Ferry Lake, Arkansas November 2001
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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 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-§&: 2002,

¢
Please write legibly. - ' 4
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-+ Environmente! Impact Stalement
Table 2-2
o Alternatives
Alternative 1: Alternative 2: . Alternative 4:  Alternative 5:
No Action Preferred Aliernative 3: 90% Rezoning Maximum
__Plan Element Alternative Alternative  _ No Growth Criteria Modification .
Limited The LDA would be The shoteline " The shoreline The shoreline The shoreline
Development maintained at the _ would be rezoned  zoning would be - would be rezoned  would be rezoped
Zoning current 7% of tota] 1o increase the frozen in the to increase the to increase the
shoreline allocation for  LDA from 7%to  current LDA from 7%to  LDA from 7% te
TN this period. No 8% LDA. configuration 7.5% LDA. 33% LDA.
) rezoning requests from  Rozoning (7% LDA). No Rezonin E Rezoning would
those submitted in 1999 ., Tequests ‘new land use . - requests be based on_ .
) would be approved at submitted in permits {docks submitted in svitable
this time. Rezoning - 1999 that mat and paths) would 1999 that met fopography 20%-
. requesis would be ' "80% of the be'approved. No  90% of the 49% slope. No -
maintained by the rezoning cnweria ‘rezoning'request's rezoning criteria  rezoning requests
project ofTice and would be from those would be would be
. reconsidered at the next approved (93 submitted in approved (45 accepted or
SMP review. requests). No 1999 would be requests). No approved at
Development under this  rezoning requests  approved. No rezoning requests  future SMP
altemative could would be rezoning requests  would be Teviews.
eventually reach the -accepted or would be accepted or -
levels described in approved at - accepted or approved at -
Alternative 3. future SMP epproved at future SMP
reviews, future SMP reviews.
_ . reviews.
Vegetative Maintain 50 feet Increass mowing  No new permits, _ Increase mowing  Increase mowing
Modification mowing from the . from 50 feet to and expiring from 50 feet to from 50 feet to
i foundation of a 100 feet mowing  permits not 100 feet mowing 200 feet mowing
- habitable structure. No  from the renewed. from the from the
‘ ‘vegetative buffer would  foundation of 2 foundation of a foundation of a -
be established. habitakle habitable habitable
: structure. structure, structure. No
Establish a 50- Establish a 100-.  vegetative buffer
foot buffer strip foot buffer sirip would be
from the from the established.
. conservation conservation
o ' poo]. ’ ool 3 Y
‘Restrictionson  Maintain separate rules  Abolish separate  Maintain separate  Abolish separate  Abolish separate
Boats with in the SMP. rales inthe SMP  rules in the SMP.  rules in the SMP  rules in the SMP '
Sleeping and follow State - and follow State ~ and follow State
~'Quarters and/or *" law and Title 36 _lawand Title 36 law and Titlé 36
Marine of the CFR. of the CFR. of the CFR.
Sanitation
‘Devices ‘
4. Grandfathered Ma‘intain current rules. Adopt district Maintain current  Adopt district Rezone to LDA
7 Dotks policy that allows  rules. policy that aliows  the shoreline
h ’ Bmited ' fimited where grand-
= - * dmprovements to - improvementsto  fathered docks: -
-, prafidfathered grandfathered exist, except in
B " " docks. - docks. - park buffers and |
} prohibited areas.
. « -4
Greers Ferry Leke, Arkanses November 2001
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Public coruments 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.0O. 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 -g&: 2002,

Ag
Please write legibly.
l;.%g,zawf 2Hevnative 2 |
me ' Date
_ L Vs
City of Residence | |
_Searce X Tk 24, GOOL

S . 7. S




| Public comments 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 1o 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 gfsmp.eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

Ms. Patricia Anslow:

This is to advise al] concerned that I am in full agreement with the Corps of

Engineers' shore lipe management for Greers Forry ] ake as . outlined in Draft FIS

. Mé{/fz%%{f/{%f

Name

- Q»M% F08 v
. Dare _.

Ciry of f{esidence
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Public_cmﬁments 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-g& 2002,

¢
Please write legibly.
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Name . o . Date
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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.Q. 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. 7

:/L AUPROT o Q&Zﬁrred; '-ﬂl-\\.ﬂ\" nadiwe 2 for e Shirlineg qugf.me :ﬁ"p}:_

@ﬂﬁ%@%& S -0

Name
Qj)\l\ eley

City of Residen’ ce

Date




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.

| &/Jacj//jwﬁ” o /%;/Mu.ﬂb Cfder e 2 /}qu/

P S S 6— . "/f/ﬁz_
Name ’ : : Date '
e t"lld“;’/‘_ha":)'t ﬂ‘{-— |
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 suggesnons 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
o 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 s5ufbort Preferred Alternat/ve 2 for the Shlflpe manssement f/en

T

_1-1%02
Name =~ ' - Date
Blice Presnul |
-City of Residence
Denperd




Public ¢comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continuation Page

1 STRONGLY SUPPORT ALTERNATIVE 2.

WE ESPECIALLY SUPPORT THE VEGETATIVE MODIFICATION PLAN

ALLOWING MOWING UP TO 100 FEET FROM A HABITABLE

STRUCTURE. WE HAVE NO INTEREST IN ALLOWING HOMEOWNERS

TO INSTALL BOAT DOCKS, IN LIEU OF ALLOWING CURRENT

MARINA OPERATORS TO INCREASE THE SIZE OF THEIR FACILITIES.

PLEASE _APPROVE ALTERNATIVE 2

—— )

// 7 B}
e TTLE M JANUARY 22, 2002

Name : Date
' 1016 NUNIS DRIVE HEBER SPRINGS,

City of Residence
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Public comments for |
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Managsement Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your cormments and suggestions conceming analysis that is “neluded 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 a: 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 13, 2002.

Ficase write legibly.
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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.

W& support preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

our family feels Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management

Plan has been well thought out and the proposed changes are

congservative in nature and will not have any significant

_negative effects on the aesthetic or environmental aspects

of our beautiful Greers Ferry Lake. Thank you for your

efforts and concerns ' regarding Greers Ferry Lake.

. A ' ) .
' Wesley and Renee Harris

Name . : : Date
- Heber Springs, AR 72543 =

January 16, 2002

City of Residence




| Public commeits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| Draft EIS

You are invited to writ : your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free o 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.

vEs, I SvpPORT _ALTERNATIVE 2 FOR TRE spopELINE

SMAVREEMENT PLAN. BLV] How ABovT LROpPINe THE

foo FooT rowinNG _AYe cvTiiwe _Ane RETAIW THE

Z7 Fer] MowInGg Ao cuTTIing MAYBE TH/S

wplD GET rMIRE PEOPLE To AGREE wigN THE

PLAN. MosT PEZFPLE

7 MHAVE Tﬁ}_}fé;_ﬂ T SEEM
S0 CBITECT Te THE Joo Fee7 CVTTIE AL Maov//VgG,

MAYBE You Wil NEEP J7 SETILE FoR RLTERNATIVE|

Y

Mo EVE 7 00 FEEL ALTERNATIVE Z /5

| ;s TRE BE37 fFoRr EVERJoNE,

. . | s | . .
) - TAAN 22 22

‘Name

. Date
TVMBLING SHIAL

City of Residence
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Publlc_ comments for-
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Maaagement Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and sugpestions concemning analysis that is included in the Draft RIS, Feel
free to ettach additionat sheets of paper as necessary. Piease include your name and city of residence. Youmsy pince
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mai! it to Patricia Anslow, Pisn.
nirg, Environments] & Regulstory Division, Little RockDis&ictCozps of Engineers, P.0. Box 867, Lirtle Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail cornmnents to zf.? i il
AL writtex comments are dus by snuary i, 2002,

Pleass write legibly.

We are T2 SQPQD('} a‘ﬁ H\\QH\C{‘)HU‘Q 211 6/&§)

//(J/C;/W/%J | /- /9;0 2 !i

e A [2y7)

City afl’esidenng -




Public comments for | __

| j . Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Manzgement Plan
! : Draft EIS

i
|
f

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concermng analysis that is included in the Draft EIS, Feel -

fres 10 attach additional sheets of baper 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 tais meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Pian.

]| ning, Environmental & Regulstory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box £&7, Little Rock, AR

] ' 72203-G867 w&mﬁimﬁmgﬂ%dn@lucemy'Mi.
All written comments are dus by sary. 28, 2002,

_ Please write legibly.
We  Support frelored fllecnatice #&°
i [ iz

e i M e et s e it et e PP

J@Z.o/; fg. zﬁﬂffg__cw

Name
AN/ @ué AT UL Tpoty
City aﬂtm&uu_ ’ -
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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 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.

T+ Swu BT ALTER MaTive # 2 - %05 Kﬁ_""‘t—og;ﬂz@ &8 ég:g_

Name{, P ' _ : _ Date
QZL e Ko |
City of ResidenéeW '
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Public co.m.ménts' forf
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. .

Y et e Mol %W%WM e

/7

/ /-

R, \ ﬂéé@ | [- 20-0Z
Néme /( _ - / - : Date
/40 ??;7‘44{ Larls (Creers )Qe,kfztf AL

City of Residence
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Public c‘(‘jﬁnments'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 conciusion 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
72703-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@ysace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

L sOFPRT  PREE gaEED AtripfAzi/E Q. E£rR THE

SHo4E Li/E  JARIA Ls sl et ek

o
Name FRED FFAFMAY Dae 1/3.3[872




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-E8 2002.
54
Please write legibly.

M} W - -3k-03

Name Date ' «
City of Residence g ; 7
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Draft Environmentel impact Statemant
“Table 2-2
. Alternatives
Alternative 1: Alternative 2: Alternative4:  Alternative 5:
No Action Preferred Alternative 3: 90% Rezoning  Maximum
_FPlan Element Alternative Alternative  _ No Growih Criteria - Modification
Limited The LDA would be The shoreline " The shoreline The shoreline The shoreline
Development . maintained at the " would berezoned  zoning would be  would be rezoned  wouid be rezoned
Zoning current 7% of total - teincrease the frozen in the to increase the to increase the ’
shoreline aliocztion for LDA from 7% 1to  current LDA from7%to LDA from 7% 10
B this period. No . 8%LDA. configuration 75%LDA. . 33I%LDA.
) ' rezoning requests from  Rezoning - (1% LDA). No Rezoning - Rezoning would
. those submitted in 1999 requests ngwlanduse. - requests bebasedon
) would be approved at ' submitted in permits (docks +abmitted in suitable
this time. Rezoning~ . 1999 that met and paths) would, 1999 that met topography 20%-
requests would be -80% of the beapproved. No  90% of the 49% slope. No
maintained by the rezoning criteria  rezoning requesis  rezoning criteria  rezoning requests - *
project office and ~ would be from those would be would be
. reconsidered at the next  approved (93 submitted in approved (45 accepted or
SMP review. requests). No 1999 would be requests). No approved at
Development under this  rezoning requests  gpproved. No rezoning requests  future SMP
alternative could would be rezoning requests  would be reviews,
evenmally reach the - accepted or would be accepted or -
levels described in approved st - accepted or approved at
Alternative 3. fiture SMP approved at future SMP
reviews, fuhere SMP reviews.
. Teviews.

* Vegetative Maintain 50 feet * Increase mowing  No new permits, _Increase mowing  Increase mowing
Modification mowing from the from 50 feet to and expiring from 50 feet to from 50 feet 10
T foundation of a 100 feet mowing  permits not . 100 feet mowing 200 feet mowing

habitable structure. No  fromthe renswed. from the . from the
. ' vegetative buffer would  foundation of 2 foundationofa  foundation of a
be established. habitabie habitable habitable
: structure. structure. structure. No
. Establish a 50- Establish 2 [00-.  vegetative buffer
foot buffer strip - - . foot buffer strip would be
from the ' from the established.
. conservation conservation
o , pool. pool. 3
‘Restrictionson  Maintain separate rules  Abolish separate  Maintain separate  Abolish separate  Abolish separate
Boats with in the SMP. rulesin the SMP  rulesin the SMP.  ruies in the SMP  rules in the SMP
Sleeping and follow State =~ and follow State  and follow State -
- Quarters and/or * lawand Title36  lawand Title 36 law and Title 36
Marine of the CFR. of the CFR. of the CFR.
Sanitation . ‘ :
‘Devices
Grandfathered  Maintein cwrrent rules,  Adopt district Maintain current  Adopt district Rezone to LDA
Docks : policy that allows  rales. policy that allows  the shoreline
. limiled limited _ where grand-
- . " - Jimprovements to - improvements to  fathered docks:
T Eraidfathered grandfathered exist, except in
©, " docks. docks. - park buffers and
prohibited areas.
_ - ‘
Greers Ferry Laks, Arkansas November 2001
B 2-9




- Draft Environmenta! lmpact Stalement

Table 2-2
o Alternatives
Alternative 1: Alternative 2: Alternative d:  Alternative 5:
‘ No Action Preferred Alternative3: 999, Rezoning ~ Maximum
__Plan Element Alternative Alternative  _ No Growth Criteria Modification
Limited The LDA would be The shoreline " The shoreline The shoreline The shoreline
Development maintained at the _ would be rezoned  zoning wouldbe  would be rezoned  would be rezoned
Zoning current 7% of total to increase the frozen in the to increase the to increase the
shoreline allocation for  LDA from 7% to  current ° LDA from 7%to  LDA from 7% to
£ this pericd. No 8% LDA. configuration 75% LDA. . 33% LDA.
B rezoning requests from  Rezoning (7% LDA). No Rézoning Rezaning would
. those submitted in 1999 requests new land use . - requests be based on_ |
’ . would be approved at ~  submitted in permits (docks submitted in suitable
this time. Rezoning 1999 that met and paths) would 1999 that met topography 20%-
requests would be 80% of the be approved. No = 90% of the 49% slope. No
maintained by the rezoning criteria  rezoning requests  rezoning criteria  rezoning requests - °
project office and _ would be from those would be would be
reconsidered at the next  approved (93 submitted in approved (45 aceepted or
SMP review, requests). No 1999 would be requests). No approved at
Development under this  rezoning requests  approved. No rezoning requests  future SMP
alternative could would be rezoning requests wouldbe reviews.
eventually reach the . accepted or would be accepted or
levels described in approvedat- . accepted or approved at
Alternative 3. future SMP approved at future SMP
reviews. future SMP " reviews.
. reviews.
Vegetative Maintain 50 feet Increase mowing  No new permits,  Increase mowing Increase mowing
Modification mowing from the from 50 feet to and expiring from 50 feet to frorm 50 feet to
foundation of a 100 feet mowing  permits not 100 feet mowing 200 feet mowing
habitable structure. No  from the renewed. from the . from the
‘ " vegetative buffer would  foundation of a foundation of 2 foundation of a
be established. habitable habitable habitable
: : structure. structure. structure. No .
Establish a 50- Establish 2 100-.  vegetative buffer
foot buffer strip foot buffer strip ~ would be
from the *  fromthe established.
. conservation conservation
% pool. pool. _ .
" "Restrictions on'  Maintain separaterules  Abolish separate  Maintain separate  Abolish separate  Abolish separate
Boats with in the SMP. rutesinthe SMP  rulesinthe SMP.  rulesin the SMP  rules in the SMP
" Sleeping and follow State =~ and follow State  and follow State -
» “Quarters and/or ** lawend Title36 _lawand Title36  lawand Titlé 36
Marine ' of the CFR. of the CFR. of the CFR.
Sanitation
. 'Devices
A Grandfathered  Maintain current miles.  Adopt district Maintain current  Adopt district Rezoneto LDA
" Docks policy that allows  ruies. policy that allows  the shoreline
’  limited limited where grand-
N * Jmprovements to - improvementsto  fathered docks®
, Fraiidfathered grandfathered exist, except in
’ docks. docks. - park buffers and
prohibited areas.
PR ]

Gﬁers Ferry Loke, Arkanses

2-9
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T | " Publi¢ eomments 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.0. 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 s e f/“;&/’v\ﬂj oWt 2 fanosthe
‘:):{25@.. Q&af\b\-\-—&.):? WWL?QWM |

Tor Blom | b/;),;,g_b_m_d
Name ate
G dord B

City of Residence




S ' ~ Public comnients 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.
‘\\.@ Wa}@;@mf f@‘ ,@’L%LW,@J AL o T 2

7@?{/ ﬁie %MW /) EZWZW abix
/ v '

ﬁ/fwwm K(/éﬁ{// | /2.3 *OL
My qden, J2
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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 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.
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Public coriments 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 matl it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Reguiatory 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.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.

L gt padenned ATl
Vo dhe Kl Jidpgaenant £9a2

Erdog. (Qdenn _ |- d2-32

Name q Date
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N - Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited t 5 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.
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Publi¢c comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
| " Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included i 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions con:erning 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 Retumn” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Env:rormental & 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.
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Public comients for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

//@/ Al (5P Draft EIS
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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 inciude 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.
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| Public comiments 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.
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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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS |

You are invited to write your conunents 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 matl 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.
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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 1o attach additional sheets of paper asnecessary. Please include your name and ciry 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 cornments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil

All written comments are due by Janum-_r 18, 2002.

Pleass write legibly.
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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
722030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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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 addifional 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your corments 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, Env:ronmental & 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.
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Publi¢ comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestlons concerning analysis that is included in the Draft FIS. 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-meil comments to gf.smp. eis@usace.army.mil.
Al! written comments are due by January 18, 2002 :

Please write legibly.
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Public ¢omments for
- Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
' Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that i isincluded 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
7220320867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Pla
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.

AR written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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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 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

Youare mvlted 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
722030867 or e-mail comments to gf smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002. :

Please write legibly.
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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 writters comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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Public cox_nménts for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreliie 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, 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.
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Public comments for |
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

free 10 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-
nirg, Environments] & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to i mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibiy.
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You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
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Public commérits 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 “Cormment 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
722030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write leglbly
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreliné 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 writter comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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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 anslysis that is included in the Dreft EIS. Feel
free 1o 2tizch additional sheets of paper asnecessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Refurn” box at the conclusion ofthis meeting or maii it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmentz] & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
‘ 72203-0867 or e-mail cornments to gf.smp.eis@usace ermy.mil

- Al'written comments are due by Jonuary 18, 2002,

) Please writz legibly.
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Public comments for 7
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concetming analysis that is included in the Dreft EIS. Feel
free 10 2ttach 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 mesting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmentz] & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail cormments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil

- AB written comments are due by January 18, 2602

Please write lcglbly
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Public comiments 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.
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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.
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January 21, 2002

Ms Tricia Anslow
CESWL-PR-PP

Little Rock Lngineer District
P. O. Box 867 _
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms Anslow

T am writing this in response to a recent doomsday advertisement that appeared in the
Arkansas Gazette concerning the choice of plans to be used for managing Greers.Ferry
Lake. 1am writing not to support the newspaper ad but to state my position as being
against it and to restate my view that I am in favor of the modified plan as proposed by
the Corps

I have been a lakefront property owner for thirty years and dearly love the lake, having
spent countless days there, year-round, enjoying the scenery and water. At this point the
Lake is in no way being jeopardized by a flood of development, as has been threateningly -
portrayed by the ad. It is a huge lake and can accommodate substantially more shoreline
development (docks, shoreline maintenance) than it now has. It is crowded only on the
major summer holidays and that is only near the camping areas. - '

Being in favor of the proposed Corps plan does not mean that I favor wholesale
development of the lake as is threatened by the opposing side, but we are far from
making Greers Terry a totallty commercialized recreational area. The opposing group’s
ads are full of exaggeration ad half-truths. I get the feeling that they are a group of
mainly moneyed people who have the idea that they’ve got what they want and to hell
with everybody else. Please implement the modified plan for shoreline development that

- has been proposed by the Corps.

Smcerely, g

A H Ladw ig
3900 Royal Oak Dr.
North Little Rock, AR 72116




Public ¢omments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You are invited to write your coraments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please inciude 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.eisi@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

PIease write legibly.
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Public commierits 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.
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Public commeits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerniny; 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continuation Page
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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 inchided 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 & Reguiatory 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.
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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-

mng 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.
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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.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

v
 Please write legibly.
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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, Envirormental & 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.
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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 gl.smp.eis@usace.army.mil,
' All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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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.
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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 mal 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.
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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 attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place
this shieet 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,

Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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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, Enwronmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
722030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp eis@usace.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
Lo He satbor o Ve Gronrs vn, dotte Shoreline.
/7@W@,wm/ /s,
w fove o ome on e Life ot ombole I
Tads _of He Lthe o i, lordec o %Jgf
Cxecls. Soc/ Hhet we anc] oHer bone puners an
He tfe be olbwed sove ue@- Koo ttodds Foco o
(ot o sdsgpcoutt 5673/?_,.; 14 3 e oy size k)
OV m(,i?l?li\fcﬁm &c// 7//5 How a flo CL[/ZO/ZQ,- /%9/\/*46
S/t juct cécm Lo Rreoen Lre clogar and putter

I CLALS S,

//.15/{% /s /Mﬂafffé/é o\%av" ééfa 7an Yarl?4Ta /&MC"

0~/2C1/ see Ao 4(}-1/%') /VJ CZM/M cR 5;%0L//Oﬂ€%/ﬂg /»4
v

%@ er,cze//’ 74@4 /%J/ Z{/f//c:b//&bff’ &CC@/’ f%ea_é{&éﬁ

Name Date

-City of Residence




Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continuation Page
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k 'l{’ublic_g_&gomments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and sugpestions 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 o 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 written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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Public comments for |
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

Youare invited to write your conmments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Dreft EIS. Feel

free 1o attach additional sheets of paper asnecessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may place

this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Retorn” box at the conclusion of thismeeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Reguiatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
_ 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis i

Al written comments are due by January 18, 2002.
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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, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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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.
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Public ¢ommients for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continunation Page
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Public comments for
- Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

H! You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis thatis included in the Draft EIS, Feel
free 1o attach additional sheets of paper asnecessary. 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.
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Public comments for '
- Greers Ferry Laké Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

ning, Environments! & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corpsof
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gi.smp.ets@uisa

ce.army.mil.
All written comments are due by January J%,_ 2602
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| ‘Publi¢ commeits 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 FIS. Feel
free to attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please inchude 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.
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Public comments for 7
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan -

Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included i the Dreft EIS, Feel
free 10 attach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Pleass include your name and city of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Retirn” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it 1o Patricia Anslow, Plan-

ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Littie Rock District
i 72203-0867 or e-mail cormments to gf.smp.ei

Corps of Engineers, P.O. Bax 867, Littie Rock, AR
ce.army.mil.

AR written commenmts are due by Jenuzry 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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Public comments for _
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS -

* You are mvited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is meluded in the Draft EIS. Feel
free 10 attach additional shects 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 concinsion 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 cornments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. :

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,
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Public tomments 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 Amnslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Litile 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Drait 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 gl.smp.eis@usace.army mil.
All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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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 Anstow, 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. -
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
Continnation Page
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Public comments for

" - i, et & - Fa o =
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You are invited to write your comrments 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 comuments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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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 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.
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Public commierits 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, 2002

Please write legibly.
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Public commnients for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions concerning analysis that is included in *he Draft EIS. Feei
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.
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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.
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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.
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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 ¢-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002,

Please write legibly.
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Public comments for ,
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS '

You zre invited to write your comments and suggestions concerming analysis that is mchuded in the Draft EIS. Feel
free 1o ertach additional sheets of paper as necessary. Please include your name and ciry of residence. You may place
this sheet in the “Comment Shezt 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, .1;?1‘ Baox 867, Littie Rock, AR

72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army
Al written comments are due by Jensary 18, 2002.

Pleass write legibly.
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Puiblic cominiefits 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.
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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 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Draft FIS. 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 “Cormment 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.
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Public comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS | |
Continuation Page i
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A ‘ Public comments for
: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invited te write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is included in the Draft EIS. Feel ”
free 10 attach additional sheets of paper asnecessary. Please include your name and city of residence. You may piace
this sheet in the “Comment Sheet Return” box at the conclusion of this mesting 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. |
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| Public commeiits for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are invite: to write your cormuments 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 résidence. 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.
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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 maii 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 writc legibly.
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Public comments for | . 'g
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan ' !
' Draft EIS

You are invited to write your comments and suggestions conceming analysis that is mcluded in the Draft EIS. Feel I}
free 1 zttach 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 conchusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Ansiow, Plan-
; ning, Environmental & Regulstory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.0. Box 867, Little Rock, AR
72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.cis@usace.army.mil.
AR writtens comments are due by Jansary 13, 2602,

Pleass write legibly. o i
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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
722030867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil.

All written comments are due by January 18, 2002.

Please write legibly.
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Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS
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Je/zeve_ 72/)7—’/17 ﬁ.ﬁ (e (> Z/’éﬁ‘f‘rﬁ MVA&/?’JP /< Aﬁ/ ,7*/ 72.,/;7_

VZ8 5&4}7/;59(/\/ J{/;// }9‘.;-? e 729 A&m/’?’" ‘95’7/;@ Mef?eef/v

4/6” mz/z/é s e S&vﬁ/fj Lepea t /%/L/ A&me [s ﬂgﬁ@za
A{V Skl ﬂp§ Qm/:f [,&‘ch s ic Frem /4{4»7/; Zgﬂf’}fe‘;

7{2@3/4/@/1& In The cope ror The storelrae e feTel é/u
Aear s Wraww /'n?; Te /4 /(a er The /?frr' . e

m/[/ A&f/{& ﬁfgdﬁ» _4/‘2-2.2@ .m.ﬂ//{aﬂé/ .é/(/ Vo s Y] AVéEﬁﬁ F/??/f/{P
é&b&'ﬂ 7::; §ASA/”€ %@m 726«//745./’7/‘\: éé_'/f: Zere TP— Loizh ﬂF

m:"-f’!/}’f ?7;/ :fi%.;;ﬂ Mg/zz_ ;,_/',4‘254- J @S e 4 Zinre -J’M/‘ﬂca}/ el 7294_.»:-

ffé' Tires & %e/(/ ﬂgo 22, L §e’2g/‘ Apa?f;/pa/{ <

W o M&; 0 fR-22-0)

Name SAMCEL 1t LPELLI£R f,40 Date
G20_Lverlpok [N, /5//%75/%’ SRS , 48
City of Reszdence ' T25Yz

210




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.
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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 fo 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.

I 2% s /C‘ﬂl/d&( o A %41 /ﬂ?"i’l/iﬂl({)
%/%oyﬂi#-‘«#v Wé‘fé el M Guoei o Bl

7

/:&f, Fh Ly o F ﬂ*\‘-’*’-*‘g /@;7 Lol LA Seqnm Fack A6

/’_/7‘{1//‘,&7{—-._‘_,_\ "/\,-xﬂj /%ﬁ,-‘“-_pép‘:__ 71/_{ «e/bi/(‘}yﬂ/“—--"l—\./ j ;_,;‘/_":ﬁ

At .ﬁ*’j’é{q.«zﬂéu‘c—- «'ftrz.ué Ve %’Z—L L/élk—-(

Date

Nam . .
jm"’\ Mﬂ‘g@w yﬂm{muu;/é_éxé g/-03 -2

City of Residence




1

| “‘I‘ﬂ"i’s"’w‘ﬁs"‘ﬁeioreﬁhe_(ﬂeers Ferry Lake was damped-up 1nto a lake- at that fime we always had a boat

Pubhc -comments for
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan

Draft EIS

to write your comments and s omseoncemmganalymthansmciudedmﬂmDraﬁEIS Fecl ,
ﬁ-&?o?u:?e;’:at%?dmm sg.eets of paper as neeessmywl’lease melude your name and city of residence. Youmey place -
this sheet in the “Commment Sheet Reéturn” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to ‘Patricia Anslow; Plan- ’
ning, Envmnmenta} & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 867, Litile Roek AR
- 72203-0867 or e-mail comments to gf.smp.eis@usace.anmy.mil.
AR written wmeufs are due bylcnuary 13, 2602.
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?1easemte}cgibiy o o 1

I supedrt preferred Alternative 2 for. the Shoreline Management Plan. i il

‘We have been property owners of land at Eden Isle since the 70°s and Ilved there also in the upper

thtle Red R1V61’- Devil’s Fork since the 1950’ 225 ‘Thomas Woods Lane. -_an, Arkansas.

Grandfather Thomas house we apphed fora permlt to rebuilt the dock Now we are on hold o do S0-.

'We-had the pernut and have already put up $10,000. to the bmlder in Heber Springs for the matenal All

o0 1’101(1—

'Over the ifears "the beau v of Greer F

.Under the gmdmg hands of the Corp of Engmeers They do a great job of studying the impact of the

- Lake and it’s environment and needs of the population as we move into the twentieth century

"'f the Hew engmeers demsmns as we did of’ those m the 60°s; we cannot stay as was in the 60’

-or 70°s! We have generations coming.an' .

We have 6 children married and 20 grandchildren. For the safety and enjoyment for them now and their_-

future I ask vmh-out delay that we move mth this Alternative 2 Shorehne Management Plan. . ]
| QA m&g | % 7 2022
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SANDOZ & SANDOZ

ATTORNEYS AT Law ¢ 117 W. LANDRY STREET * P. 0. Box 10 = OPELOUSAS, LOUISIANA 7G571-0010 = 337-942-9771 » 337-233-1649 = Fax: 337-042-2821

William J. Sandoz (1870-1929) *oe
Lawrence B: Sandoz {(1867-1945)
: : Shaun Alicia Cai]lier—McCorvey
Lawrence B. Sandoz, Jr. s . : Of Counczel

Lawrence B. Sandoz, I1I

December 26, 2001

Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

P. 0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline
Managment Plan -- Environmental
Impact Statement -

Dear Ms. Anslow:
Over six years ago | bought a lot on Greers Ferry Lake and subsequently
built a home on this property. We selected this ot based on the excellent manner

that the U. S. Corps of Engineers had maintained the Lake and restricted the
number of private boat docks and other structures.

| am therefore opposed to the proboses Shoreline Management Plan for
Greers Ferry Lake contained in the recent draft issued Dy the U. S. Corps of
Engineers.
Yours very truly,

Lawrence B. Sandoz, Jr.

LBSjr:bg
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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 have spent much time on and around the lake, and write
to express my opinion about the plan under consideration. T&
seems to me that the second alternative preferred by vyour
office is sound and fair, and should be adopted.

A small increase in the shoreline zoned for docks and in
the number of docks cannot have an envirommental impact on
Greers Ferry, as large as it is. Nor can a slight increase
in the clearing area available around houses. The
environmental study supports the second alternative.

I encourage you to adopt the preferred second

alternative.

Sincerely,

Vesvard fodasks

Lecnard Stacks

40 Mayflower Lane
Mayflower, Arkansas 72106

216 .




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 exXpress my support for the preferred
alternative #2 being considered by the Corps for Greers Ferry
Lake. It contains a balanced approach to the lake's
management. While it allows those who own land around the
lake to manage their property adequately and have a few more
docks, the plan continues to protect the lake for future
generations, so that it will continue to be as beautiful as
it is now.

Greers Ferry is a wonderful place for all Arkansans and
its guests. The plan does a good job in my opinion in making
the lake available to the public and preserving it for years
to come. Please adopt plan #2.

Sincerely,

Bos tecks
'Ma;ahStacks

40 Mayrflower Lane
Mayflower, Arkansas 72106







Ian & Rosemarie Snyder

- P.O.Box 1343
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088
Jamaary 11, 2002
Patricia Anslow
Little Rock District Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

We want to voice our protest to the new Corps of Engineers Shoreline Mahageinent Plan
regarding Greers Fetry Lake. We have watched the increasing use of this lake and
shoreline for almost 30 years. The number of boats using this lake in the summer has

become a hazard. Additional docks would increase the congestion to an unacceptable
level. -

We would also like to see ski-do’s and similar types of individual watercraft banned from
the lake.

Ian & Rosemarie Snyder




Specializing in Asphaft Rolled Roofing

~ Ms. Tricia Anslow
Littte Rock District
Corp of Engineers
P.O. Box 867
Little Rock, Ar 72203

Dear Ms. Anslow,

~As aland owner over looking the Greets Ferry Lake near Heber Springs, Ark., I
would like to-state my strong opposition to the corps’ plans to allow further development
along the shore line of the lake, espemally the allowing for the development of any more
boat docks.

Its wilderness setting is the thing that makes the lake so unique and attractive. I
can’t think of a worse way of ruining this than by the increase of boat docks. To allow
the few that would benefit from the ownersh1p of boat docks to sp011 the natural beauty of
the lake isa poor trade

Therg_:_ are nimerous reasons why boat docks are an overall detriment to the lake
including safety, noise pollution, water poflution, interfering with the solitude of
fishermen, the increase dangers to swimmers and sailors, etc.

It is very discouraging that the Corp has oﬁce more pretty much si.ﬁgle—handedly
made the decision to further the degradation of the natural beauty of our country. I for
one hope in this case the Corp can and will be stopped

Sincerely,

QWMM&

David E. Snowden, Sr.
C.E.O. Tarco Inc. : SR o :
No. Little Rock, Ar. - N

Tarco, Inc.
Customer Service: (501) 945-4506 = Fax: (501) 945-7718

Production Facilities:
P.0. Box 17875, N. Little Rock, AR 72117 2403 Taylors Valiey Road, Belton, TX 76513 P.O. Box 487, Greencastle, PA 17225
(501) 945-4506 (254) 939-3775 o (717) 597-1876
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January 15, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow
US Army Corps of Engineers
Little Rock , Ar :

Dear _Ms Anslow:

t am writing in opposition to multislip boat docks in currently protected areas at Greers
Ferry Lake. This is-a beautiful, pristine lake that should be protected from unsightly
boat docks which promote a profusion of loud and dangerous watercraft, in particular
jet skiis. Witness what has happered at Pickwick Lake where multislip docks have
been permitted, bringing a great increase in noise, watercraft accidents, and damage
to the shoreline.

Sincerely yours,

N s

Elizabeth N. Smith
6562 Bramble Cove
Memphis, Tn. 38119
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Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O.Box 867 o
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Ms. Anslow:

We have a small house on the north side of Greers Ferry Lake where the terrain is fairly steep down to the
water. My neighbor and I applied for a community dock, which was approved and given a score of 90. I
do not have to explain to you what else we have been through in the past two years in trying to deal with
this issue. : .

If the boat dock issue does not go through, T have probably lost the deposit I placed on my boat dock, which
is around $6,500. Of course, the dock builder had no control over the lawsuits by “Save the Lake”, etc.,
and, as far as he was concerned, I had a contract with him to build a boat dock and I asked him not to build
it when the plan was pulled. He has stated he cannot refund my money as it was I who told him to hold off
on building it.

Given the-lerrain in front of our home, it is very difficult for my children and my wife to get to the water
safely. There are steep rocks and sheer cliffs down to the water, which are very dangerous for little
children. My almost 70-year-old mother was visiting last summer and really could not even get down to
- the water close enough to fish, much less get in my boat. '

I currently keep my boat at Lacey’s Marina, which is 20 to 25 minutes away from our house. I have looked
at the Shoreline Management Plan map of proposed sites. Most of the new sites are in areas that are
already occupied with boat docks. If there are already 10 docks in a cove, I cannot see how adding two
more docks to that cove would make any difference visually to some passerby who might look into the
cove from a boat, ctc.

What is unattractive to me is the growing number and size of the commercial boat dock industry on Greers
Ferry Lake. The sheer number of commercial boat docks and the congested traffic around those docks
makes for a fairly unattractive view, in my opinion. I would venture to say that most of those who are
opposed to the SMP 2000 indeed have boats and probably keep them in one of the large marinas or in their
own private boat slips. This mentality of “I have mine so I don’t want anybody else to have one” is, to me,
a double standard. T would vote for Option 2 or Option 4 of your new plan.

Sincerely, ' Cee
XM
4 - :
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3231 Salem Road
Benton, AR 72015
January 7, 2002

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

Attn: Trish Anslow

May T respectfully request that your organization "deep six"

any plans for allowing mores private docks on Greers Ferry.
Lake.

Youig truly,

___“_?Z;;fﬁgzggﬁkﬂﬁdg%

Linwood J. Talsma

— . __.228



Billy R. Taylor

786 Ridge Road

Heber Springs, AR 72543
501-250-2258

January 8, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

P.0O. Box 86

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan - Envirromental Impact Statement
" Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am opposed to increasing the number of private boat docks and vegetation modification on the
Government lands and flowage easement at Greers Ferry Lake. The population of the combined
counties of Cleburne and Van Buren is approximately 50,000. Tt is estimated 350,000 people
visit the lake during Memorial Day Weekend. The issuance of new permits for private boat docks
will be an irreversible and irretrievable precedent. ‘

{ am recommending to the U.S. Azmy Corps of Engineers they refer private boat dock permit
applicants to the many marinas and public recreation areas.




366 Eagle Watch Circle
Heber Springs, AR 72543
* Janmary 9, 2002

Patricia Anslow, _

Liftle Rock District, Corps of Engineers
P.O.Box 867 ' '
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow,

My husband and T moved to the Heber Springs area back in T970 because of the beauty
and cleanliness of the lake. My husband was used to the clear northern lakes and found
Greer’s Ferry Lake similar. We happily made our home here and have done all we. can to
enhance the quality of life here and in our beautiful state. 1 am a watercolor artist and
have done many paintings of the lake.. I can’t think of any. that feature boat docks.

I know that the Corps of Engincers has the same high goals for quality of life of everyone
connected with Greer’s Ferry Lake.. So, please dan’t ruin this beautiful lake for us and all
those that come later. Once the rules are changed and the damage done, it would be
impossible to restore the shorefine and the lake’s reputation for clean, quiet b_'?auty.

Sincerely yours, _

Natalie J. Tolr :

228 ...




Patricia Anslow

US Army Corps of Engineers
P. O.Bx 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Subj: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan, Environmental Impact
Statement '

Ms. Anslow;

I am epposed to the subject Statement issued by the Corps of Engineers in November
2001 that would increase the number of private multislip boat docks permitted on the
lake, rezone areas for more docks, and increase the area of Government property that
could have the vegetation mowed for private purposes.

I am also epposed to all alternatives contained in the draft Environmental Impact
Statement of November 2001.

Thanks for your attention,

Charles Stuart
817 Colonial Dr.

Heber Springs, AR 72543

g




January 21, 2002

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 am nearly a life-long resident of Cleburne County,
aArkansas, and have lived around the lake since it was built.
I make a living in construction around the lake.

I support the second alternative being considered by the
Corps, and hope that you will adopt it for the new shoreline
management plan. The small increases in dock rezoning and
shoreline modification can have only minimal impact, despite
what the Save the Lake group says, and lots of people would
benefit from it. The EIS supports that position.

Please put the preferred second alternative into place.
Sincerely,
Do \ear

55 Park Lane :
Higden, Arkansas 72067




Harold & Linda Trusty

440 Davidson Circle
Edgmiont, AR 72044
December 14, 2001
Greers Ferry EIS .
C/O Trish Anslow :
Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re:  Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline
Management Comments

Gentlemen:

We have read the Executive Summary of the EIS and believe that a thorough and fair
evaluation has been made by Tetra Tech. In our opinion, Alternate #2, the preferred plan, best
suits the needs and desires of the majority of the property owners as well as frequent users of
Greers Ferry Lake o o -

. We know there are people who are frequent users of Greers F. erry Lake that are
concerned about the preservation of the lake’s natural shoreline. Likewise, we have these same
concerns. It is not our desire to have vegetation and trees removed from the lake side of the
“white” line. Not only would this destroy the natural beauty of the shoreline, it would promote
- erosion of the soil which could be damaging to the lake. Further, we would want the Corps to

continue restricting activities that would alter this natural appearance.

However, we do not believe the addition of properly built (approved by the Corps) and
properly maintained boat docks would be a detraction from the appearance of our shoreline.
Since the addition of a dock requires minimal removal of any vegetation, erosion problems would
not increase.

Ideally, we believe there can and should be a balance between the natural shoreline (no
boat docks) and boat docks on Greer’s Ferry lake. 1t’s a known fact that all areas of the lake are
not suited for a dock, but there are many areas that are ideal. In our opinion, a boat dock allows
property owners the easiest and most efficient accessibility to use and enjoy the water, which in
most cases, is the reason for having lake front property. ‘ |

Thanks for your consideration in this matter and we sincerely hope you will select
Alternate #2 as the new amended Shoreline Management Plan, o




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:

| own Tim Tyler Surveying and Mapping, and have done survey work all around
Greers Ferry Lake for years. | bring my family to the lake from time to time to
fish, swim, and boat. We love the area.

The Corps has proposed the adoption of alternative #2 for its new shoreline
management plan. | have reviewed the documentation produced from the
study, and believe it to be fair both to the public and to the private landowners

- seeking docks and clearing rights. Based upon what I've seen, the plan
provides ample safeguards to insure that Greers Ferry retains its natural
beauty for years to come.

1 think you should enact the preferred second alternative. -

Sincerely:

T g 0oy

Tim Tyler -

Tyler Surveying and Mapping
51 West Cadron Ridge Road
Greenbrier, Arkansas 72058
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Untitled

Curtis D. Bryant
P O Box 135
Searcy, Ar 71245

January 26, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Requlatorv Division
Army Corps of Engineers

P O Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan-
Fnvironmental Impact Statement

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I favor the continuation of the 1994 Shoreline Management Plan
with no future zoning or mowing changes. I am oprosed to
additional boat slips and mowing of shoreline.

My friends and I have been coming to the lake for vears to anjoy
the solitude of nature. We enjoy the many recreational offerings
such as boating, fishing, swimming and natural scenery of
this beautiful lake:{~ = &= = '

I cannot enjoy the priviledge of living on the lake, however I do

visit as often as possible for the relaxation and recreation.

I do pay taxes. I am 63 years old. I have been a regular to the
lake for the last 30 years. I rent a boat slip at cone of the
marinas. '

I enjoy the natural wildlife that I see reqularly on the lake such
as deer, beaver, eagles; squirrels, occasional migrating flocks of
pelicans, geese, ducks, ahd other water birds.

Please do not allow this natural pleasing mix be ruined by ruinin
the shoreline with overbuilding of docks and houses. :

Th@nks”férigoﬂsidering my opinion.




Untitled

~
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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

January 24, 2002

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Pr'oposed Shoreline Management Plan- Envwonmem’al

- Impact Statement

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.

I favor the continuation of the 1994 Shoreline Manugemem' Plan with no
future zoning or mowing changes.

Sincerely,

Marllou Brodie |
53148 Kavanaugh Blvd.
Little Rock, AR 72207-4611







Juicia (nslaww

Praject Manager

700 W. Capitof

P.0. Bex 867

Little Rock, Muftansas 72203

Dearn Ms. Anslow:

My busband and J fave fad o bake house an Greets Eewﬁdﬁeﬁmwppmawinmteey,ﬁueyem,wﬁicﬁwe
share with the west of our family. We were previeusty zoned fon o boat dech; anly last summer did we
build a beat deck and place it near hour home.

With three families enjoying the water, J can tell you that it is less damaging to the shaveline to. ave a
single path down to the walfway of the boat dach. Before we had a dock, we might have three ox four
boats and jet skis pulled up to the shoreline with Priends and family trampling down many areas to get to
and frem the beats. Jdanattﬁmﬁtﬁedac&ﬁm fravmed the envinenment at atf.

J am fox Optian 2, ox maybe even Option 4 as a compremise, of the Shoveline Management Plan.

.’fﬁanféyauﬁauafﬂaw&r.gmtacammt.

Sincevely,
R —
e Ay s

FHeife T albent
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ROCK DIAGNOSTIC CLINIC

10001 LILE DRIVE, LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72205-6217
Area Code 501 227-8000

December 17, 2001

Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

‘RE:  Greers Ferry Proposed New Shoreline Management Plan;
Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I have received information from a group called Save Greers Ferry Lake, Inc.
My wife and I own property near the lake. When we first bought, it was
possible to keep our yards neat, and it was safe for children to play. Mr.
Garner, however well meaning, thwarted our efforts to keep our areas neat,
We have finally recovered, to some extent, but we look forward to being able
to do more. I cannot see how cutting grass in one’s own yard will bother the
lake.

With regard to boat docks, I could not agree with this group more. We at
Eden Isle have seen the marina at Eden Isle expand to the point of near
ridiculousness. I can't imagine another boat on the lake. The multiplication of
docks should lead .to multiplication of boats which, in turn, should lead to
soiling of the water further. Surely the Corps of Engineers does not wish to
cause the water to be further soiled.

I appreciate your receiving this letter. We wili deal with whatever your
decision is. Grass cutting does not seem bad. More boats does seem bad.

Again with best personal regards, I remain

Si
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Corps of Engineers

To Whom It May Concern:

My family and I have used several of the campgrounds at Greers Ferry Lake and probably
go there three to four times per year. I have never thought that there were many boat docks
on the lake; the ones that I have seen have been mainly in the coves where we fish and
actually some of the biggest fish I have caught have been around those docks. I have been
told that there are only around 90 boat docks that have been approved for the lake and that,
if this plan goes through, that might be all there is in the future. I do not see where adding
93 docks on a huge lake like this would make any difference at all.

I donot really.know much about the mowing issue, but I believe the Corps will do the right
thing.




She Corps of Engineers

A@M&andmdﬂmmm@twwﬁmﬁaﬁeﬁa&@aﬁmmﬁmcﬁiﬂdwmm
natural beauty and spend time togethier as a family. Fhe last time we tock eur boat te seme
ﬂ'demlo’ﬁametaaioit,weﬁadtatiem&atuptatfieoﬁnuedtwingtﬁetinwweate&mcﬁ.
When we came back, the wares Fcad_.pmﬁedtﬁe&oatagaitwttﬁewcﬁa,wﬁic&didaeataﬁ
damage te aur boat. Fhese friends fiad applied for a dack but were unabibe to get it becawse of
the Cousueit.

5tﬁmﬁtﬁeewbpoﬁmmwﬁattﬁeywwdamguwtﬁwngdtatﬁemm zoned for boat
dacks and J woeuld suppont their decision, whateven it is. :
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SHADY COVE HORIZONTAL PROPERTY REGIME
*e

3564 Lily Lane ¢ Memphis, Tn. 38111-6830
Phone (901) 452-6044 4 Fax (801) 452-8930

Japuvary 17, 2062

Ms. Tricia Anslow
CESWL-PR-PP _
Little Rock Engineer sti:t:ict
Box 867

Little Rock, AR. 72203-0867

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

The Shady Cove Horizontal Property Regime consist of (25) twenty-five home owners
located on Eden Isle. After reviewing the current four options we wish to restore our original
mowing rights. As president of this group I cast (25) twenty-five votes for option #2.

Y.l S




Larry Pofi

2512 Lakeview Drive
Heber Springs, AR 72543

Phone 501-362-0982 .
Decerpber 12, 2001

There seems to have been a lot of controversy over the new lake management plan and the allowing of an additional
93 private boat docks, up to 20 stalls ‘each, on Greers Ferry Lake. Thie Corps on Enginéers has a job to do, they are
accepting public comment on the lake managément plan and 1 think they are doing a good job. But what [ haven’t
heard anybody address is the safety issue we are now facing on our lake. The members in our ski club basically ski
from 6:30 am to 8:30 am in the Summer due to the over crowded lake. On Sunday afternoon we jump in
somebody’s barge and go over to Kidney Cove to grill out. That’s when you see it all. Hundreds of boaters trying to
ski, jet ski, knee board, inner tube, and wake board and nobody even knows who has the right-of-way. Every year
our lake gets more crowded which is okay because everyone has an equal right to use the lake.

But as our lake has more and more traffic, should we be taking away from the usable boating area? Lvery time a
boat dock is installed, boaters cannot use that area and are forced into a smaller, more concentrated area. Two docks
have been built in the south end of Kidney cove within the past couple of years that have rendered this end of the
cove unusable for water sports. This has made a major impact on the boating area in this cove and now the
remaining area is much more saturated than in the past. The north end of the cove is also zoned for docks and there
will soon be a dock on this end of the cove. The end result will push most of the boaters out of the cove and into the
main body of the lake which is also the main thoroughfare for the lake. Water sports there is like riding your bicycle
in the interstate highway. It should be noted that both ends of the cove were zoned for docks under the old,
shoreline plan and not by the proposed lake management plan. Eden Isle cove has also basically been rendered
unusable for water sports due to the expansion of Eden Isle Marina. Heber Springs Marina has also expanded into
the Little Dike area over the years which has made that cove smaller in usable area. ’

Bottom line? We’re continuing to shrink the boating area of the lake as lake traffic continues to expand. We are
forcing boaters into the main body of the lake and into smaller areas that are unrestricted by boat docks, thus .
creating a more crowded and less safe boating ‘environment. . New plan, old plan, proposed plan, it really doesn’t .
matter, every time we put in a new dock. it interferes with the use of the laks by the boatiig public. The lake is not
like & real estate development where you add more lots or start another subdivision when the original development is
full. And it is not like a highway that you can widen when the original highway has exceeded capacity. There is only
so much surface area on the lakeand I think the question is should we let the conveniences of a few beat owners
outweigh our right, as the general boating public, to use our public waterway?

I would like to see no more boat docks allowed on Greers F erry Lake. Besides the issues already addressed, there is
another issue of the docks taking away from the beauty of the lake. People come to this lake to get away from the
city, the concrete, asphalt, buildings, etc. They enjoy the natural shoreline consisting of trees and bluffs. Sure there
are homes visible form some areas of the lake, but most blend into the landscape. What is built off government
property is not my concern, its what is being built on my and your public property. Adding additional, metal boat
docks that protrude into the lake greatly takes away from the current beauty found along the wooded shoreline.

The addition of docks will benefit a select, very few people. According to the EIS, all the effects from adding docks
will be minimal, negative. They were all negative, even if minimal, and no positive. According to common sense,
additional docks with detract from the beauty of the lake and take away boating area. Adding additional docks could
open the door for even more docks in the future, as the Corps has to update their plan every five years. It is apparent
to me that the negatives far outweigh the positives for additional docks on this lake.

Thank You

Larry Poft '
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- Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom This May Concern:

When I read the editorial in the Democrat-Gazette about the “uglification” of Greers Ferry Lake, I was
appalled that anyone would want to do this, especially the Corps of Engineers. Fortunately, one of my
employers showed me a statement from the Corps of Engineers responding to that article and 1 will have
to say that [ was even more appalled, not at the Corps but at the Democrat-Gazette for taking Carl
Garner’s group’s word for the truth. I cannot believe that a newspaper would publish this as fact
without checking into it first, at least from the Corps of Engineers.

Fortunately for the Democrat-Gazette, we are still a one-newspaper town and they can get away with
this, unopposed. If only the Arkansas Gazette were still around, we might be able to get a more
balanced approach to addressing these concerns. :

After reviewing the information, I would solidly support Alternative 2,. the preferred alternative, as
recommended by the Corps of Engineers, who did the studies. '

Sincerely,

e 247 S



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, (N W
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January 18, 2001

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
US Army Corps of Engineers:

P O Box 867 .

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow,

I am one of the multitudes of people who love Greer's Ferry

Lake in its.current condition. We have a real treasure that
is extremely rare and unlikely to be duplicated. I am not .

against "progress™ but I fear too many docks and removal of

shoreline vegetation are detrimental to the lake.

I grew up in north Georgia and was privileged to spend gquite

a few days and nights at Lake Sidney Lanier. The lake has

been completely ravaged by developers and, guite frankly, areedy
pedple with no real appreciation of nature. We need to be

very careful about precedent setting. As we all know, once

an exception is made the next exception is easier to come.

Please do not allow these proposed changes to occur. Our
grandchildren will not be able to experience and feel this
glorious place.

Thanks for your time and consideration. -

G

Ken Argroves

1415 Tomco Cove
Memphis TN 38109
(800) 258-4766

Fax 901-725-5954




January 18, 2002

-

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers

P. 0. Box 867 . _
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

My residence overlooks Greers Ferry Lake, .
and my wife and I have a beautiful view of the lake
which gives us much pleasure. Obviously we are opposed
to its being altered by additional boat docks and nine
20 -slip docks.

An argument which is stated in letters published
in the Arkansas Democrat-Gazette and the Cleburne County-
Times is based on public access. However, there is adequate
access granted by the now existing regulations. Having
lived here twenty-two years, I have observed that the access
available at the Corps of Engineers camp grounds and the
commercial marinas is obviously adequate and does not make
the lake unsightly.

The existing regulations also allow the lake to
be a source of pure water needed by the surroundlng towns
and communities. This is important.

Over the past twenty-two years the existing
regulations have served. the publlc well, thus I am puzzled
that the Corps of Engineers is seeking to change them. May
T urge that existing regulations be maintained? Would it
not be wonderful if Greers Ferry Lake became a national
park?

Sincerely,

,/Qaéu QW

Dale Denman .
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8 Burford Drive
Conway, AR. 72034
January 17, 2002

Trish Anslow :

Little Rock Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR. 72203-0867

Dear Members of the Corps:

We would like to express our opposition to the Corps’ proposal to add
- 93 boat docks (including nine 20-slip docks) on Greers Ferry Lake. We
would like to express that opposition as strongly as words on paper can do.

We own lots 8, 9 and 10 in Riverside Addition in Higden. This
location is across the water from Poker Island and at your lake shore
number eight. Our family bought our lakehouse on lot 10 during the
1970s. We bought lots 8 and 9 in 1999. Shortly after this last purchase
we had the trees and brush on these lots selectively cut in order to enjoy
the beautiful view across the lake. Since then, we have planted small trees
to enhance the beauty of our location.

~ We and our neighbors across from Poker Island have been asked to
give up their boat docks. This we don't mind for the sake of safety along
this narrow waterway. However, wnen we take our boat for enjovable
rides to the extensions of the lake - Choctaw on the west, the Dam on the
east - we enjoy the scenery of a beautiful lake surrounded by a lakeshore
of mostly natural appearance. The idea of that scenery being interrupted
by the intrusion of 93 boat docks is repulsive to us. It would contradict
the idea of Greers Ferry Lake being a wonderful place to go to enjoy
getting away from the congestion of urban life. Recreation in a natural
setting would be lost. We already lament the expansion of
Lacy's marina at the Narrows. This intrusion influences safety as well as
the natural setting,. -

- We therefore urge you to drop your proposal to add these 93 boat |
docks and remain true to the aims we understood the construction of this
lake had in mind from its beginning in the 1960s.

Thank you for your consideration.

}! } 7 j % Ny f\//
Sharon W, Thompson j

o Hearnv
George H. Thompson
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Samuel S. Rembert, I11

477 Brighton Place Drive
Memphis, Tennessee 38117

_ Wg::w (5, A00 &
M. fgafhiicia./f ‘ N

(/}S %ﬂ/my &iﬂ“?:/j?/jgwjmw

PO Box 67

fﬂ@ﬂfcﬂ:fﬁ 722¢3-0557

[bar o st prrcerd wuntd, Jhg plan.
7o &/@@m WW@J@’;@ 7’ newy dpet
tnido e epit vy deiind fine of /7
nakionl W ;}%ﬁﬁw@wfe@ ke

/QM;WHJ? e ls _%W%ﬁz s a Wi
/s plan Caw Wd’% accellera?y ersaea.
and  prllufon and &% a talvat

W“' - %; ,
Apucrnly,

282




1.05. Quiet Bend.Court
P.0. 1258

Fairfield Bay, AR 72088
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,_

| am writing you in regard to the proposed changes of a 30% increase in boat docks and
relaxing the shoreline restrictions for Gerry’s Ferry Lake. 1am opposed to the increase of boat
docks and the relaxing of the shoreline restrictions for two reasons: (1) this change would
effect the quality of the dfifking water that so many of the surrounding communitiés dépend”
upon ahd (2) the’ natural beauty of the lake which'is not only unique’ but’ almost nonexisting in’
miost other lakes would' be adversely affected:

Gerry’s Ferry-Lake is-one of the VERY. FEW-lakes in-the USA-that remains-so-unspoiled-
by commerial- encroachments-and/or pollution: Once vou-crack open th dogr to
in sing-private boat dock -the main- : : i

Please keep the-restricitons and. guidelines-that has-kept our lake so'naturally beairiful
and unspoiled since the lake was dedicated by, President Kennedy. It would be a shame and
disgrace for this wonderful lake to become like so many others simply to appease a few land
developers and new comers to the area that are only thinking about their own narrow views,

Let’s keep Gerry’s Ferry lLake bezautiful and unspoiled for our children and

grandchildren to enjoy just as we have over the years.

Sincerely,

M&%%

Barbara McClary




ey

Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

P.0. Box 867

Litfle Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:
I am opposed to the Shoreline Mzmagement Plans for Greers Ferry Lake.

My husband and I have only been iving in Drasco, AR for 1 Y2 years, therefore we are still learning the
policics and needs for Greers Ferry Lake. We bought property on the lake and are hididing our retirement
home.

My main concern is the proposal of additional docks on the Iake. There are many private docks and
ample marina’s now. You cannot possibly expect to allow every land owner to.build a dock on the lake.
When we bought our property we knew there were areas of the lake where docks were not permitted, we

accepted these conditions and stifl do. Others who have homes on the lake bad the same knowledge. We
. are happy to enjoy the shoreline without secing it cluttered with docks.

I read that this is not an issue of money for the Corps of Engineers, therefore I am puzzled as to why the
push for more docks continues fo come up. As to the issne of vegetation modification, I was told by a
Corps.of Engineers employee that “with approval” I mright be allowed to plant native vegetation below the
white line. Thave no desire to see the shorelines stripped jost to see more of the lake. Much of the beauty
is in the vegetation itself. I was of the impression that erosion is one of the main reasons the Corps has a
policy of “no cutting”. This is a good thing!

Please vse your influence to keep down the munber of dock permits and continue the no clearing of
vegetation along the shoreline. '

Thank you,
Dorothy Lishock S

1910 Lakeland Acres Rd.
Drasco, AR 72530 _
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January 22, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow -

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

Post Office Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Reference: Support for Shore Line Management

Dear Ms. Anslow:

T am writing you to show support for the Corps Alternative #2 for the Shore Line
Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake. Ihave been using the lake since the early 70,
we have boats on and are current landowners that will be impacted by this plan.

We are strongly in favor of this plan and would urge its adoption.

Sincerely, ]

Don L. Weaver '




Corps of Engineers
Attn: Tricia Anslow

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I have been peripherally involved in the goings-on on Greers Ferry Lake on the subject
of boat docks and mowing. I have a friend who has a place up there and | have used
it frequently. - '

If the environmental study that the Corps did shows that there would be no
significant negative impact on the lake, then I see no harm in increasing the number
of sites for boat docks by 1%. From what | have read and heard, it seems that most
of the areas that are zoned are in areas that have already been previously zoned, so |
cannot see the harm in adding a few more boat docks to an area where there are
already boat docks in place. 1 would not be for putting a boat dock in front of a real
scenic area, like Sugarloaf Mountain, or in front of a waterfall, etc., but I think in the
coves that already have them, it would not be a negative thing to me. I would vote
for Option 2 of your plan, or even Option 4 might be okay. ' '

Thank you for al'lowilig me to comment.




Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

The Corps of Engineers seems to fnanage all the waterwavys of this state pretty well, I
am impressed with the way you came up with the plan for Greers Ferry Lake, I think it
was very thoughtful and thorough and I would support your preferred alternative, #2,

Sincerely, ;&4@% ,g /E/@L



Corps of Engineers
Attn: Tricia Anslow

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I have been peripherally invoilved in the goings-on on Greers Ferry Lake on the subjéct
of boat docks and mowing. | have a friend who has a place up there and | have used
it frequently. '

If the environmental study that the Corps did shows that there would be no
significant negative impact on the lake, then I see no harm in increasing the number
of sites for boat docks by 1%. From what I have read and heard, it seems that most
of the areas that are zoned are in areas that have already been pPreviously zoned, so |
cannot see the harm in adding a few more hoat docks to an area where there are
already boat docks in place. | would not be for putting a boat dock in front of a real
scenic area, like Sugarloaf Mountain, or in front of a waterfall, etc., but I think in the
coves that aiready have them, it would not be a negative thing to me. 1 would vote
for Option 2 of your plan, or even Option 4 might be okay. | |

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

AL Schh
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Corps of Engineers |

To Whom This May Concern:

I am familiar with the sSmp gﬂ.egi-p!a:n as it was originally written. | was
appalled at the misinformation that was given by the “Save the Lake” group in
the most recent editorial by the Arkansas Democrat-Gazett_e. I think the
Democrat-Gazette shoil‘ld be ashamed of itself for presenting such a
misleading one-sided view on this issue. |

The Corps of Engineers has done an outstanding job in managing this
lake since it was built and I see no reason to doubt their leadership on this
matter. | think they have Jumped through all the hoops required of them and
even gone above and beyond the NEPA guidelines for an EIS study.

_ This seems to be a control issue by Carl Garner and his group of Eden
Isle dwellers. Most of these people probably have at least one if not several
boats kept in Eden Isle Marina. If they think the two or three stall private boat

docks are unattractive, they shouid look in their own backyard and try to
convince us that that is more attractive. If they are so opposed to boat docks,
then let’s ask them to give up their boats and see what their response is.

Again, I think the Corps has done an outstanding job in balancing
everyone’s needs here. | would vote for Option 2 as the best alternative in
order to balance the needs at Greers Ferry Lake.

Sincerely,

2 & M E S .
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Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

. 700 W, Capitol

- P.0. Box 867 ‘
Litile Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whon_l This May Concern:

After reading the article in the Arkansas Democrat-Gazette on January 20, | am convinced that
the Corps of Engineers has done the right thing about the boat dock issue and the overall
shoreline management plan. Even though the article gave some bad information and was
hiased toward the “Save the Lake” group, 1 feel that the Corps’ recommendations should be
followed,

They implied in the article that allowing mowing out to 100 feet would jeopardize the
efficiency of the septic systems. They failed to mention, of course, that most septic systems
are away from where the mowing would occur and that the mowing, itself, would be done not
for every lakefront heme but on a very limited case by case basis, after the Corps has looked
- at each site. '

I would support Option 2 of the Shoreline Management Plan.

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
I'would support your decision.




[I—~Z0-O34

ard e

| AHte Loet, fQ-Q |

MAM; \M

s %

/@( ,@L
Nebeo %TJM? R
.fi - %@X/@i& VAR

I Sori SA‘ 725_1{3
; Heber Spr73 |



ALBERT C. HARVEY
1. KIMBROUGH JOH;

JOHN J. THOMASON |

ason]
JERRY E. MITGHELL] |
WILLIAM H. HALTU

JAMES E. CONLEY,
KEMPER B, DURAND"
JAMES F. EGGLESTON
STEPHEN W. VESCOVO
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TrHOMASON, HENDRIX, HARVEY,
JOoHNSON & MITCHELL, PLLC
L AWYERS

29th Floor, One Commerce Square
40 South Main Street
Memphis, Tennessee 38103-5529

TELEPHONE (901)525-8721
FAX (901)525-6722
www, Thomason-Hendrix.com

January 25, 2002

JOHN H. DOTSON
MICHAEL E. KEENEY
REHIM BABAOGLU
LARA E. BUTLER

THOMAS L. McATLISTER
TIMOTHY R, JOHNSON
ANDREA N. MALKIN
BRUCE A. McMULLEN
JOSEPH M. CLARK
MARCY L. DODDS
CRAIG C. CONLEY
MATTHEW C. HARDIN
ANN CARSON

DAWN DAVIS CARSON

ROY W. HENDRTX, JR. {Ret.)
LLOYD S. ADAMS, JR. (Ret.)
JERRED BLANCEARD (1918-1998)

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:

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 proposal we suppott.

bhn J. Thomason .

OTiwo -

Gi\thomasonjidala\Anslow, Tricia 01-25-02 (Greer's Ferry Lake).wpd
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Tricia Anslow
Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.0O. Box 867
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Ms. Anslow:

We have a small house on the north side of Greers F erry Lake where the terrain is fairly steep down to the
water. My neighbor and I applied for a community dock, which was approved and given a score of 90, I
do not have to explain to you what else we have been through in the past two years in trying to deal with
this issue.

If the boat dock issue does not go through, I have p,rdbably lost the deposit I placed on my boat dock, which
is around $6,500. Of course, the dock builder had no control over the lawsuits by “Save the Lake”, etc.,

and, as far as he was concerned, 1 had a contract with him to build a boat dock and I asked him not to build

it when the plan was pulled. He has stated he cannot refund my money as it was I who told him to hold off
on building it. :

Given the terrain in front of our home, it is very difficult for my children and my wife to get to the water
safely. There are steep rocks and sheer cliffs down to the water, which are very dangerous for little
children. My almost 70-year-old mother was visiting last summer and really could not even get down to
the water close enough to fish, much less get in my boat. :

I currently keep my boat at Lacey’s Marina, which is 20 to 25 minutes away from our hdus’e_:. I have looked
at the Shoreline Management Plan map of proposed sites. Most of the new sites are in areas that are

already occupied with boat docks. If there are already 10 docks in-a cove, Icannot see how adding two
more docks to that cove would make any difference visually to some passerby who might look into the

cove from a boat, etc.

What is unattractive to me is the growing number and size of the commercial boat dock industry on Greers
Ferry Lake. The sheer number of commercial boat docks and the congested traffic around those docks
makes for a fairly unaitractive view, in my opinion. I would venture to say that most of those who are
opposed to the SMP 2000 indeed have boats and probably keep them in one of the large marinas or in their
own private boat slips. This mentality of “I have mine so I don’t want anybody else to have one” is, to me,
a double standard. I would vote for Option 2 or Option 4 of your new plan. :

Siﬁcerely,

. :? y ‘. 7
. E§. %fi: 1?5%?2 - .
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Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom This May Concern:

Unfortunately, most of us can’t afford to live on Eden Isle and many of us can’t afford to pay Joe Lacy
$1,200 a year for the privilege of renting one of his boat slips at the Narrows. There are long waiting
lists at several of the other boat docks around the area, which, in my mind, supports the need for more
private or community docks. By allowing a few of these docks to be scattered around the lake, I think
this will decrease the demand for commercial docks. For those who live or have second homes on the
- lake, this would mean be able to move their boats from the commercial docks, which would open up
more for the general public to come in and enjoy the jake on a more regular basis.

Idonot have a plaCe‘f;f’lake and have been trying to rent a slip at Sugarloaf Marina for several years; the
waiting list is over 20 people long and not changing very quickly. I currently have to haul my boat from
dry storage and go through the hassle of launching the boat and taking it out every time I want to use it. -
If you allow-homeowners to have docks, hopefully it will open up more dock space for. people who want

" t5-enjoy the lake on a tegular basis withiowl Baving to hawl our boats.

~ Sincerely,

2700 B



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
I would support your decision.

Sincerely,

~cfllé/nu W"W



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 F erry Lake as you have done so well

over the last 40 years. If the Corp feels that “alternative 27 is the best of the options, then
I would support your decision.



Janmary 18, 2002

Richard Shelton
P.O. Box 204
Mammoth Spring, AR 72554

Trish Anslow IR
Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867 '

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow,

1 wanted to express my support for the Corp position on allowing limited additional development
on Greer’s Ferry Lake. I felt the editorial in the Sunday, January 6% Democrat-Gazette was totally
unfair to the Corp and their management policies. Articles like this only purpose is to inflame
public opinion and squelch a rational discussion of the competing views of how the lake should
be managed. o '

I do not feel cuiting ynderbrash to ailow better lake access will destroy the appearance of the

lake. Given the wide fluctuations in lake levels, cutting some underbrush and opening up the
forest a little will allow grassy areas to develop along the shoreline and will probably help to

prevent some erosion as well as providing some transition areas for wildlife. T

Given the Corp’s stringent management policies pertaining to dock location and management I
do not think the additional docks will make much difference either if they are not ailowed to
become too large. As a fisheries biologist, I believe the docks will actually provide more cover
for fish and other species and probably enhance fishing. I would be more concerned that the
Corp make sure that adequate parking was available back away from the lake off of Corp _
propezty to provide safe uncongested dock access. One other point, if you are going to allow the
docks, please allow dock owners to provide (aestheticaily pleasing) steps or paths down to the
docks as this will help keep people from unnecessarily trampling natural areas and provide safer

access. ‘ . _

Thank You,

A "“)[ }jﬁ/{i\

Richard Shelton




‘When we moved from California we thought our water skiing and boating would be severely |
limited. Little did we realize that Greers Ferry Lake would be the answer to our dreams, surpassing
any of the lakes we loved to visit in California. No California iake has the beauty, the calm water
skiing, crystal clear water, private dock and fishing all accessible. just feet from the house. We were
so impressed that we purchased fakefront and other properties around Greers Ferry. -

The Corps has to be commended for the good job protecting the Lake. We realize that the Corps
has expended considerable time and expense with the EIS fo meet the NEPA guidelines. The EIS
findings are that no significant impact will occur with the proposed alternative 2. Peer review from
the Tulsa office and Dr. Cantor also confirm these findings. The Save the Lake group has their
answer now, NEPA guidelines have been exceeded, so there is no reason to delay implementing
preferred alternative 2. The opposition has also failed fo read the fine print. Alternative 2 is only
allowing a 1% increase in shoreline dock zoning. Two miles and not the 210 miles they are
claiming with their creative math. Further, Alternative 2 prohibits future zoning requests.

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. Private docks make it easier, more enjoyable, quicker and safer to be a boater on the
lake. Well maintained docks are not an eyesore, or a danger, nor will they add to the poflution or
increase the number of boats on the Lake. People will have boats even without private dock. The
only question is where will they store them; on the shoreline, or at a marina? Aliowing home
~owners to have docks in approved locations will do a lot to spread the boat traffic around the lake,
reducing the unsafe areas like the Narrows and Dam site.

Not allowing private docks gives marinas 2 license fo sprawl. My definition of the “uglification”
referred to in a recent editorial is glaring reflection from the Lacey’s Marina acres of tin roof: the
sinking , broken apart mess that is Heber Spring Marina; the tire istands buffering Hill Creek, and .
others. The marinas are generally in poor condition, congested and dirty. Also private docks are
required to have encapsulated floatation. Pieces of Styrofoam from the marinas litter the entire
shoreline. Everything referred to in that editorial paints a picture of the public marinas and the
growth they will have if more private dock permits are not issued. |

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 -
~ aoTKs wit still leave room to play. T T

The true appeal of Greers Ferry Lake lies in enjoying being in and on the water. Apparently the
SMP rules and regulations that Carl Garner was happy to work under are no longer good enough!

In summary, | think that the controlled growth outlined in Alternative 2 is the best short and
long term plan. Please implement it as soon as possible.

Bill Hebert - s,
PO BOX 3153 M |
Cordova, TN 38016 - '

1Hsl02 | |




January 15, 2002

I am writing in support of the ability of property owners around
Greers Ferry Lake to have a private dock. We enjoy visiting the
lake and have a lot of fun swimming and boating. Having access
to a private dock enhances our enjoyment of the lake. An
increase in dock zoning, of approximately 2 miles, will not hurt
or change the lake. There is so much shoreline that this will not
have a measurable impact. We support Alternative 2.

Donna Nelson
Collierville, Tn

@q\\z\“})
M




Please approve the increase in dock zoning to include the permits that were
issued two years ago. As boaters and frequent visitors to the Lake, we are in
favor of limited and controlled development around the Lake. Addition of a
few docks, as proposed in Alternative 2, will not impact the Lake. Being
able to use a private dock when visiting the Lake is important to us.

N i
//?/ fi‘*ﬂ&? {I//f%{f%mm-_

Scott and Molly Carr
Cordova, TN

1/16/02
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January 15, 2002

Our visits to Greers Ferry Lake have involved a lot of water activities,
water skiing, boating and swimming. The lake was built, in part, for
recreational purposes. The recent objections of the group opposing the plan
to open up a limited number of new dock permits, sounds like they wish to
eliminate the recreational boating and fun on the lake. Greers Ferry is a
pretty lake, and allowing a 1% increase in the dock zoning area is not going
to change its beauty. Approve the new docks and let lake continue to be
used for all its intended recreational uses. We support alternative 2.

QD o

Debbie Farmer and F amily
Cordova, TN






January 07,2002

Trish Anslow
Little Rock Corps eof Engineers
P. 0. Box 867

‘Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

RE: Corps Plan
Dear Ms. Anslow:
Reference the above, a few comments I would like to express.

In my opinion I don't see anything wrong with boat docks,
there could be in place regulations that would be inforceable,
such as upkeep, etc. I know there is lots of negative being -
circulated, and as of the last report I had the negative was
from individuals that already had a dock.

Also, I always enjoy boating around the shoreline and looking
at all rhe beautiful homes, the ones T can see, there are

. numerous homes with lakefrontage that can't even see the
- heautiful lake from their homes, can't even cut the under-

brush. A friend has just built a new home that you can't
even see the water except in winter, granted the lake is
just beautiful in the winter, but wouldn't it be great to
watch people on the lake in the summer also.

' Again, I am for boatdocks and cleaning.

Sincerely,

W’" Lo dirZizars”




January 4, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow -

Planning Environmental and Regulatory Division
U. 8. Army Corps of Engingers

P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers F erry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan - Environmental
Impact Statement

Dear Ms. Anslow:

Thave reviewed the changes proposed by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers to
the Shoreline Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake and feel they will in no way harm
the beauty of the lake but aliow more access such that more people can benefit from the
lake. The additional catting will improve the fire safety to some of the homes around the
lake. The additional boat docks will allow boat owners to keep boats in a location more
convenient to their homes and reduce travel to and from existing larger marinas both by
auto and boat. :

I fully support the proposed Shoreline Management Plan and the Alternatives
contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement of November 2001,

As a property owner on the lake and regular user of Greers Ferry Lake, I also
request that I be added to the mailing list for notices pertaining to this plan and any future
changes to the management of the lake. :

Sincerely,

hor Fon

- Gene Green .
111 N. Century
Memphis, TN 38111
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317 Birchbrook Drive

Heber Spings, AR 72543

~ January 21, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
US Army Corps of Engineers

PO Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

‘As a long-time federal and state taxpayer, T oppose the proposal that the US Corps of

Engineers is proposing for the Greers Ferry Lake shoreline. Everytime I read, “what
could a few more boat docks matter” it makes me cringe. Who is going to decide exactly
how many boat docks down the line are a few?!! Ihave lived and experienced enough of
state and federal laws being changed that I know what a few will comptise in the future.
The Corps should understand that the people who want the changes are a selfish lot and
only thinking of the “now” and not for future generations to enjoy.

Please consider the long time effects of changing the Quality of lifc on Greers F erry Lake.
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174 Skyline Drive . .
- QGreers Ferry, Arkansas 72067
January 14, 2002

Ms. Patricia Anslow,

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

P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

We feel that the proposed plans for Greers Ferry Lake, which have been
long delayed by a few disgruntled individuals, should go forward as planned.
Careful consideration was given to all aspects when it was originally
formulated before being delayed by a ridiculous law suit. The majority

is firmly in agreement.

We have no interest in ever having a boat dock, but the locations for
permits was carefully studied in regard to environmental safety and .
the imited locations involved. In regard to the additional mowing
provision, as property owners whose land adjoins the government
property on the lakeshore, we feel that being able to mow the additional
footage would be extremely helpful, both in containing any fire that
might occur, and to help eliminate the danger of ticks. Our niece was
diagnosed with Lyme's disease after she visited our home! So we do
know first-hand about this danger.

We hope that the long-overdue proposed changes will soon be implemented.

Sincerely,
%«g ee Ffallond
oyce Holland
2. 7
Joe B. Holland




HENRY HobpaEs, P. A.
ATTORNEY AT LAW
SUITE 1722
REGIONS CENTER
400 WEST CAPITOL AVENUE
LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72201-3435

TELEPHONE: 501-375-0400
TELEFAX! 501-372-3482

January 17, 2002

Ms. Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corp of Engmeers

P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203 0867

Re:  Greers Ferry Lake
Dear Ms. Anslow:

Please accept this letter stating my opposition to the proposed Corp of Engineer plan to add
ninety-three (93) boat docks to the lake, including nine (9) 20-slip docks in the coming months and
years. o

Please don’t ruin a wonderful asset for this state.

Kind regards.
Sincerely,
[
oo Léj &D = %ZA 5
. Henry Hodg

HH/sm
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Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

~Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am writing about the boat dock issue on Greers Ferry Lake. I am not concerned about
adding a few boat docks to a limited number of highly selected areas on the 275+ mile
shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake: what concerns me is the proliferation of commercial boat
docks on the lake, especially at the Narrows, where it is already extremely dangerous. If
about 75% of the boat dock permits reguested are for two to four stall boat docks, that
means that there will be significantly less need for further expansion of the commercially
owned docks.

Many docks in these areas are unattractive and broken down with pieces of Styrofoam
floating all around them from the old floatation system. At least the 93 zoned areas for
private docks will be a more modern, pleasing, and less polluting type.

It seems that most of the new boat docks are in areas where there are previously zoned
docks in-place and mostly hidden away in coves and other areas that are less visible from
someone cruising on the main body of the lake. To look info a cove and see nine boat
docks instead of seven, to me, is not significant. T would vote for Option 2 of the
Shoreline Management Plan.or, as a second cheice, Option 4.

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

i d fosr




January 9, 2002

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
PO Box 867
Little Rock AR 72203-0867

Dear Sirs:

T'am against the Corps of Engineers plan to allow some 90 or so new private
docks on Greeis Ferry Lake. Iam also against the proposal to allow the area along the
shore where mowing would be allowed from 50 feet to 100 feet. We have enough over-
developed lakes in Arkansas already. Iwould hate to see Greers Ferry Lake become
another Lake Hamilton.

I'have enjoyed the clear waters of Greers F erry Lake for over 30 years, so much
so that my husband and I recently purchased a home that over looks the lake. I'would
like the view that we have to remain the way it is and not become a view of boat docks
and a shoreline stripped of vegetation.

Sincerely, |

Beth Kremers _
3831 Ridge Road
North Little Rock AR 72116




Page 1 of 1

From: ikrumrey <ikrumrey@cswnet.com>

To:  gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. <gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mii.>
Date:  Monday, December 10, 2001 4:56 P

Subject: Shore Management Plan

If you are tailying the votes on the proposed SMP as presented in the
- meeting held by the Corp last week, please list me as being in complete-
opposition to it and give me credit for an emphatic NO

There are several reasons for this. but the primary one is the proposal o
add 93 additional docks. In my opinion, it is absolutely ridiculous for
your "experts” to indicate that this would have littie or no effect on the
cleanliness of the water. 1-have lived on this lake for 26 years and have

- always appreciated the efforts of the Corp in the past trying to maintain
its overall appearance and cleanliness. Even with their efforts, we can see
some deterioration over this period of time. Adding 93 docks with capacity
of over 1500 slips, leaking oil, gas, and other refuse wouid certainly muddy
up these waters. -

I also cannot possibly imagine how the papers can quote the head of the Corp
. of Engineers as saying "This is what the people want" especially after one

by one they stood up at the meeting expressing their displeasure with the

plan. [certainly hope the Corp does not bow to the one or two Realtors or

businessmen that express their opinion

only to realize quick, temporary profits at the expense of the common

citizens.

2 S omaidii) A Alaar cainy X




Mary Jane Kessinger
1212 Silverwood Trail
N. Little Rock, AR 72116-5138
501-791-2110
January 9, 2002

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Ansiow,

Although my husband and I do not own property on Greers Ferry Lake, we have always
taken much pride in its beauty and cleanliness. Now we learn this is about to come to an

- end and it will if the building of docks is permitted. The purity of the water and the

beauty of the landscape will be lost forever.

- We are surprised the Army Corps of Engineers would consider allowing this to happen.
Before it is too late we implore you to put an end to this consideration and leave the arca

as it is today.

Sincerely vours,

My Jretonga

Deon L. Kessinger and
Mary Jane Kessinger




6. LAY KELLEY
P.O. Box 7269
LitTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72217

January 6, 2002

Ms. Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corp of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

AGAINST THE INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF BOAT DOCKS
AGAINST THE CHANGE IN SHORELINE MOWING

Our address is 1164 Fox Chase Road, Eden Isle. This is the last house on the
lake approaching Point 4 from the Eden Isle Marina. :

We built the home in 1964. We now have great-grandchildren, teenagers, who
are using the facility. We have secn enough expansion. Let’s leave something
for our great-grandchildren.

We do not want another Hood’s Canal, Puget Sound, where you cannot see the
water for the boat docks.

/j}::mﬂ‘{u@% | Z ngﬁ]%//%%/

Jacqueline F. Kelley Kelley

GLK/nsp




- 269 Germantown ‘Bend Cove
Cordova, TN 38018

Army Corp of Engineers
Box 867 _
Little Rock, AR 72203

RE Greers Ferry Lake

January 18, 2002 |

Dear Ms Ansiow:

I'have owned property at Greers Ferry Lake for a long time.

I support the Corps planned increase in the mowing area and new dock permits; alternative # 2.
The Corps has gone to great fengths to ensure that this plan will not have negative impacts on the
lake. The EIS and its review by the Tuisa Corps office and Dr. Larry Canter confirm that alf NEPA
guidelines have been met and exceeded. ' :

This plan will help equalize the random way in which boat dock permits have been issued in the
past. There are many areas around the [ake where

Docks exist, yet neighbors in adjacent areas were denied permits. Denying new dock permits will
not reduce the number of boats on the lake. It will just encourage the growth of the commercial
marinas, which are already eyesores and will just increase the congestion and accidenis around
the marina areas. Alfowing more private docks will spread the boating traffic around the lake and
increase safety. :

As a property owner, with a young child, increasing the mowing area to 100" is an important safety
issue, not only for fire control but also to reduce the chance of a snake encounter around our
home. '

The Save the Lake group asked for an EIS, it was done as requested. The Corps regulations,
development under previous tenure, require that it implement the public's request, which was io
allow more docks and increased mowing areas. It is now time to approve Altemative #2 because
there will be no significant impact to Greers Ferry Lake.

Respectiully;

GlenHurt - ..




Patrician Anslow | Jan 14, 2002

- Little Rock District

Corps of Engineers
PO Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

I am writing to express concern about the proposed Shoreline Management
Plan for Greers Ferry Lake. From what I see of it, it is motivated by those
who stand to make a profit from the destruction of the shoreline environment
of this beautiful body of water.

I am currently a retired Professor whose research and teaching has dealt with
use of land in ways to preserve what we have left of an environment friendly
to the human. I have observed and worked in the vicinity of the Lake of the
Ozarks, and first hand have seen (watched over the years) the destruction of a
beautiful body of water by over development of a shoreline. I am aware of the
Lake Hamilton fiasco of development along the shore, and would not want to
even wade in that water. T own property on upper Table Rock Lake, and
currently am very concerned about the fish kills in the lake, the algal content

‘of the water that 30 years ago was not troubled by anything like that, and by

the congestion along the shorelines east of Highway 13 crossing on that lake.

Whatever the developers want now, they should remember that the land and
its properties belong more to our children than to us. What will it profit a
person to gain a few bucks, and leave a poisoned place for our kids and
grandkids to live? The Corps has done a good job of trying to resist the
pressures of development. Why change that now?

David T Lewis %&MM";

2520 Penny Lane
Rogers AR 72758
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John R. Gillenwater & ASSOCiatCS, Inc.

10801 Executive Center Drive, Suite 209
Little Rock, Arkansas 72211

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

Attn: Patricia Anslow

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Ar 72203-0867

Gentlemen:

I am writing in total support of the preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management
Plan at Greers Ferry Lake. I understand there is determined effort to prevent its
implementation so I do want to add my comments specifically aimed at the boatdock
‘oumay recognize that T was one of those who ‘was previously
issned a permit during the year 2000 prior to the plan being overturned by the Court.

First, a little background. I am a native Arkansan and raised my children twenty years
ago vacationing at Greers Fery Lake during the summer time where they learned to ski.
No one has greater respect for the beauty of the lake and a strong desire to preserve its

 cleanliness than I do. Almost three years ago my wife and I realized a dream by being

able to purchase a home on Hurricane Bay.

Those opposing the plan cry about the additional docks marring the scenery of the lake
and yet areas like Hurricane Bay are already lined with docks. The ¢xtremely small
number of proposed new permits would be less noticeable than some of the community
docks now being constructed under the existing plan.

The opposition uses the argument that the docks would also lead to additional pollution

‘because of the additional number of boats that would ensue. That is an empty argument. I

currently maintain two slips at a commercial marina with boats already in the water. To
the contrary, not getting a dock could lead me to the decision to purchase a pontoon boat
as so0 many other property owners have done. My being allowed to have a dock in no way

~ can increase the possibility of my spilling gasoline.

In summary, 1 appléud your efforts to be sensitive to the needs of the property owners of
the lake and recognize the proposed plan as your response to those needs. Please do carry
through with proposed changes in the shoreline management.

Cordially,

fii‘i% I

s
7
T

JohnR. Gillenwater -

501-221-6050 « 800-364-8260 + jrgassoc@swbell.net

Securities offered through Tower Square Securities, Inc, - Member NASD / SIPC
John R. Gillenwater & Associates, Ine. is not affiliated with Tower Square Securities, Inc.
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Ms. Patricia Ansiow

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

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are opposed to the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers plans for the Greers Ferry Lake. The
answer for this lake is not more docks and closer to the water mowing
of the vegetation. '

We have watched our weekend neighbors for the past three years violate
the Corps mowing rules and have seen up close and personal the erosion.
Since they set their mowers too low, they burn the grass and when there is
not grass and the rains come, you have mud moving downhill toward the
water’s edge. They feel that is not a problem since they are only here

8 or 10 weekends a year. We have to live with the mess they make and

as one said to me, I don’t care about the rules, I just come here to have
fun.

We also have seen what unrestricted amounts of boat docks can do

to alake. We have seen it first hand, since relatives live on Beaver

Lake which has a water clarity that is horrible and beaches that are

a disgrace. Ifboat docks are so good for a lake, why are boat docks
not allowed on lakes being built by the Corps since 1974. We retired
here because the lake is so natural and pristine. We want it to stay that
way. We realize that tourism is money, but at what firture cost. ' The lake
is so crowded on the weekends that one takes his life in his hands to just
take a ride with fiiends or visitors. When do we say, enough is enough.

Please add our oppositioﬁ to the Corps proposed Shoreline Management
Plan-Environmental Impact Statement for Greers F erry Lake.

Sincerely .
At & pn. bt
Art and Gloria Glider

2533 BeachDr. - ..
Heber Springs, AR



January 8, 2002

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Carps of Engineers
PO Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203

Subject: Opposal to Greers Ferry Dock Proposal

Dear Ms. Anslow;

I'am an infrequent visitor to Greers Ferry Lake. | go to the lake because of its unigueness and
pristing beauty. It is a beautiful, relatively unspoiled lake very much fike Lake Quachita. | do not -
go to see the houses and boat docks or carefully manicured lawns.

I am firmly opposed to the Corps proposal to allow 90 or more new private boat docks to be
built on the lake, and the proposal to reduce the zone around the iake from 100 feet to 50
feet. | fear that the Corps is subscumbing to pressure from the monied few that can afford
houses on Greers Ferry, and special interest groups [e.g. Realtors] that stand to benefit from
increased docks and residents around the lake. It appears to be no coincidence that this
proposal is happening after the Corps Resident Engineer Carl Garner retired.

The Corps should carefully consider Mr. Garners' advice not to allow the new docks because it
will make it easier to allow more encroachments on the lake in the future. if the Corps can't
trust the judgment of someone that has been involved with the lake for 30 years, who can
they-trust?

If { owned a house on Greers Ferry no doubt | would be lobbying for a boat dock of my own
because of its convenience and enhancement to my property values. However for the masses
of people that visit the lake without living or it, it seems a shame that the self-serving needs of
the privileged few will be able to despoil the lake. And the needs of these privileged few are the
shallow needs of convenience, not needs of necessity.

The very premise of the Corps proposal to allow more private docks appears illogical to me.
There are adequate public docks, boat storage and public launch facilities strategically and
deligently placed at Greers Ferry by the Carps to meet the stated objective of opening up the
lake to more people: It is almost as if the Corps is discounting all the careful and hard work it
has done in the past. There are two lakes in Arkansas that can serve as very different models
of the consequence of “opening” up lakes: Lake Hamilton, which afiows muitiple private boat
docks; or Lake Quachita, which allows no building around the lake. | know which lake is more
representative of the “natural state”.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. | hope your decision is to keep Greers Ferry as it
isl '

Sincerely, . -':_: | égé;ﬂ,éﬁ

E .David Easley
1 Ken Circle
Little Rock, AR 72207 -501-864-9058
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January 9, 2002

Patricia Ansiow
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

~ P.O.Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867
Dear Ms. Anslow,
Subj: Greers Ferry Lake

This Jetter has been prompted by a recent ad in the Heber Springs, Sun Times Newspaper on
Jan9, 2002.

I am opposed to the New Shoreline Management Plan for the following reasons:

Commercial Docks are maintained year round by their owners, as they are a source of income

for their owners. Private docks are usually not well maintained.

As the Jake level rises and falls continually I have observed (over the years) numerous docks
are usually left high and dry each year (or just washed away} and not retrieved until the water
catches up with them again. '

A substantial number of current lake front property owners (and visitors) tend to leave an
abundance of trash, boats, life jackets, skis, coolers, fishing poles, soda bottles etc each
season. Wasn’t that part of the reason for the Lake Clean-Up in the first place?

) The Corps currently doesn’t have the man power (or budget) to enforce the current rules as

they apply to leaving boats moored, lake tags, Arkansas registration tags, proper life jackets,

- grass mowing, etc. So how could they possibly begin to cope with the “dock monster” that

has been proposed.
Well,............ I guess you get my drift.

Please leave things as they are. Most everybody is extremely happy with Greers Ferry Lake
asitis. _

Sincerely,

(Wt

Al Dierdorf
759 Christopher Dr.
Quitman, AR 72131
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January 15, 2001

Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

P.O. box 867 .

Little Rock AR 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan ~ Environmental Impact
Statement

Ms. Anslow:

| I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake

contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers in November 2001. I am opposed to all Alternatives contained in the draft

- Environmental Impact Statement of November 2001,

I have sailed on Greers Ferry Lake for 25 years. We selected Greers Ferry Lake because
of its natural beauty and its relatively unspoiled and natural shoreline when compared to
chqr’_’_ Mid-south lakes. In my opinion, the proposed management plan threatens to spoil .
the very attributes that make Greers Ferry Lake the treasure that it is.

The plan apparently favors a few landowners and developers to the detriment of the .
general public. T .can assure you that there is no public outcry for additional private docks
or clearing of vegetation. Tt is astounding that the Corps would propose a plan that so
clearly favors a small segment of the public at the expense of the public at large. The

 suspicions that are raised by such a proposal damage the credibility of the Corps and raise .

questions about the motivation behind the proposal.

I have heard no one voice any support for the proposal. On the contrary, every sailor,
boater and fisherman that I have encountered has expressed opposition to the proposed
management plan. Most are incredulous that the plan was ever put forth in its current
form.

Please count me in opposition to the proposed Shoreline Management Plan.

Sincerely, =
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mne" P- Robert P. Flanagan
P.0. Box 359 Phone: (501) 362-6446

Hanagan Tk |
“_l““

Sunday, January 13, 2002

Ms. Tricia 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 Plan for Greers
Ferry Lake contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by
the Corps in November 2061 that would among other things increase the number
of boat docks on the lake and-increase the area in which mowing is allowed. I
favor the continuation of the 1994 Shoreline Management Plan.

I'served in the Corps of Engineers from 1960 to 1994. During this period I
spent about 17 years in the Vicksburg District and 16 years in the North Pacific
Division. During this time I served as Chief of Engineering, Chief of Planning
and Chief of Project Management. IRetired as the North Pacific Division’s
Director of Planning and Engineering (an S.E.S. position) in 1994. During this
time I had the opportunity to visit Corps lakes across the country. It was
obvious to me that our most precious treasures were our lakes with minimum
development. That is what attracted us to Greers Ferry when we selected our
retirement home site. -

I know your District Commander’s charge is to make a decision that is in
the best public interest. What is a mystery to me is why the Corps continues to
push a plan that is to me clearly not in the best public interest. Have the rules

chang:l;%muc in eifh}years?
ert P _F‘l&éﬁz/y
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04 January 2002

Corp of Engineers

Greers Ferry Lake

Heber Springs, Arkansas

RE: Support of Proposals 2 & 5 of the Shoreline Management Plan 2000

Dear Sirs,

Our family has been enjoying the beauty of Greers Ferry Lake for over 30 years, We

have camped, owned a houseboat, owned lake front in an area approved for boat docks -

and currently reside in the “Pristine™ area between the Dam and Dam Site Marina.

As we enjoyed the lake this past summer, I took particular notice of the extreme
expansion of many of the commercial marinas. Most looked good because of their new
clean, fresh modern additions, but because they are now so spread out and intrusive they
are unsightly and cause hazards for campers and boaters. Some of the waterway areas
have become narrow and cramp. We now avoid places like the narrows and around the
dam site because of the traffic and debris floating around which can harm people as well
as boats and motors. ' -

I have seen some of the NEW private docks that appear to be well constructed,
maintained, uniform in appearance and actually DO NOT DO as much damage to the
shore line as the older disintegrating boat docks/houses or the many boats that are pulled
up on shore. There are tires, large rubber mats, ropes, anchors & buoys that could all be
eliminated with the replacement of a nice neat private boat dock that would be a lot more
eye appealing and safer for the boaters and swimmers.

1 love this lake. We knew some 30 years ago when we first came here tent camping that
some day we wanted to retire here. I would do nothing to intentionally harm a place that
I have so much invested in, and I mean the love of. I would much rather see uniformity
throughout the lake. I think the commercial marinas should be held to a higher standard.
It appears that the Private Docks are neater, the buoyancy systems are cleaner and
contained where as the comruercial docks have Styrofoam hooked together with cable °
and wire. They are breaking up in chunks, and I mean chunks, from the size of a grape
(by the thousands) to the size of a 1 foot thick 3x3 foot block (we have had two large
sections wash up on our shore line). They break loose and float freely causing skiers and
boats to dodge this debris. Other marinas have hundreds of tires floating in the water
(what is this doing for the fish and the environment ?) I understand the demand for
commercial boat storage facilities. But if you listen to the owners of these establishments
you will hear them clearly express their concern for loss revenue if private docks are
permitted. My own situation is like that of so many other property owners, I presently
store my boat on my property in the winter. In the summer I tie it up on your shoreline,
floating on tires to keep from tearing up the bottom of my boat and to hopefully diminish
the deteration of the shoreline. I use ropes, anchors, and buoys off the rear to detour

e e e e



424 Belmont Acres Circle
Tumbling Shoals, AR 72581




William C. Simmons
424 Belmont Acres Circle
Tumbling Shoals, Arkansas
72581

Corps of Engineers
Greers Ferry Lake .

4 January 2002

Subj: Proposed Shore Line Management Plan Input

The Corps of Engineers has requested public input on the proposed Shore Line
Management plan (SMP). This letter constitutes my preferences for changes to
the SMP as it pertains to the five alternatives proposed by the Corps:

1.

Concerning limited development zoning: I support alternative 5 as my
primary vote. Failing this alternative getting a majority of the peoples
votes I want my vote to default to alternative 2.  Alternative 2 allows
some boat docks but not as many as alternative 5 does.

Concerning Vegetative Modification: I support no changes to the current
restrictions that only allows mowing of vegetation fifty feet from the
foundation of a habitable structure. The Corps should actively promote
planting of appropriate vegetation along the shore line to cut down on
erosion.

. Concerning restrictions on boats with sleeping quarters: Abolish separate

rules in the SMP and follow state rules.

Concerning grand fathered docks: Adopt district policy that allows limited
improvements to grand fathered docks. However, I strongly support an
amendment that would require all docks on the lake to be brought up to the
requirements of a new dock and that owners of all docks on the lake are
maintained properly or that person would lose their permit.

310




I would also like to see some language in the SMP that allows, with an
appropriate permit, adjacent land owners to place natural native stone along the
water line to help stop erosion. This is in the best interests of the Corps and
adjacent land owners. Without an effective erosion abatement program in effect
the land will, in due course, erode to the white line (property line). At that time
Corps regulations become mute. '

I firmly believe that the Corps of Engineers are good stewards of Greers Ferry
Lake and are to be commended for all the improverents made to the lake since
its inception. | . '
Sincerely,

[l €S

William C. Simmons
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HERSCHEL H. FRIDAY {1522-1994)
WILLIAM H. SUTTON, P.A.
BYRON M. EISEMAN,-JR., P.A.
JOE D. BELL, P.A.

JAMES A. BUTTRY, P.A.
FREDERICK 5. URSERY, P.A.
OSCAR E. DAVIS, IR, P.A:
JAMES C. CLARK, IR, P.A.
THOMAS P. LEGGETT, P.A.
JOHN DEWEY WATSON, P.A.
PAUL B. BENHAM IIL, P.A.
LARRY W. BURKS, F.A.

A, WYCKLIFF NISBET, IR., P.A.
JAMES EDWARD HARRIS, P.A.
J. PHILLIP MALCOM, P.A.
JAMES M. SIMPSON, P.A.
JAMES M. SAXTON, P.A.

J. SHEPHERD RUSSELL III, P.A.
DONALD H. BACON, P.A.
WILLIAM THOMAS BAXTER, P.A.
BARRY E. COPLIN, F.A.
RICHARD D. TAYLOR, P.A.

JOSEPH B. HURST, IR., P.A.
ELIZABETH ROBEEN MURRAY, P.A.
CHRISTOPHER HELLER, P.A.
LAURA HENSLEY SMITH, P.A.
ROBERT 5. SHAFER, P.A. X
WILLIAM M. GRIFFIN 1IL, P.A.
MICHAEL 8. MOORE, P.A. -
DIANE 8. MACKEY, P.A.
WALTER M. EBEL IIL, P.A.
KEVIN A. CRASS, P.A.

WILLIAM A. WADDELL, IR., P.A.
SCOTT J. LANCASTER, P.A.

M. GAYLE CORLEY, P.A.
ROBERT E. EEACH, IR, P.A.

J. LEE BROWN, P.A.

JAMES C. BAKER, IR, P.A.
HARRY A, LIGHT, P.A.

SCOTT K. TUCKER, P.A.

GUY ALTON WADE, P.A.

FRICE C. GARDNER, P.A.

TONIA P. JONES, P.A.

DAVID D. WILSON, P.A.

Ms. Patricia Anslow
Plamming, Environmental and
Regulatory Division

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
POB 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re;

Dear Ms. Anslow:

FRIDAY ELDREDGE & CLARK

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

A LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP

www fridayfirm.com

2000 REGIONS CENTER
400 WEST CAPITOL

LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72201-3493

TELEFPHONE 501-376-2011
FAX 561-376-2147

3425 NORTH FUTRALL DRIVE, SUITE 103
FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS 72703-4811

TELEFHONE §501-895-2017
FAX 501-895-2147

208 NORTH FIFTH STREET
BLYTHEVILE, ARKANSAS 72315
TELEPHONE 879-762-2508
FAX 870-762-2918

Janmary 4, 2002

JEFFREY H. MOORE, P.A.

DAVID M. GRAF, P.A.

CARLA GUNNELS SPAINHOUR, P.A.
JOEN C. FENDLEY, IR., P.A

JONANN ELIZARETH CONIGLIO, P.A.

R. CHRISTOPHER LAWSON, P.A.
GREGORY D. TAYLOR, P.A.
TONY L. WILCOX, P.A.

FRAN C. HICKMAN, P.A.
BETTY . DEMORY, P.A.
LYNDA M. JOENSON, P.A.
JAMES W, SMITH, P.A.
CLIFFORD W. PLUNKETT, P.A.
DANIEL L. JERRINGTON, P.A.
MARVIN L. CHILDERS

K. COLEMAN WESTBROCK, JR.
ALLISON 1. CORNWELL
ELLEN-M. OWENS

JASON B. HENDREN

BRUCE B. TIDWELL

MICHAEL E. KARNEY

KELLY MURPEY MCQUEEN

Greers Ferry Lake - Shoreline Management Plan

IOSEPH P. MCKAY
ALEXANDRA A IFRAN
JAY T. TAYLOR
MARTIN A. KASTEN
BRYAN W. DUKE
JOSEPH G. NICHOLS
ROBERT T. SMITH
RYAN A. BOWMAN
TIMOTHY €. EZELL

T. MICHELLE ATOR
KAREN $. HALBERT
SARAH M. COTTON
PHILIP B. MONTGOMERY
KRISTEN 8. RIGGINS
ALAN G. BRYAN

OF COUNSEL
B.53. CLARK
WILLIAM L. TERRY
WILLIAM L. PATTON, JR.
H.T. LARZELERE, P.A.
JOHN C. ECHOLS, P.A.
AD. MCALLISTER

WILLLAM L. TERRY
LITTLE ROGK

TEL $01-370-1358
FAX 501-244.5351

My wife, Elizabeth K. Terry, and I are the owners of #480 Shady Cove Horizontal P.roperty‘

Regime located on Eden Isle, Cleburne County,
25, 2001.

Arkansas. Please refer to our prior letter of January

' Again, our interest is solely upon the matter of movﬁng restrictions and is not upon the issue
of construction of new boat dock facilities on the lake. :

This is to advise that Mrs. Terry and I fully support Alternative No. 2, being the Preferred
Alternative, which provides for authorization for mowing from habitable structures being increased

from 50 to 100 feet, but subject to a minimum 50-foot buffer from the veg

shoreline ba_ck from the lake.

etated edge of the




A January 4, 2002
i Page 2

Please consider this letter our "comment sheet" as to the Shoreline Management Plan for
Greers Ferry Lake, currently under consideration. This sets forth our position for the Environmental
Impact Statement for the Plan. We are residents of Little Rock, but we and our family spend much
t1me on Greers Ferry Lake and have been doing so for a number of years now. -

Respectfully submitted,

m@

William L. Terry

WLT/ms
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From: Fisher Walter [mailto:walt@ipa.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 8:59 PM
To: "Tricia Anslow"

Cc: "Greers Ferry SMPB"

Subject: No to Greers Ferry Lake SMp

Date: January 27, 2002
To:. ‘ Ms. Patricia Anslow

U3 Army Corps of Engineers, Little Rock District Planning
Division : :
Fronm: Judith A. Fisher .

9 Bluff View Drive
Quitman, AR 72131

I am opposed to the proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers‘Ferry Lake
{alternative 2) by the Corps of Engineers. .

Your plan is ECONOMICALLY questionable'and environmentally destructive.
Frivate interests are placated, and a healthy lake and the public are the

losers. Instead of ovpening the floodgates for more docks (with as many as 20

slips in each), polluting the water with 2 300 percent increase in cut
vegetation, and ruining the aesthetics of a Natural treasure; save taxpayers
money in the long run and disposs of your Shoreline Management Plan (alternative
2. .

Clean water is a crucial resource for drinking, recreation, fishing, support
of biodiversity, and sheer aesthetic enjoyment. The tradition of flushing
wastes away is a human characteristic and more and more chemicals from washing
of boats, painting of boats, maintenance products, motor oil and gas will
emanate from the addition of more docks. Water shortage and poor water quality
are linked because contamination reduces the supply of water and increases the
cost of treating water to make it safe. Prevention is among the most cost-
effective means of increasing water supplies: esa.sdsc.edu.

Lacey's gas spills have happened more than once and observed and stated as such
to the Marina. And their docks are "only" 8 inches over the stated limit by the
Corps. The Narrows connects one part of the Lake to the other and is in a very
high traffic area, especially on holidays. Despite complaints to the Corps
grandfathered docks such as Laceys continue unfettered. Greers Ferry Lake is
completely enveloped by dry counties (Van Buren and Cleburne}, yet wet bars are
a part of the advertisement for their luxury houseboats. Public safety cohcerns
have been seen and noted Figure 3-9,.

"Nonpoint pollution can be reduced by vegetation.” Public Rffairs Office,
Ecological Society of America. The best treatment for the effects water
pollution has on our health is prevention., EPA office of Water "Preventing
drinking water contamination at the source makes sense: good public health
sense; good economic sense, and good environmental sense.” Historically the
uninformed and self-interested behaviors of dischargers have degraded water
resources in the US and throughout the world (EPA and CWA report). Excess
sediment can fill lakes, smother aquatic life, cloud water, and block sunlight. -
Sediment can also carry other pollutants into it. Erosion and runoff are
primary sources of this pollutant."p 27 HBenefits Assessment of Water Pollution
Control Programs since 1972. Inadequately treated sewage (Narrows), storm water
drains, mowing are sources of pollutants which can cause diseases. Areas found
to have the most serious soil limitaticns were the Narrows, Lakeshore, A.
Branch, Peter Rock, and Frontier Canyon.4.3.2.2. Water Quality Short-term and
long-term minor indirect adverse impacts would be expected under your Preferred
Alternative."




Any degradatidn of water may reduce the enjoyment humans receive from viewing
water resources. "Declining ecosystem health may in turn generate changes in
the quantity or quality of recreational activities or a change in human health-

cr health risks."p49 Corps study The Narrows channel already has bank erosion

and poor septic tanks. High Phosphorcus levels come from fertilizers, sewage,
manure and detergents from runoff. “Excess nutrients overstimulate the growth
of agquatic weeds and algae, leading to "blooms," oxygen depletion, and elevated
levels of sediment accumulation.” P 27EPA Jan. 2000 Excess fertilization and
manure production cause a P surplus, which accumulates in scil. Some of this
surplus is transported in soil runoff to aquatic ecosystems. Recovery is often
slow." Esa.sdsc.edu

Realtcors and your own cover page/spine back disc picture show no docks.
Realtors are already advertising lots with boat docks prematurely. The plan is
beneficial to private interest, not public. Some realtors are asking for two
docks, each with 20 slips. Poor water quality and aesthetics will undermine the
almighty dollar for the realtor and eventually visitors will choose another
lake. A selfish person delights in short term gratification and purposely
ignores long term benefits. Economic, environmental, and social values are
complementary and interdependent and all three should work together over time
(typically more than one generation.)

The writer of this document guestions your reviewers' expertise: i,e. 2-3
years experience of many preparers and a company that has NO bases in Arkansas.
54 boat rides and 23 car rides, phone calls, and outdated laws do not saeem to
add credence to your study. Some laws and Water Pollution Acts were published
years before the Lake was dedicated. We can learn z lot from the demise of other
Lakes and from Carl Garner (resident engineer for decades} in interview August
2001. The Federal Register (1991) states no more docks on new Corps lakes and
no docks on Lake Ouchita. The Assistant Marager of Lake Lanier has already
prophesized the deterioration of Greers Ferry Lake if pollution prevention and
erosion prevention are not practiced. {BOTH are ecologically and ECONOMICALLY
rewarding).

Some discrepancies in your study: p. 70Alternative 3 plan does not word
similarly to p. 76 Alternative 3 plan ("at least until the next review") added
on p. 76 4.3.2.1 Hydrogeology/Groundwater Your statement is incorrect. The
groundwater does have effect on the lake because most of it runs down slopes to
the Lake.

What about the view and effect Ffrom the Bluffs? It is completely different
from the pictures in your study because those docks are readily seen and not
hidden by trees that are no longer there. Rarely do- photos of our Lake used by
reaitors or anyone else show docks (look at yours).

Pope John Paul Jar.l, 1990 "In ocur day, there is a growing awareness that
world peace is threatened not only by the arms race, regional conflicts and

" continued injustices among peoples and nations, but also by a lack of DUE

RESPECT FOR NATURE, by the plundering of natural resocurces and by a progressive
decline in the quality of life. Moreover, a new ECOLOGICAL AWARENESS is
beginning to emerge which, rather than being downplayed, ought to be encouraged
to develop into concrete programs." In the Book of Genesis "And God saw
everything he had made, and behold IT WAS VERY GOOD,' "™ WE CANNOT INTERFERE IN
ONE AREA OF THE ECOSYSTEM WITHOUT PAYING DUE ATTENTION BOTH TO THE CONSEQUENCES
OF SUCH INTERFERENCE IN OTHER AREAS AND TO THE WELL BEING OF FUTURE
GENERATICONS."

Trees are coming down so the views open up, underbrush makes way for green
lawns and then the flow of chemicals, sediment and pollution flows into the
Lake. We can se¢ it from the Bluffs. The SMP of 1994 with tighter restrictions
for the good ¢f the Lake is the reason that many retirees, including myself
chese to live here. Development is occurring without your alternative 2. There
is plenty of work for the Corps; oftentimes there are no permit tags on docks
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and people are ripping out trees. Paths to docks have widened and iead straight
to the Lake instead of meandering. P. 239 Corps study In examining the latest
preferred SMP and in analyzing the goings-on of the Corps since Tommy Park has
been in office, the message is that property owners no longer have to meet a
siew of requirements (no arrangement is made for 24 hour surveillance of absent
owners of. docks). The floodgate for applications from property owners and
realtors has opened. The Corps of Enginsers Reform Act of 2001 Congress finds
the following: p.3 1 {(b)To ensure that the Nation's water resources investments
are economically justified and enhance the environment. {6)To ensure that

‘environmental analyses be considered as co-equal to economic

analyses...... impacts on the health of aguatic ecosystems.

From your own admission "given the current public preference for an
uncluttered shoreline, your study "would reduce the scenic integrity of the
Lake's shoreline."” While the plan benefits less than 90 (who would pollute so
many people’'s view and water), those same people should share in the cost of
such an apprehensible plan. What is insignificant to a few is very important to
others as evidenced by the thousands of letters, postcards, e-mail, and letters
to the editors showing widespread opposition to the Corps preferred plan. In
fact, the editors of the Little Rock Arkansas Democrat Gazette and Heber Springs
Sun Times have written very terse editorials opposing the proposed Shoreline
Management Plan (alternative 2).

Realtors mitigating environmental damage are despicable. Far better, to make
every effort to avoid the damage .altogether. Here we go again: Is the Corps
promoting an ecologically intrusive (erosion and riparian habitat degradation)
project backed by political interests?

How do you weigh the advantages of a pristine view arnd a pollution free lake?’
Your assistance in' the preservation of the naturail beauty of the lake shoreline
and becoming good stewards of the water quality will be appreciated both now and
in the future. . ‘
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Ms. Patricia Anslow

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

P.O. Box 867

Littie Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re:~ Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Ptan -
Env:ronmental Impact Statement

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am opposed. to the proposed Shoreime Management Plans for Greers _
Ferry Lake containad in the draft. Envirenmentel Impact Statemant issusd by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engmeers in November 2001 that would. (a) increase the num-
ber of private multislip boat docks permitted on the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the
Lake to allow for permitting of private 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.

I am opposed to all Alternatlves contamed in the draft Envuronmental impact
Statement of November 2001.

yf":?e@"%m/@m:

Printed name:
Address: .T@ Claire [bo']tf&lr-
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Me ber S/D}—jmJS" HP Tas5¢3

——— e B200




Dear Editor:

Over a quarter of a century ago I fell in love with this lake. Tt was a case of “love at first sight.”
Thirty three years later it still gives me a thrill to look down at the awesome beauty from atop
the Mt at the junction of Hwy 5 and 16. We were so smitten by the beauty of the terrain and the
clear water that we bought lakeside property in a small cove in 1972..

From 1972 through 1976 we spent every weekend possible on a group-owned houseboat or
motel up here. After a week or weekend of breathing the crisp/clean mountain air it just got to
be too painful to go back to urban living. So, in December of 1976, we moved to our lakeside
haven where we have lived daily for the past 25 years.

I would like to share some observations of this past quarter century. The Corps has made
periodic changes in the shoreline manageraent. After each change there is always some group
that is happy with the change and some group unhappy.

A few years ago a small group of us got upset over the plan to divert lake water to cities and
towns miles away. We formed “Friends of the Lake, Inc.” Like “Chicken Little,” we thought
- the sky was falling as horror stories were told that Greers Ferry Lake would become a “mud
puddle” and look like Lake X or Lake Y in some other states. Well, the Corps prevailed and
there are a multitude of people that are drinking some of the finest water in the world. Tknow
this for a fact as I have drunk a gallon or two untreated. I was asked how the “raw water”
affected me and I replied the 1* cup is sreat and the 2* makes you want to spawn! All of the
dire things predicted with the water diversion never happened. The lake looks like it always
lookediand I was a little embarrassed that I got caught up in the “sky is falling” mentality.
Several of the original group of “Friends of the Lake” just dropped out. It was taken over by a
new group of well-meaning people. The new cause is the Shore Management Plan (SMP).
Some of the rumors or scare tactics remind me of the water diversion fiasco.

Some observation: The word pristine is used quite often. Pristine is what the Little Red was
before the dam was built. The lake is man-made and does not qualify for the word pristine,

The comparison is often made to Lake Hamilton or the Lake of the Ozarks. Lake Hamilton was
built as a commercial enterprise by AP&L in 1932 to furnish electricity to the city of Hot
Springs. To quote a Website describing Lake Hamilton [ quote”Lake Hamilfon is a commereial
lake - everything along the shoreline is a residence, restaurant, hotel, motel or business of some

- sortetc ete.” The Lake of the Ozarks was built by an electric company out of St. Louis in the

1930's and is a commercial enterprise. At one time it was the largest man-made lake in the
world.

Time for a little “I got news for you” from 3 decades of objective observations while living on
the lake. There are several groups of people that come to the lake for pleasure and recreation.
One group comes to enjoy the beautiful well maintained parks and camp-sites. Another group is
the water-craft enthusiasts. They come to the lake o air out the speed boats and sea-doos. A
small segment like to find a quiet (??) Cove to park their party barges, pontoons and houseboats
to get away from the heavy traffic of speed boats pulling skiers and sea-doos. Alas, they are out




of luck because the skiers and sea-doos love the thrill of playing dodge-em around the anchored
boats in the cove . It is a thrill a-minute. And then there are the jet-boats, they go as far back in
the cove as possible and race out of the cove at full-throttle. The deafening noise alone scatters
all in their path, like a covey of quail. My wife once remarked to me as we observed the bedlam,
“do you miss that behavior?” (That was us years ago) I said “no”, I even waxed poetic about the
behavior, “we live in the mountains where the city folks come to play, we grin and bear the
weekends for we know they cannot stay”!!

The summers are their’s and the winter’s are ours. Just after Labor Day quiet descends again.
We all pitch in and clean up a ton or two of the flotsam and jetsam left behind by our summer
friends and life goes on. The water fowl return, the loons sing their looney-tunes and all is well.
I set out on the deck in the late fall and breathe in the pure mountain air and say to myself, “this
is about as close to heaven as I am going to get on this earth.”

I predict that 100 years from now it will be much the same, another old man will sit out on his
deck and enjoy the feeling.

The Corps has shown good stewardship, the only change I have ndticed is that it is less dogmatic
and more democratic,

- Sincerely, Ralpi Anderson
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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 mayplace
. 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 written comments are due by January-8: 2002,
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John Williford
290 Wild Acres Rd.
Drasco, AR 72530 .

December 20, 2000

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental & Regulatory Division
Little Rock -Corps of Engineer ‘

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Shoreline-Management Plan
Greers Ferry Lake

This letter is being written in response to a possible change in
existing limits as set out in the Shoreline Management Pian.
The current vegetation modification. limit.is 50 feet from the

- foundation of habitable structures.

Frankly, I can,will, and have lived with-this over the last -
seventeen-years. o1 alieve-thi fistic point of
view. I would propose that this be increased to 200 feet with a
50 foot buffer strip from the normal ‘high level of the lake. In
terms of a proposed Modified SMP, Vegetation Modification, I -
feel that I can enhance the beauty of a small area and in effect
help to maintain normal conditions in my area of the lake.

) propoesal was made to individual
property owners in which they pledged to improve and
maintain such would help all adjacent property owners around
the lake and would further the natural beauty of this lake.

I further believe that if such-a

I do not desire to destroy the beauty of this wonderful lake. I
do think that I could help “Mother Nature” a bit. I think thatI
could preserve this beauty with a littie mechanical help. I seek
to help, not destroy. This is .my home, too. \

Thank you for your time and possible consideration. I live here

and love it here. I would never want to see my “!_:it of Heaven”

ruined.

Sincerely,

John Williford
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J. WARREN MURRY, M.D.
» 540 CREST DRIVE
* FAYETTEVILLE, AR 72701







January 23, 2002

Greers Ferry Lake

I'm just going to jot down a few items that are of interest to me.

We moved down from lowa over 20 years ago and built our home on lot 36 located
in Mooreview Subdivision at Choctaw, Northwest part of the lake.

' In 1991 three of us lot owners built a dock and after having Corps personnel here to

tell us what we could do about clearing the brush and briars we put the dock in the lake.

As you know this is a flood control lake therefore it will fluctuate from 8 to 10 feet thru
out the year, we have no problem with this.

I mowed a straight path between lot 36 & 37 down to the water edge; you can’t do
this, you mow a path that meanders down to the lake edge. We received a pemmit to this in
1996. - .

We are zoned in this Subdivision for docks from lots 26 thru 39, which is 14
locations, as of today we have 5 boat docks in this area. _ L

If the people with these dock permits, 93 as | understand it, maintain the docks and
the small area around them, there should be no objections at afl, because | know from
experience, the Corps will keep an Eagle eyeonalfl ofus, - - o -

As you know in 1999 there were several’ meetings held ‘about increasing the
distance we could mow 50 ft. to 100 ft. from our habitable structures towards the lake.

We had written a fetter in June 15, 1999 in regards to “Maintain Natural Vegetation”
around Greers Feny Lake. :

This is a copy of the letter some of us had written:

Operations Manager

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Greers Ferry Project Office

700 Heber Springs Road N.
Heber Springs, Ark. 72543

- Gentlemen:

In reference to your notice concerning “Maintain Natural Vegetarian” around Greers
Ferry Lake, we as a property owners in Mooreview Subdivision, respectfully summit this
letter seeking permission séeking permission to mow and maintain the public property
adjacent to our property. . '

We do not believe that the mowing and maintaining of this property would in
anyway endanger the habitat of the Wild life, in fact the rabbits in our area come into our
yards now to eat the tender vegetation where we have mowed. We fully understand that
we can noft place any structures on publicland. o

In‘the same respect the Corps has stated-that this property is for public use. -

~:Are we not members of the public? We pay taxes just like everyone else to.
provide the money to house this beautiful lake area and we would not wish to ham it in
anyway. The general public as wéll as ourselves would not have any desire to use this
public land in the condition that it is in today. Surely there is a way that we can maintain this
property and at the same time it will remain open to the general public. We are only asking
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for the right to maintain this public property at our own expense.

Siricerely,

fn March of 2000 Corps came and put flags where we could mow. In my case this
was 50 feet towards the lake and 70 feet long.

[ mowed this 3 times and was told not to mow anymore.

In September, 2000 we received a letter suspending all mowing permits.

Here we are right back to 1994! .

I'm not going to say anything about all the trash along 330 going to.the Park, we just
pick it up and put it in the garbage every week and especially during the holidays. _

I'm not going to say anything about the trashy looking shoreline with all the brush and
briers that even the rabbits cant get thru.

I’'m not going to say anything about these powerful boats pulling skiers, children in
tubes, one, two, three passenger ski-doos and just big boats.

Now your talking about big wakes ieft by ali of the above, it would be fine if they
would stay the legal distance, 100 feet, from the dock, but they don't so therefore our boats
in the dock and the dock take a beating from these wakes.

The Corps does not have enough personnel to police this area.

One more thing, | would like to see all the property owners around Greers Ferry
Lake who pay taxes, give their opinion, and | feel the best way to do thisis VOTE on this
issue.

Thank you,

Howard W. Anderson
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J.C. DEACON

BARRY DEACON
RAILPH W. WADDELL
PAUL D. WADDELL
D.P. MARSHALL JR.
KEVIN W. COLE
RORBERT 8. JONES
ROGER UJ. COLBERT
ROBERT J. GIBSON
LEIGH M. CHILES
JAMES V. SCURLOCK, It
BRIAN A. VANDIVER
J.BARRETT DEACON

LAW OFFICES OF

BARRETT & DEACON

A PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION

UNION PLANTERS BANK BUILDING

300 8. CHURCH SYREET
POST OFFICE BOX 1700
JONESBORO, ARKANSAS 72403

(870) 931-1700

FAX (870) 931-1800

* WRITER'S DIRECT E-MAIL

JOE C. BARRETT
(1897-1980)

BERL A. SMITH
(of counsel}

[deacon@bairetideacon.com

January 17, 2002

Ms. Tricia Anslow

CESWL-PR-PP

Little Rock Engineer District

P.O. BO)/( 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake E
Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow:

] own property in the Shady Cove area of Eden Isle on Greers Ferry Lake. |
have written you before to advise that | support Alternative No. 2 of the various
alternatives suggested to us by the Corps of Engineers. :

| write now merely to say that the "Save Greers Ferry Lake" group have grossly
distorted the facts in their newspaper advertisements and in their visit to the editorial
office of The Arkansas Democrat-Gazette. | personally do not care about the proposed
docks to be authorized under Alternative No. 2, but will observe that 90 new docks on
210 miles of shoreline seems de minimus. And yet the Democrai-Gazette editorial says
that the proposal could resuit in eight thousand (8,000) boat docks! That's quite a
stretch. L

When we bought our property ten years ago, we were permitted to keep the
weeds between our house and the lake controlled so that snakes would not endanger
our children and grandchildren at play in the area. Then out of a clear blue sky we were
told that we cotild mow only 50 feet from the dwelling structure. We have complied with
that but an extenision to 100 feet seems reasonable. It does not involve the cutting of
trees — only the control of weeds. And yet the editorial in the Democrat-Gazette writes
about "the forest" being endangered, a "pushed-back tree line", and "vegetation
stripped from the shore line." None of this is factual, it will not happen; -and -hopefully
you will see through the hype. o T
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BARRETT & DEACON

T. Anslow Ltr,

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Januvary 17, 2002 -

Page 2

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,

JCD:ab

2335 .

T



o 33




//e’f ,/ ._ ;*,j;.m.w

| e Ao ifi. uf é» 4 \@ 4 »;?«;,-e. Eis
e /J /?7 /é%sseysfm/ ? ézac/}ébé’%eﬁ& 7o/Me =

' Kol A e, @mﬂ//’ﬁz »J /L/@ ‘?I .
/fw we ;&4&?@ ”&)&WQIW& ol )
m‘?”’e?’ /)0*5 i@a é(«z% G 7
a Ao NE o M. S e /\/ _w.;ﬂ .
' Lo A/wm:»/zm/ % 1edlon. o
&’é‘) Lol A, ST@ Lo ,(,’M/(




iy
_I Lz i | _ /- /5) N B
| , T
D{’,CUI - gz‘r[(ansa s~-CCfm éTf pn&vl/mm B

J Qm jx)/u,&m %ﬂ /@ﬂ(n ﬁ) Mﬁmm fn?,
I 7 (o1 B _ghlus _ er
(Grsinn j&mofw{c J V/)Lu.h’ Wmm A0 d)
thm /)//L,éf Gl il /M /’Zi litcdaso 240 :
_____ | Qi@?'u % Q[‘)M/)/)/ 7%L .Z&Mdoéw&ﬂ. /7 /}/érnumw
L o boat Aoctho J Dot /%afaa{m %a,mc
. baen, Lnsugh , Gnd _am  Gpprciatice 1 272
| j/m_’ /éf?ﬂ‘émﬁ(ﬁ oot Zém 7%, 0#&1‘20 ijzzfmww }
J dﬁ & %WQ-HWJZ 9 ﬁaﬂ&w prep ity
'MD f/gaaﬂ boltn (}m,ffmﬁae [)ylm G O&)CJL 9

mjfx Mﬂﬁ.. ,fu-mjL 7 éz,a, W Ve o
69107‘%% cQ /Lé’a/n o2 %xf;%z& /Q(Aﬂ %m s i
,f£0( ‘ % o C.aq;@, v el o ﬁm)
/KWM( . . /)/a ch - %yg/bt, ,_ ;W mm,&mﬁa& -
2 % é&/z g ?4// /Loz,z/ é’ftzg? éua:/“m _

00&4&0 6—%.0 A/f /A ,4’71::/7,1/ 5 /@Dad@ /%L "

MA y, %M oten. T o am@

(’Vnnm f‘/)aw J?,u}f'” M




”Scw Ja;hos U%V,. /ua 71% /Zécﬂﬂ,c@ 0g
ézga, i+ ,0._@." Ml Hu.ﬁ ;
- Md/\? &‘C««La 700 & ’@ %JMLJH ? ’

ey Sing
__Jfﬁ( waﬁﬁ@@m@mm%%&

o ) %m, S L o Aar g
P e /@A{—&fa/&fw% ol olera an Wﬂ%{f/;
M ety (ZW dachs nga /w o un




Fek EI5.

Jammary 15.2002

TO: Trish Anslow
P.0O. Box #3867
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

T am the Developet of the Twin Cove Estates (T.C.E.) Subdivision - established 39 years ago.
During this time I have supported and cooperated with the Corps of Engineers, helping their sponsored
Lake Clean-ups, and other efforts to make the Lake the most aftractive in this or any othier in the State in
the country - being appreciative of the opportunity to malke it my home on the Lake for the rest of my
retirement (USAF) , '

The Title and Deed to the T.C.E. property was obtained in 1960. Well before the Dam was
completed. With the exceptions of the Lots that have been sold, 1 still hold Fee Simple Title to all other
T.C.E. property. This communication is to re-state the circumstances that have cteated a severe problem
in the affair of Twin Cove Estates and Resident Property Ownecrs, which apparently can not be resolved by
negotiation with two individaal Lot owners and the Greers Ferry Manager

The two T.C.E. Lakeview property owners received Dock Permits during the 2000 SM.P. Lots
#11 and #12 DO NOT front on the Corps taking (White Linc) being some 50-60 feet above that .
boundary. This is cleatly shown on the T.C.E. Subdivision Plat The space was deliberately rescrved for
the usc of all Lot Owners, but especially for the use of those interior Lot Owners who otherwise might not
+ have free access to the water and the Lake enjoyment. Title and Deed to this property is held by the
Developer to insure their rights of access regardless of the actions and claims of other property owners,
normal and reasonable standards of conduct is expected by all users by the Developer and other property
owners - expressed by them in an informal bot Democratic property owner association,

On several occasions I have inquired if the Residents of T.C.E. wanted to formalize an
association, and they have voted that they do not want another “layer of Government control® and
indicated that the Developer should continue to be their spokesman and general manager of T.C.E.

The abovr stated problent is that the two property owners of Lots #11 and #12 application for
docks in front of their honses were approved by the Corps as  Private 2 to 4 slips parallel oriented
facilities. These docks would fili the entire zoned space, which will preclude any inore slip by any other
Resident.  Additionally, the recipients of the two Permits have not been receptive to any who wanted t0
add on to “their docks,” In fact they vigorously and rudely objected. Avoiding “this is my dock™
syndrome can and should be avoided by approving only Muiti-Stips perpendicular oriented facilities,
Controlled and managed by a T.C.E. dock association.

No peison involved in the above dock approval ever spoke or coordinated anything about it with
me, the Developer of T.C.E. Subdivision. I first heard the news from the dock Mamufacturers with whom -
they were negotiating to purchase. Do Not Understand This Secretive Process? ?

Upon learning about this rapid development, I immediately approached the Lake Corps Manager
to gain information and ultimately lodge my protest against the wrecking of Twin Cove Estates long
established Plan. The evidence is that the approval authority for the dock site did not know - - nor did the
person who was required to inspest the site before final approval , notice the intervening strip of property
below the property owners of Lots #11 and #12, all assuming it was Lake front - owned all the way to the
Government taking liné like every other Lake front in T.C.E. T had to take my Plat and other property
related papers to the Greers Ferry Manager*s office to show and prove to him the property boundaries in
detail, to convince him that Twin Cove Estates property owners and I indeed owned the intervening land.
Even then, I have not received any acknowledgement that a “mistake” was made, and that the Corps
would farther check on this problem. My solid impression was and continues to be their attitude is “it‘s a
closed subject and original decision is final.” Asa 30 year Veteran of the Military, I sense a C.Y A




Attempt. Regardless of afl the above I will defend my and all of the other Twin Cove Property Owners
right I this matter. In the event the Corps wilt or can not by administrative action produce an acceptable
alternative to the original “botched” permit, I would prefer “no docks at all in this area.” Exclusive,
selfish, exploitation, and a parancid insistende of “privacy” can not be tolerated or accepted at the expense
of my and a majority rule of Twin Cove Subdivision Property Owner’s rights.

A Pol} was initiated on 20 December, 2001 to alf Property Owners to obtain their opinion and
wishes on the matter use of the reserved access area and the type of dock wanted, if any. The votes are
still being received, but it is obvious that a huge majority of Lo'Owners are in favor of their free use of the
area, and for Multi-Slip Community Docks. As of this date, 106 are in favor - 9 12 are-not in favor - at

Since this entire dock approval process under the 2000 S.M.P, has been mishandled {to say the
least) and otherwise faulty, I request that the Corps of Engineers who are overseeing the new E.IS, give

Cc Operations Manager
700 Heber Springs Road North
Heber Springs, Atkansas 72543
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- Clinten AR 72031

From: Joyce Hartmann [mailto:hart@artelco, ..
Sent: Saturday, January 12, 2002 12:02 PM
To: Eis, GE£ SMP ‘ ;
Subject: Opposed to more docks and mowing

1
Dear Ms. Anslow: : i

I am opposed to building more boat docks o=
stated in the new Shoreline Management Plaﬁg
I am in favor of malntalnlng the natural SE%

I am an artist who retired to Choctaw from
of this area: the trees, hills, and the la==
impressed by the Corps Recreational Area i
planned and maintained campgrounds I have aa
and I use the lake’s campsites, trails, sw-—a
and beat launch areas. Thank you; we love as
are of this lake with its natural ShOrellneaa
promoter of the beauty of this areas. i

I would like to keep the lake as is: with =
of one cluttered with man-made buildings, s
cluttered lakes, but not very many natural g
drives over the bridge at Taneycomo, for iremy
neighborhood street, with boat garages and-_i
inspirational, how clean, is that? I am afm=s
dock building will change the character of

Increased mowing and more boat docks will
lake to private landowners who own propertss

Keep the lake natural for the public. Don’#
public view, or allow more mowing so that :
houses instead of hills and trees.

Yours for natural beauty in Arkansas,

Joyce E, Hartmann
9538 Morningside Rd. N.

501-745-6615

S - . )




Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

Little Rock AR 72203-0867

January 12, 2002
Dear Ms. Anslow:;

I am opposed to building more boat docks or mowing closer to the shoreline as stated in
the new Shoreline Management Plan by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. I am in favor
of mainiaining the natural shoreline as presently done.

T am an artist who retired to Choctaw from Kansas because of the natural beauty of this
area: the trees, hills, and the lake. Since living here 1 have been impressed by the Corps
Recreational Area in Choctaw, one of the most well-planned and maintained :
campgrounds I have ever seen in the country. My husband and I use the lake’s campsites,
trails, swimming beaches, shoreline for fishing, and boat launch areas. We love the
natural look! Many of my paintings are of this lake with its natural shoreline. Through ~
my art I am an active promoter of the beauty of this area.

1 would like to keep the lake as is: with 2 natural tree-lined shoreline instead of one
cluttered with man-made buildings, homes, and docks. There are many cluttered lakes,
but not very many natural ones like Greer’s Ferry. When one drives over the bridge at
Taneycomo, for instance, the lake looks like a neighborhood street, with boat garages and
oil slicks everywhere. How inspirational, how clean, is that? I am afraid that increased
mowing and boat dock building will change the character of the Lake. ¥t will also give
the assets of a public lake to private landowners who own property on the lakeshore.

Keep the lake natural for public refreshment and inspiration. Don’t allow more boat
docks to be built in public view, or allow more mowing so that a seeker of natural beauty
must see houses instead of hills and trees.

Yours for natural beauty m Arkansas,

Joyce Hartmann

958 Morningside Rd.
Clinton AR 72031

Hart@artelco.com
- 501-745-6615
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Dear. Ms. Ahsiow: .

‘PO. Box 867 .

‘Please also pript hame. ;)

Ms. Patricia Ansigigi™ .. - ,
Planning, Environfental and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers © o

Little Rock, AR 722080867 = -

1 am opposed to the: proposed Shoreline Management Plans for Greers
Ferry Lake contained iri the @f&f¢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 adjacggt w..
Sincerely, W % Lﬁ'?%
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Please read the attached letter form Mr. Poff of Heber Springs
His words are not familiar but his way of thinking certainly is.
He knows what he likes or doesn't like and doesn't mind useing
words llke_"Safety" and perhaps “Conservatlon to convince people
that he doesn't just want his own way..

He says that boat docks consume surface area better used by
fishermen and skiers, etc.. The area where docks are situated is
qguite naturally, along the shore where it is dangerous for Boats
to operate and especially dangerous for skiers.

If the skiers would lodk for open water to play in, they could
easily find it. I have used this lake and its' campgrounds for a
good twenty vears. As crowded as some say it is, there are still
square miles of open water .if you will just get away from the

pack.

Have you noticed that no outcry was made when the marinas were
allowed to expand ?7? Laceys marina at the Narrows was allowed to
expand almost out to the center of thézchannel. Shiloh marina was
allowed to expand guite a bit. Silence from the objectors...

T quickly admit that I do not understand an EIS and what it
considers. N#éther dé I understand how a small group of objectors
can overturn a decisdon to allow dock permits to people who live

along the lake and pay property taxes and patronize local busines.

ses. The docks would benefit us who live and play there whlle
hurting no one.

If‘yoaaeargythh@er@b@éectﬁonst@o the silly end...why not ban 2
ALL docks, boats, skis,swimmers and keep folks away completely ?
NO! They are like most of us. They want it thier wavy alNf FHEY

don't care who it hurts.

I DO SUPPORT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 2 FOR THE SHORELINE

. MANAGEMENT PLAN and hope a little common sense will prevail,

aMra; G- BIRALS |
i/ James E, Evans 12-26-01

Willie M. Evans | 12-26-01

City of Residence (Temporarily) Hickory Plains, Ar..







Public comments for .
Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
Draft EIS

You are mwted to write your comments and suggestions concemmg analyms thatis 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 conelusion 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-mall cormnents to gf.smp. el - army mﬁ :

{1 ! Jari 2002:

Please write legibly.

I support preferred Mtemétiv_e_Z for the Shoreline Management Plan.

Yl T Errar  /9-26-01

Hickory Plains, Ar..




-
-

Pubhc 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 Sheét Return” box at the conclusion of this meeting or mail it to Patricia Anslow, Plan-
ning, Environmental & Regulatory Division, Little Rock District Corps of Bngmeers P.0.Box 867, Little Rock, AR
' 72203-0867 or e-mail mments to gf.smp rmy.nil.

P :

Please write legibly.

1 sup'port preferred Alternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan.

aide G Eoimar I j2- ZG-o/

Laah . _ s




RICHARD H. MAYS
ENVIRONMENTAL LEGAL SERVICES

Cantrell Valley Plaza Building

Suite 200 '
! Heber Springs Office

Richard H. Mays
rhimays@mays-envirolegal.com . 2725 Cantrell Road 822 Ridge Road
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202 Heber Springs, Arkansas 72543
Michelle L. Davenport (501) 378-5555 (Telephone) (501) 250_0452 (Telephone)
midavenport@mays-envirclegal.com ' (501) 378-5554 (Facsimile) (501) 250- 0431 {Facsimile)
January 28,.2002. ..

Ms. Patricia Anslow

Planning, Environmental and
Regulatory Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engmeers

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203 — 0867

Re:  Greers Ferry Lake — Draft Environmental Impact Statement -
Comments of Save Greers Ferry Lake, Inc.

Dear Ms. Anslow:

Save Greers Ferry Lake, Inc. (“SGFL”), an Arkansas non-profit organization
dedicated to the preservation of the environmental and aesthetic qualities of Greers Ferry
Lake and its shoreline located in Cleburne and Van Buren Countics, Arkansas, does '

“hereby submit its comments upon the draft Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS™)
issued by the United States Army Corps of Engineers (“Corps™) dated November, 2001.

We strongly oppose the Corps’ Preferred Alternative (Alternative No. 2).

Furthermore, the draft EIS is fatally flawed, and is legally and technically inadequate to
support any of the other Alternatives set forth in the draft EIS.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The draft EIS has the following flaws, among others:

1. Alternative No. 2 (The Corps’ Preferred Alternative) Misrepresents
- To The Public That No Future Rezoning Requests Will Be Accepted

2. The 50 Foot Vegetation Buifer That Is A Component Of Alternative 2 Was Found
In the EA and the Draft EIS To Cause Significant Increase In Vegetation
Removal and Erosion, With Slgmﬁcant Impacts To The Environment, And Is
Unworkable.




3. There Is No Justification for Increasing the Vegetation Modification {(Mowing)
Radius to 100 Feet From a Habitable Structure

4, The Draft EIS Relies Heavily On Assumptions Rather Than Empirical Data, And
The Data Is Insufficient to Suppoit The Proposed Action.

5. The Draft EIS Fails to Analyze The Precedential Effect of The Corps’ Proposed
Action on Future Development At Greers Ferry Lake.

6. The Draft EIS Clearly Shows ’fhe Corps’ Preferred Plan Will Have
Significant Adverse Environmental Effects on The Lake.

7. The Draft EIS is Defective In Failing to Consider All Reasonable Alternatives to
- the Corps Preferred Alternative.

8. The Mitigation Measures for the Corps’ Preferred Alternative Are Ineffective And
Musory. .

9. The Draft EIS Ignores and Fails to Reconcile the Findings of 'the Environmental
Assessment (“EA”) Conducted by the Corps in 1999, Which Findings Were
Diametrically Opposed to Those in the Draft EIS.

10.  The Draft EIS Relies Upon the Assumption That There is Overwhelming Public
- Support for a.Change in the Existing SMP. That Has Been In Effect For Over 25
Years. This Assumption is Wrong As Demonstrated-by the Comments Submitted
by the Public to the Draft EIS.

This Executive Summary is included for the benefit and convenience of the reader
only, and is not intended to limit, in any way, any comment contained in the body of this
_document _

COMMENTS OF SAVE GREERS FERRY LAKE, INC.

1. Alternative No. 2 (The Corps’® Preferred Alternative) Misrepresents
To The Public That No Future Rezoning Requests Will Be Accepted.

In an effort to persuade the.public to accept the Corps’ proposed plan as a “one-
time” allowance of additional boat-docks on the Lake, the draft EIS states in its
‘description of Alternative 2 that: “No future rezoning requests would be accepted under
this alternative.” (Draft EIS, pp. ES-6; 4-45) These unqualified statements signify to the
reader that, if Alternative 2 is adopted, there will never be additional private boat dock
applications accepted after the 93 new docks contemplated under Alternative 2.
Apparently, supporters of the Corps’ proposed plan have been led to the same conclusion,




based upon quotations from articles and letters to editors of various newspapers.
However, based on reported comments of Corps officials, that is apparently not the
Corps’ intent.  If it were, it would be of dubious legality. '

Notwithstanding the seemingly straightforward and plain language in the draft
EIS that no additional private boat dock applications will be accepted if the Corps’
Alternative 2 is adopted, in the January 20, 2002 edition of The Arkansas Democrat-
Gazette, we find the following (p. 6B): :

“Corps officials also maintain that there won’t be any new boat docks for at least
- 10 years. The reason: the proposal includes a stipulation that no applications be
accepted by the Corps. : '

“In five years, there won’t be any applications on file. There wouldn’t be anything
to approve” when the next mandated review takes place, [Tommy] Park [Greers
Ferry Lake project manager for the Corps] said. '

What the Corps appears to be saying in this quotation [assuming it is accurately
quoted] is that the moratorium on accepting applications for additional private boat docks
is limited to only the next five vears, rather than in perpetuity as stated in the draft EIS.
Apparently the Corps has chosen the broader wording in the draft FIS in a misleading
effort to gain public support for its preferred alternative.

-In discussing Alternative 2, the Corps did not disclose to the public that, under its
own regulations, it has an obligation to review the SMP for the Lake every five years, and
it is free to at least accept applications for new.boat docks that require rezoning of
Protected Areas into Limited Development Areas. It may also, at any time, issue private
boat dock permits for areas that are already zoned as Limited Development. The Corps
undoubtedly will not limit its obligations and authority under its own regulations to
accept new boat dock applications and to act on them. It is extremely misleading to the
public for the Corps to imply that it will do so. :

Based upon statements attributed to persons supporting the Corps’ Preferred
Alternative in the news media, there is a widespread mistaken impression that there will
be no more private boat dock permits issued after this SMP review. The public has been
misled by serious misrepresentations in the draft EIS concerning the merits of the Corps
Preferred Alternative that has poisoned at least a portion of the public’s response to the
draft EIS. _ . :

2. The 50 Foot Vegetation Buffer That Is A Cemponent Of Alternative 2 Was
Found In The EA and the Draft EIS To Cause Sigunificant Increase In
~* Vegetation Removal and Erosion, With Significant Impacts To The
Environment, And Is Unworkable. :




Alternative 2 of the draft EIS proposes that “A minimum buffer from the

- vegetated edge of the shoreline inland for 50 feet would be established for Corps
property, where mowing would be prohibited.” . However, the draft EIS does not attempt
to quantify how much additional mowing-would be allowed on public propetty as a result
of the establishment of the “buffer,” nor how adjoining private property owners would be
prohibited from mowing new vegetation attempting to establish itself in such buffer zone.

The proposed 50-foot “buffer zone™ did not originate with the Corps® Alternative
2 in the draft EIS. It was considered in the EA prépared by the Corps in December, 1999,
and found to likely cause “significant impacts to the surrounding natural environment.”
More specifically, the EA stated:

A second alternative that would allow vegetation modification from the
USACE fee title boundary to approximately 50 feet from the conservation
pool elevation (461.25 feet NGVD) was considered. This alternative
would guarantee a minimum 50-foot buffer strip around the entire lake,
however vegetation modification {mowing) would be allowed throughout
.the remainder of the federal property, excluding parks and park buffers.
Therefore, it was determined that this alternative would likely cause
significant impacts to the surrounding natural environment, especially for
vegetation, resident wildlife, and aesthetics, and this alternative will not be
further evaluated in this EA.

There is nothing in the draft EIS that purports to study the effects of establishing
such a 50-foot buffer, or more importantly, the effects of increased mowing into the
public easement in excess of the amount currently allowed by the 50-foot radius of
mowing from a habitable structure. Nothing in the draft EIS refutes the above quoted
finding of the 1999 EA. Indeed, the draft EIS appears to recogmze the potentially severe
consequences of this proposed action in the followmg statement:

It is not clear at this time whether establishing a 50-foot vegetated
shoreline buffer would limit the impact of loss of vegetation caused by
extending mowing permits from 50 to 100 feet from a habitable structure.
Homes-located more than 150 feet from the conservation pool and not
affected by the flowage easement could take full advantage of the 100 foot
moving radius without being constrained by the 50-foot shoreline buffer
regulation, thereby resultmg in-an overall net loss of vegetation. (Draft
EIS, p. 4-70)

The draft EIS is deficient in that it does not have adequate scientific support for
allewing increased mowing on the public easement.

_ Furthermore, proposed Alternative No. 2 is further misleading in that it states that
the 50-foot minimum “buffer” will be measured from the “vegetated edge of the
shoreline.” Assuming that, at the time Alternative No. 2 were to go into effect as the new
SMP, and there was, at that time, no vegetation on a discrete area within 50 feet of the




shoreline, could an adjoining property owner whose habitable structure were 150 feet or
closer to that area of the shoreline continue to mow to the waterline, preventing the
growth of new vegetation? This is an incentive to adjoining property owners to mow any
vegetation fronting theit property to the waterline.

- 3. ThereIs No Justification for Increasmg the Vegetation Modification
. (Mowing) Radius to 100 Feet From a Habitable Structure

- Alternative 2 of the draft EIS proposes to increase the radius in which an
adjoining private property owner may obtain a permit to mow vegetation on the public
easement from 50 feet from a habitable structure to 100 feet from such structures. There
is no scientific or public policy justification provided in the draft EIS for such a change.

In fact, this issue was thoroughly reviewed in the 1999 EA conducted by the
Corps, and found to be unjustifiable considering the conditions along the shoreline at
Greers Ferry Lake:

A third alternative that would replace the existing vegetation modification
permit system with the standards outlined in the National Fire Protection
Association Standard 200 (NFPA 299) evaluation process was proposed.
The NFPA 299 process involves the evaluation of a wildfire hazard
through a wildfire hazard severity analysis, which includes a number of
factors or variables. These variables include: weather history; fuels;
number and types of structures; construction materials; slope and aspect;
fire history; access and evacuation;.and other local factors that can
increase or deerease the likelihood of fire. ... A defensible space is an
area between an improved property and a potential wildfire. ...

- . [Ulsing the criteria for determining wildfire hazard severity in a
preliminary analysis ..., it was determined that the average defensible
space requirement for homes in the vicinity of Greers Ferry Lake would be
less than the current 50 feet of allowable vegetation modification. In most
cases the defensible space would be approximately 30 feet. The wildfire
hazard in the vicinity of Greers Ferry Lake is relatively low due to several
factors. Some of these factors include: the relatively humid and temperate
weather conditions, the lack of fuel loading and ladder fuels; the lack of a
significant fire history; and the juxtaposition of the permanent habitable
structures with Greers Ferry Lake. 1999 EA, p. 3-2, 3-3. (Emphasm
supplied)

There is nothing in the draft EIS to overcome this scientific basis for hmmng the
radius of mowing from private property onto the public easement to no more than 50 feet,
and certainly nothing that would justify the increase of the mowing radius from 50 feet to
100 feet, as proposed in Alternative 2 of the draft EIS.




The principle justification given in the draft EIS for the increase to 100 feet is that
it would improve the adjoining landowners’ views of the lake. However, unlike the EA,
the draft EIS is very.vague about the adverse effects of the increased mowing radius on
soils around the Lake, and on scenic integrity. For example the draft EIS states only
that: .

Long-term minor adverse impacts on soils would be expected if the Corps
extended the permitted fire protection vegetation modifications (mowing)
distance to 100 feet from habitable structures and permitted increased
development in LDA’s. The acreage of modified areas would increase,
resulting in some reduction of vegetative cover. However, it is assumed
that a grassy cover would remain in modified areas and bare soil would
not be exposed, thus limiting any major amount of soil erosion.

The draft EIS also attempts to justify an increase in mowing radius from 50 to
100 feet (an increase of 300 percent) by referring to it as “fire protection vegetation
modification.” However, as the EA determined, in the Greers Ferry Lake shoreline area,
a radius of more than 30 feet is not justified by use of the National Fire Protection

Association Standard, Nor is there any attempt in-the draft EIS to quantify the amount of .
increased mowing that would occur under Alternative 2, or the additional silt or other
polhitant loading to Greers Ferry Lake that would occur in order to determine-the adverse

environmental effects of such a change.

4. The Draft EIS Rehes Heavily On Assumptions Rather Than Emplrlcal Data,

And The Data Is Insufficient to Support The Proposed Actlon

Throughout the draft EIS, assumptions are subsj:ltuted for empirical data and
facts. For example, the draft EIS assumes a 20 percent failure rate for septic tanks in the
Lake area, when past studies show that, in fact, the failure rate is significantly higher. It
is universally acknowledged that the soils of the.Lake area are poorly suited for septic

. tanks. In a 1981 “Environmental Protection Study” prepared for the Corps, the following

statement appears.

The assumption that existing and future septic tanks and wastewater

- treatment plants function properly is not realistic. As mentioned carlier,
the majority of soils found in the study area were rated as severely limited
for the operation of septic tank absorption fields. The area has a history of
malfunctlonmg septic tank systems :

Indeed, in 1981, the Arkansas Health Department suspended the issuance of
permits for septic tanks at Fairfield Bay because it found that one-third of the septic tanks
in the community were failing and in some cases, raw sewage was surfacing in yards.
(Arkansas Gazette, May 12, 1981). In a letter of September 30, 1980, from the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service of the Department of the Intenor to the Corps® District Engineer, it
is stated :



The use of septic tanks in close proximity to the Greers Ferry lakeshore
and tributaries is extensive. Two hundred and eleven subdivisions located
adjacent to the lake treat Individual home wastes by the use of septic tanks
with disposal fields. Recently there was a small fish kill reported at the
entrance of Devil’s Fork tributary into Greers Ferry Lake (AGFC). The
fish kill was attributed to a private residence using a septic tank treatment
system in an area with poor soil conditions relative to septic tank
absorption fields. The proliferation of septic tanks resulting from present
and future residential developments points to an existing and potential
pollution problems compounded by poor soil conditions in the lake area.
Detailed studies must be made to identify and quantify these problems of
water quality and environmental degradation associated with septic tank
absorption fields.

Another example of the draft EIS’ use of assumptions is in the use of the term
“nutrient loadings” in discussing the potential effect of the Corps’ proposed actions on
the Lake. Analysis of actual samples and calibrations are necessary to use such loadings

information with any degree of confidence.. Otherwise, the data is based solely on
assumptions. . In the draft EIS, the baseline loading conditions were developed using a
Hydrologic Simulation Program — Fortran and Nonpoint Source Loading Medel. This
model was apparently not calibrated, but used “literature values,” which are, again,
assumptions. There is no empirical data supporting the results of those models.

The draft EIS also states 'that boating activities are not creating adverse water
quality conditions relative to fuel contamination. The sole basis for this statement is the
results of eight samples taken on August 4 and 8; 2001, a Saturday and Wednesday,
respectively. Eight samples are not adequate to quantify the broad conclusion that is

‘reached in the draft EIS. In addition, it appears from the laboratory analysis reports that
samples were not analyzed within the requisite tithe after the taking of the samples that is
prescribed by EPA guidelines, so that the results of that analysis are invalid.-

Regarding pathogens, the data presentation for water quality is conveniently
lumped so that no interpretation can be made. In other words, the pathogens section states
median values at all stations are less than 5 MPN/100 m]. That is uninformative.
Nevertheless, the repoﬂ goes on to state at least two high values (water quallty
violations).

Regarding dissolved oxygen, temperature and pH, the nanative states that there is
a noncompliant measurement, but does not state which one. It then goes on to discuss
oxygen-demanding material, and closes by saying that overall results show levels
generally below 2.0 mg/l. However, it does not speclfy what levels.




The draft EIS alsostates‘at several places that 80 percent of the pollutant load
enters the Lake from the three major tributaries. This isthe norm for reéservoirs. The
more important consideration should be the eutrophic zone of the Lake, and how it
compares historically. For example, is the eutrophic zone moving toward the dam?

In summary, the draft EIS is a digest of largely pre- ex1st1ng data lumped together
in highly technical language and form as to make analysis of the issues presented by the
Corps’ proposed Alternative 2 difficult. The data are insufficient to answer some of the
more specific questions that are relevant to the proposed action, and, in some cases, is
invalid. As-a result, the draft EIS is insufficient.

5. The Draft EIS Fails to Analyze The Precedential Effect of The Corps’
. Proposed Action on Future Development At Greers Ferry Lake.

The potential of the Corps’ proposed action to establish a precedent for additional
future actions, all of which could have adverse environmental impacts upon the Lake, is
not sufficiently analyzed in the draft EIS. Such potential is a major consideration under
the National Environmental Policy Act and its implementing regulations.

"The Corps’ preferred Alternative 2 would rezone 93 areas of the Lake shoreline to.
Limited Development for private boat docks that have heretofore been zoned as Protected
(no development). Those 93 areas are scattered around the perimeter of the Lake’s
shoreline, and most are in the middle of very scenic areas. While the Corps attempts to
minimize the effect of this rezoning by claiming that there are only 100 feet of rezoned
shoreline in connectien with each new dock, that is only the immediate impact. The
precedential effect of that change would be to’ subj ect all Protected areas-to eventual
rezoning as Limited Development. : :

Asg noted in the draft EIS, Greers Ferry Lake is the most popular lake in the State
of Arkansas, and one of the most popular in the nation, made so by its high quality clear
water and natural shoreline. As a result of its natural beauty, and location in an area that
is growing in population at a rate double the state’s average, there has been considerable
development around the shoreline of the Lake. -Growth around the Lake is certain to
continue, and as it does, the pressures on the Lake will mount from land clearance, septic -
tank malfunctions, pesticide and herbicide use, boat usage, and the demand for private
boat docks to accompany the new houses that will abut the Lake —if they are ava:llable

Only the most naive person would beheve that, once the Protected Areas of the
Lake are breached by rezoning portions of those areas for Limited Development, persons
who purchase properties adjacent to owners of boat docks in those rezoned areas will
expect to also receive a rezoning for a boat dock for their property. If the Corps resists,
political or legal pressure will be brought to. bear, if necessary. The Corps will be unable
to justify why it allowed one landowner to have a rezoning for a boat dock, but not an




adjacent landowner. As a result, as development occurs in private property fronted by
Protected Areas, those Protected Areas will fall like dominos to Limited Development
arcas. :

, This process will not occur overnight. However, through the years, more and
more rezoning of Protected Areas will occur, until the Lake is crowded with private boat
docks, and the scenic views are destroyed. Once that occurs, it will be permanent. There
will be no reversat of the shoreline to its natural state.

The draft EIS purports to look only at the 1mmed1ate effects of the Corps’
proposed SMP of 2002, but not beyond those effects. Assuming that the Corps’ adopts
its Preferred Alternative, the draft EIS does not address the effect of that SMP on future
SMP revisions. Clearly, there will be even more development around the Lake, and even
more pressure on the Corps in subsequent SMP reviews to allow more private boat docks.
Once having opened up the Protected Areas, there will be no justification for refusing
such requests. The draft EIS should examine closely the snowballing precedential
consequences of this action, as required by the NEPA.

6. The Draft EIS Clearly Shows The Corps’ Preferred Plan Will Have
Slgmﬁcant Adverse Environmental Effects on The Lake

For the criteria of Visual and  Aesthetic Resources, the draft EIS states (p 4—57)

- that the Corps’ Preferred Altemative (Alternative 2) would have “Long-term minor direct
adverse impacts on visual and aesthetic resources.” However, an exaimination of the
narrative description of such impacts indicates that the impacts are not minor, but highly
significant. The draft EIS is highly m1slead1ng in characterizing such adverse impacts as
“minor.”

For example, on Scenic Attractiveness (84.3.6.1, p. 4-58), the draft EIS states that
“The potential addition of 93 boat docks (over the baseline of an additional 170 docks,
which are projected under the current SMP and the No Action Alternative) on the Greers
Ferry Lake shoreline, representing a potential increase of 89 percent over the 295 existing
boat docks, would reduce the scenic attractlveness of the lake’s shorelme ?

Under Scenic Integrity (§4.3.6.2, p. 4-58), the draft EIS states that “the potential
addition of 263 boat docks on the Greers Ferry Lake shoreline would reduce the scenic
integrity of the lake’s shoreline because more of the shoreline would become altered from
1ts natural state.

In both of the above cited sections of the draft EIS, the Corps attempits to justify
despoiling the scenic attractiveness and integrity of the Lake by explaining that, with
- more private boat docks on the Lake, the need for new dry land boat storage facilities in
the Lake area would be reduced. This is the only reference to dry land boat storage as an
alternative to more boat docks. The following ‘sentence makes-it clear that the Corps did
not study dry land storage as a real alternat:lve :

e 3B8
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[A]llowing more boat docks on the lake itself would tend to reduce the
need for expansion or construction of new dry land boat storage facilities
in the areas surrounding the lake. Thus, adverse impacts on the scenic
attractiveness of those areas that would have accommodated dry land boat
storage would be partially avoided. Without knowing the specifics of
these reasonably anticipated changes and the sites or locations that would
be involved, a visual resource impact assessment of the dry land storage
facilities cannot be made.

_This position is tantamount to the Corps claiming to save the Lake and its users
from one evil (dry land boat storage, the consequences of which were not studied) by
imposing yet another (arguably worse) evil in private boat docks, the adverse effects of
which were only partially studied.

The significant adverse effects of the new private boat docks that would be
allowed under the Corp’s Preferred Alternative are clearly set forth in §4.3.6.3
(Landscape Visibility, p. 4-59), where it is stated:

The 263 potential new boat docks would be clearly visible from some
15,385 acres of the lake, compared to the 12,000 acres where the existing
boat docks (Alternative 1) are clearly visible. (Table 4-14)

... Under this alternative (Altsrnative 2), with 263 potential new boat
- docks, there could be a 56 percent increase in the acreage of the lake
~ where one or more boat docks would be clearly visible over the existing -
situation and a 32 percent increase over the No Action Altematlve
{(Emphasis supplled)

The largest changes in boat dock viewsheds from implementation of the
Preferred Alternative, compared to the No Action Alternative, would be
the 51 percent increase in lake acreage from which 11 to 20 boat docks
would be clearly visible (from 1,243 acres to 1,878 acres), as well as the
83 percent increase in lake acreage from which as many as 21 to 30 boat
docks would be clearly visible (from 103 acres to 188 acres). These
changes would be especially noticeable in the upper part of the lake,
where 1 to 10 boat docks would be clearly visible for almost the entire -
stretch of lake ... . (Emphasis supplied)

Another area of the lake that would noticeably be affected is in the lower
part of the lake to the east and southeast of Millers Point. The visual
impacts in these areas would be more pronounced because the areas have
been devoid of boat docks to date and the introduction of new docks
would be particularly noticeably.
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Other portions-of the draft EIS, in discussing Alternative 2 (as well as the

~ additional Alternatives), state that Alternative 2 would catse “minor” impacts upon other

factors that were evaluated, such as Recreation and Recreational Facilities, Geology and

Soils, Ecological Systems, Cultural Resources, and Hazardous and Toxic Substances.

- However, a reading of many of those sections indicates that the impacts will be

substantial. There is no quantification of the impacts in the discussion of these factors or

criteria, so the draft EIS® conclusion that the impacts of the Corps’ proposed plan will be
“minor” is scientifically unsubstantiated, highly subjective and argumentative.

7. The Draft EIS is Defective In Failing to Consider All Reasonable
Alternatives to the Corps Preferred Alternative.

Under NEPA, it is the obligation of the Corps to consider all reasonable
alternatives to the Preferred Alternative. Reasonable alternatives are those that aré
practical or feasible from the technical and economic standpoint and using common
sense, rather than simply desirable from the standpoint of the Corps. The consideration
and discussion of alternatives is central to NEPA’s goal of promoting environmentally
sound decisionmaking. It is not necessary, in order to be considered, that the agency
have the power or authority to implement the alternative.

The draft EIS is deﬁcient in failing to consider all reasonable and feasible
alternatives to the Corps’ Preferred Plan. Without limitation, there are at Ieast two
alternatives that should have been included in the draft EIS:

o a Dry land Storage of Boats

- An alternative that was not stuched is the dry land storage of boats in lieu of

additional private boat docks on the Lake. Tn fact, the Sceping Report for this EIS
process; issued by the Corps in April, 2001, expressly stated that off-lake dry storage of
boats was one of the “major aspects” to be anaIyzed in the draft EIS. (Scoping Report, p.
2-1) Notwithstanding this, there was no serious consideration given or mention made i in
the draft EIS of off-lake dry storage..

The draft EIS recognizes adverse effects on the scenic qual1t1es of the Lake could
be avoided by increased use of off-lake dry storage. (e.g., §4.3.6.1, p. 4- 58) Although the
draft EIS does not discuss it, adverse effects to water quahty and soils would be avoided
by the dry land storage of boats. In discussing the expansion of recreational activities in
and on the Lake in the fiture, the draft EIS acknowledges that “some demand [for access
to the Lake] could be met by an increase in the availability of dry dock storage facilities
in the area surrounding the lake. Access to the lake would be expeeted to be expanded
with new launch ramps or launchmg lanes as necessary -

Off-Lake dry storage of boats 1s‘fa1f less envuonmentally harmful, more
economical for the boat owner, and promotes the general economy more than the
construction of private boat docks. The only advantage of a boat dock over dry storage
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is the convenience to the owner of the boat dock. Convenience of a few dock/boat -
owners is not a sufficient reason to encroach upon the enjoyment of the Lakeshore by
millions of visitors to the Lake, and the thousands who reside in the area who enjoy its
many natural qualities. Off-Lake dry storage is a subject that, even dccording to the
Corp’s Scoping Report, should have been comprehenswely studied as part of the draft
EIS.

b. Expansion of Existing Marinas or Development of New Marinas

The potential for the expansion of existing commercial marinas or development of
new marinas on the Lake as demand for boat slips grows is another alternative that was
not analyzed in the draft EIS. Tt could be argued that the concentration of boats i in
commercial marinas, where they can be attended to on a daily basis, is less
environmentally harmful to water quality than a multiplicity of private boat docks. There
is no doubt that the adverse effects on other aspects of the Lake and its shoreline are
avoided or reduced by concentrating boats into a small number of commercial marinas
located in coves rather than in scattering them about the Lake in a large number of private
boat docks in highly visible locations.

. For example, the draﬂ EIS discusses the planning for a new commercial marina at
Cove Creek Park, but does not analyze the éffect that it and the recent expansions of
other commercial marinas on the Lake would have regarding the demand for new private
boat docks, nor does it analyze the synergistic effect of the marinas and the proposed néw
private boat docks on the Lake and its environment. This is an obvious subject that
should have been inclided in the analysis of alternatives of the draft EIS. '

8. The Mitigation Measures for the Corps® Preferred Alternative Are
Ineffective And Illusory.

The draft EIS lists four principal measures that may be taken to mitigate the
environmental impact of the Corps’ Preferred Alternative. Those Mitigation Measures,
and their flaws, are: : - :

a Use of the Corps’ Rezoning Reguest Evaluation Criteria Document.

The Corps’ Greers Fei erry Lake Rezoning Request Evaluation Criteria is a
questlonna:lre prepared by the Corps’ Project Office in 1999 to facilitate the granting of
requests to rezone Protected Areas to Limited Development Areas that the Corps had -
solicited. - It contains a series of questions regarding a proposed boat dock site, many of
which are highly subjective, and can be easily manipulated to achieve a score that allows
the rezoning to be granted. The document contains a cryptic question of “Are there any
significant environmental, ecological or cultural features present [at the proposed dock
site]?” but there is no explanation of what those features include to guide the person
[usually a Corps’ employee] in making such evaluatlon

361
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The fact that, of approximately 110 applications for rezoning of Protected Areas
to Limited Development Ateas around the Lake that were filed in 1999, 103 of those
applications were approved through the use of the Rezoning Request Evaluation Criteria
indicates that the criteria, and the way in which those criteria are applied to specific
locations, are niot particularly stringent.

Aside from the weakness of the Corps’ Rezoning Request Evaluai‘ion Criteria,
there is the question of whether the Corps ought to be making decisions of the magnitude
and significance that are involved in changing the face of a natural resource such as
Greers Ferry Lake through the use of a vague, standardless questionnaire such as that
document. The change of Protected Area to a Limited Development Area is, by the
Corps’ own admission, a “major Federai action,” and should require far more study and
evaluation than the criteria that are contained in the Corps’ Rezoning Request Evaluation’
Criteria. ' :

b. Monitor Water Qudh‘-ty.

The second Mitigation Measure proposed by the Corps’ draft EIS for adoption of
its preferred Alternative 2, is to “monitor water quality for pollutants to assess present
conditions and evaluate future changes and effects of activity on water quality.” While
that is an admirable activity, and should be undertaken regardless of the outcome of this
proposed action, it is a pitifully ineffective mitigation measure, and is similar to closing
the barn door after the cow has gotten out. If water quality is affected by the Corps’
allowing additional private boat docks on the Lake, and/or by allowing increased mowing
of lakeshore vegetation, it will be too late to reverse that decline in water quality. In fact, -
the barn door will have been opened to allow additional boat docks and mowing to occur -
in the future, so that the decline in water.quality (which will surely occur), will be
mmpossible fo stop.

Furthermore, this Measure focuses solely on water quality. The Mitigation
Measures proposed by the Corps do not address the effect of its Proposed Alternative on
the Scenic, Recreational, and other aspects of the Lake that will be affected by
implementation of the Proposed Alternative. There arc no Mitigation Measures for those
aspects.,

c. Maintain a 50-Foot Vegetation Buffer.

' The wording of this Mitigation Measure indicates that even the Corps and its
contractor do not have great confidence that this is particularly effective as a mitigation
measure, providing that the 50-foot buffer “would provide some interception of nutrient
loadings to the lake...” As has been extensively discussed in an earlier section of these
comments, the proposed 50-foot vegetation buffer will not be effective to significantly
reduce erosion of lakeshore soils or in providing wildlife habitat and other beneficial
uses.
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d Use of Best Management Practices (“BMPs”) in Excavation and Construction
Activities.

The draft EIS proposes that persons who construct homes, install access paths and
anchor boat docks voluntarily use Best Management Practices (“BMPs™) in those
construction and excavation activities in order to reduce sediment ranoff. While on its
face this proposal sounds good, it is difficult to accept that it is made seriously in view of

~ the difficulty that has been encountered by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

and state environmental agencies in réequiring the use of similar BMPs at construction.
sites in excess of 5 acres under the federal Clean Water Act National Pollutant D1scharge
Elimination System program. Compliance with that program, pa.rt1cu1a1'1y in Arkansas,
has been very low and very grudgmg :

It is unimaginable that landowners who have been granted a permit to install a .
new boat dock on Greers Ferry Lake will install silt fences, sediment basins, diversion -
berms, flow mitigation devices, and other devices and materials that are generally

“considered as BMPs when installing their boat docks. It is noteworthy that the Corps has

not proposed to make the use of such BMPs mandatory in its Preferred Alternative, and -
even if it did, would undoubtedly not have the resources to enforce their use. In addition,
practically speaking, BMPs would probably not have any significant effect in settings so
close to the Lake, and especially when installed by landowners who had no knowledge of
or training in how to use BMPs to prevent discharge of sediment runoff.

In summary, the proposed Mitigation Measures are illusory only, and would not
be effective in preventing or reducing the adverse effects of the Corps Preferred
Alternative, which are vastly understated in the draft EIS.

We also note that there is no Statement of Qualifications or Statement of Potential
Conflicts of Interest relative to the contractor who prepared the draft EIS, as is required
by NEPA and its 1mplement1ng regulations. Such statements should be disclosed to the
public. L

- The Corps’ draft EIS is inadequate for the reasons set forth above and for the
reasons submitted by other commentators. The draft EIS does not support the Corps’

~ misguided Preferred Alternative, and should be abandoned.

Respectfully submitted,

Richard H. Mays’
Attorney For
Save Greers Ferry Lake,
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~ Ms. Patricia Aﬁslo*é% .

January 07, 2002

determination based on'science. . o D o

The Environmental Impact Study or Shore Line Study is a scientific study. It's purpose has been
from the very beginning to uncover any significant adverse effect, additional docks might have on the
lake. . '

. The decision as to whel:her or not to allowaddﬂ:tonal boat dockson GreersFerry Lake isa .

The findings of the first study scientifically proved that the additional docks pose no significant
threat to the environment at Greers Ferry Lake.

A few people calling themselves "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" could not accept those scientific
findings and filed a law suit against the Corp of Engineers. This of course resulted in a court ordered
injunction and brought progress relative to the purpose of the study to a standstill. 1 was one of those
approximately one hundred people whose location (evaluation score 90%) and request for a boat dock
had been approved. :

With Corp of Engineer Authorization in hand, I contacted one of the Corp of Engineer approved
dock builders (from a list provided to me by the Corp) and contracted him to build my dock. The dock
was built according to specifications and a design plan provided by and approved by the Corp of
Engineers. The boat dock was completed, installed and permitted on May 23, 2000,

My project was complete well before the injunction was issued. 1 was able to use my dock
during the Summer of 2000, but since then T have been denied its use. The dock cost $13,500 to build.
I've spend $1,200 on slip rental since 2000 and have donated $1,000 against legal fees to help fight the
"Friends of Greers Ferry Lake." . h L _ ,

_ I have attended several public hearings concerning this issue. From the beginning it was
obvious to me, as it would be to any casual observer, that the “Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" are not
ineterested in science. They are merely engaged in an effort to advance a personal preference.

The second study absolutely confirmed the scientific findings of the first study. The second
study was a contracted study performed by an agency sanctioned by the Federal Government. Its
finding should be accepted by all. The Corp has met its burden of proof required by the Courts.
Scientifically, both studies support the same conclusion. Additional boat docks pose no threat to Greers
Ferry Lake. _

At the latest public hearing, I heard the lawyer for the "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" say that
they are prepared to fight on indefinitely. The question occurs to me that if the second study is as
exhaustive as it appears to be, and the science (twice tested) is reliable, what do you suppose the basis of
a new law suit might be? I think people like the "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" are a living

~ demonstration of why Congress is currently moving on legislation against frivolous law suits.

One last thing, in view of the general situation, I want to request that anyone who

- was issued a permit and completed their dock building project prior to the injunction be

grandfathered in,  There is a precedent for this, and it is fair, equitable and appropriate
under the circumstances. I built in good faith, fully authorized, according to all guidelines
and in violation of no existing regulations or injunctions. In case there is any doubt, I
support Preferred Alternataive for the Shoreline Management Plan. '

Thank you for your consideration.

Jim Walli

Permit #4530
55 The Betweens
Greers Ferry, Arkansas
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From: Barbara Ashley [mailto:uslandscape@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2002 9:16 AM

To: Eis, GEf SMP

Subject: Jim Wallis - Greers Ferry Lake

The attached file is from Jim Wallis. If you have any
questions please call 501-851-4027
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January 07, 2002
Ms, Patricia Anslow,

The decision as to whether or not to allow additional boat docks on Greers Ferry Lake is a
determination based on science.

The Environmental Impact Study or Shore Line Study is a scientific study It's purpose
has been from the very beginning to uncover any significant adverse effect, adetlonal docks
might have on the lake.

The findings of the first study sc1entlf1ca].ly proved that the additional docks pose no
significant threat to the environment at Greers Ferry Lake.

A few people calling themselves "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" could not accept those
scientific findings and filed a Iaw suit against the Corp of Engineers. This of course resulted in a
court ordered: injunction and brought progress relative to the purpose of the study to a standstill.
[ was one of those approximately one hundred people whose location (evaluatmn score 90%) and
request for a boat dock had been approved.

With Corp of Engineer Authorization in hand, I contacted one of the Corp of Engineer
approved dock builders (from a list provided to me by the Corp) and contracted him to build my
dock. The dock was built according to specifications and a design plan provided by and
approved by the Corp of Engineers. The boat dock was completed, installed and permitted on’
May 23, 2000.

My project was complete well before the injunction was issued. I was able to use my
dock during the Summer of 2000, but since then I have been denied its use. The dock cost
$13,500 to build. I've spend $1,200 on slip rental since 2000 and have donated $1,000 agzinst legal
fees to help fight the "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake."

I have attended several public hearings concerning this issue. From the beginning it was
obvious o me, as it would be to any casual observer, that the "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" are
not ineterested in science. They are merely engaged in an effort to advance a personal preference.

The second study absolutely confirmed the scientific findings of the first study. The
second study was & contracted study performed by an agency sanctioned by the Federal
Government. Its finding should be accepted by all. The Corp has met its burden of proof
required by the Courts. Scientifically, both studies support the same conclusmn Additional boat
docks pose no threat to Greers Ferry Lake.

At the latest public hearing, I heard the lawyer for the "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" say
that they are prepared to fight on indefinitely. The question occurs to me that if the second study
is as exhaustive as it appears to be, and the science (twice tested) is reliable, what do you suppose
the basis of a new law suit might be? I think people like the "Friends of Greers Ferry Lake" are a
living demonstration of why Congress is currently moving on legislation against frivolous law
suits,

One last thing, in view of the general situation, I want to request that anyone
who was issued a permit and completed their dock building project pl‘lOl‘ to the
injunction be grandfathered in.  There is a precedent for this, and it is fair, -
equitable and appropriate under the circumstances. I built in good faith, fully
authorized, according to all guidelines and in violation of no existing regulations o
injunctions. In case there is any doubt, I support Preferred Alternataive for the
Shoreline Management Plan. ,

Thank you for your consideration.
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Jim Wallis
- Permit #4330
55 The Betweens
Greers Ferry, Arkansas
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January 23, 2002
29 Rebecca Lane
Conway, Arkansas

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 express my support for the preferred alternative #2 being considered by
the Corps for Greers Ferry Lake. It contains a balanced approach to the lake's
management. While it allows those who own land around the lake to manage their
property adequately and have a few more docks, the plan continues to protect the lake
for future generations, so that it will continue to be as beautiful as it is now. The
environmental impact study supports the position.

- The plan does a good job in my opinion of structuring a fair compromise,
consistent with the goal of the SMP. Please adopt plan #2.

Sincerely,

{éﬁ“&%&% |



Corps of Engineers

To Whom It May Concern: -

My family and I have used several of the campgrounds at Greers Ferry Lake and probably
go there three to four times per year. I have never thought that there were many boat docks
on the lake; the ones that I have seen have been mainly in the coves where we fish and
actually some of the biggest fish I have caught have been around those docks. I have been
told that there are only around 90 boat docks that have been approved for the lake and that,
if this plan goes through, that might be all there is in the future. I do not see where adding
93 docks on a huge lake like this would make any difference at all. '

I do not really know much about the mowing issue, but I believe the Corps will do the right
thing, " '

ReSpectfully,I .
Trm and /é’/c?wt?/ ﬂ?éfrs%
AR, AR
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" Tricia Anslow
Project Manager
700 W. Capitol
P.O. Box 867
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom This May Concern:

1 have read over the information given to me about the Shoreline Management Plan
on Greers Ferry Lake. You did a good job in explaining it in understandable terms.

After reading what the facts are, I then read the editorial from the Democrat-Gazette
and I could not believe how much false information they put out.

I believe the Corps is making the right decision in their proposal and I would recommend
Option 2 for Greers Ferry Lake.

Sincerely,

il Ao



Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitoi

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Ms. Anslow:

There are several things about the new shoreline management plan that I do not think are being stressed
but are extremely important. The fact that, if Option 2 is approved, there will be no future rezoning

tequests allowed for boat docks is significant. The limitation on the size of boat that canbekeptata
private dock is also important; under the current plan, large houseboats could be placed at private sites
with people potentially living on them. I think the living on the boat part 1s against the Corps’s rules
but, as you know, not all the rules are followed. By maximizing the depth of the boat slip, this would
limit this type of boat presence on the shoreline and potentially limit the amount of water poliution
associated with it. '

I think Option 2 is the one that best balances the needs of the lake with the needs of the people using the
lake and those who have bought property around the lake. Increasing the potential shoreline usage from
7% to 8% is minimal. I understand that there is a large amount of previously zoned shoreline that is not
even being utilized for boat docks at the present time. Probably, if everyone on the list 0f 93 added a .
boat dock, it would still bring the current percentage to much less than 8%. Many of those people -
carlier zoned for boat docks may have changed their mind, moved, etc.

I would vote in'conﬁdence for Option 2 of the Shoreline Management Plan and I hope you will support
that as well. ' : '

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

ek, Coges
e, T




January 23, 2002

‘To the Project Manager
Greers Ferry Lake:

The Save the Lake articles and letters have raised
a lot of issues regarding Greers Ferry Lake. We
would be upset if uncontrolled development ruined
the Lake. However, the Army Corp has controlled the
Lake’s growth to date and done a good job.

If the Corp is recommending a plan allowing only 93
new dock permits, with no more permits o be
allowed in the future, and a restrictive clearing
policy, of which fewer than 20% of property owners
will be eligible, then we have no objection to
their plan. :

As long as future dock rezoning requests are to be
denied, and ‘the clearing requests are individually
evaluated and monitored and a fifty foot buffer
maintained, we do not object to Option 2.

Sincerely,

27 Biook E%fu%je Dr
 Cordova TN 380(8




FIM ¥ FARAN DUCK

January 22, 2002

Ms Patricia Anslow

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

Litile Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

After having property on Greers Ferry 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 rise 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.

Sincerely,
Jim & Sarah Duck

#6 SARAH COURT « GREENBRIER, AR - 72058
PHONE: 501-679-7108
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ROBERT L. THACKER

2285 Blaney Hill Road
Conway, AR 72032

Telephone 501-329-2635 _ ‘ Fax - 501-450-4976

January 24, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Little Rock District
Planning Division

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: QGreers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan
draft Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Sir/Madam:

Please consider this as my request that the most recent
Greeré Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan draft Environmental
Impact Statement be approved. I believe that it will provide an
adequate solution to the issues and concerns expressed by all
interested pérties, and will insure that the lake is maintained
in the fashion for which it was originaily planned.

Thank you for your consideration.

Cordhally yours,

Robert I,. Thacker

Y




e

Senator Blanche Lincoln
912 West 4th Street
Little Rock, AR 72201

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shoreline Management Plan - Environmental Impact
Statement ' ‘

Dear Blanche,

As you are probably aware, the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers proposes to change the Shoreline
Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake to allow the installation of many additional private
multislip boat docks on the lake. The Corps is advocating that parts of the lake shoreline that
were previously protected now be opened up to private multislip docks. Most of us that have
homes on Greers Ferry are very opposed to this proposal. We ask that you express your

. opposition to any plan that would reduce the amount of protected shoreline, increase the number
of private boat docks, and increase the area on the Government shoreline easement that may be
mowed by adjoining private landowners. This is what has made Greers Ferry so special - and why
it is the number one tourist destination in Arkansas. It is not crowded and overbuilt with docks,
leaving its natural beauty in tact.

Thank you for your serious consideration to this matter.
Best wishes for the New Year...
Sincerely,

5 ag e e

Mary Lou Cravens
362 Eaglewatch Circle
Heber Springs, AR 72543

or‘ : \;:f'i::-,%‘mm "", 3”
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- U. 8. Ammy Corps of Engmeers

| Ms. Patncla Anslow

Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Dmsmn .

P 0 Box. 867

: _;thtle Rock, AR 72203 0867

Re: Greers Ferry Lake Proposed Shore]me Management Plan Envn'onmental Impact

‘ Statement ) -.
‘-“'Dea:r Ms Anslow

Iam opposed to the proposed Shore]me Managemeni Plans for Greers F erry Lake contamed m.
 the draft Env:ronmental Impact Statement issued by the U. S. Anny Corps of Engineersin’

" November 2001 that would (a) increase the m]mber of private. nmltlshp boat decks permitted on -

~ - 'the Lake; (b) rezone areas of the Lake to allow for permm:mg of private multislip boat docksin

- ".‘formerly Protected Areas; and (c) increase the area in which: Vegetatlon mod]ﬁcauon (mo)
= could be conducted on the Govemment iand ad_]acent to the Lake :

E Tam opposed to. all A]ternatlves contamed in the draﬁ Enwronmental Impact Statement of
November 2001 ' S _ :

L Mary Lou Cravens
" 362 Eaglewatch- C}:cle
Heber Springs, AR 72543
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From: Kay Geer [mailto:kavgeer@juno.com]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 3:52 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

We have lived close to greers Ferry lake for over 30 years. We have
helped clean the lake and have enjoyed the lake very much. Qur
children grew up knowing the value of clean water and keeping the
sheorelines clean. Now you want to clutter it with small boat docks.
Please don't do that. Our koat is stored at a marina where it is
protected from wind and thieves. What would happen to a bunch

of smaller boat docks when hit by a storm? Storms are hard

enough on large boat docks that are protectd by breakwaters, Please
save cur shoreline to be natural and beautiful. Thank you for
allowing us our opinion. Don and Kay Geer 686 Dodd Mountain Road
Shirley, AR. 72153 501 745-20086

77T
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Juno e-mail printed Wed, 16 Jan 2002 17:02:48 , page 1

From: Kay Geer <kaygéer@juno.com>
Subject Greers Fery Lake

Please do not make drastic changes to our beautiful Lake. ltis
wonderful the way it is.  We have enjoyed it for over 30 years and
keep our boat at a marina where i is safe from storms.  Lef's keep

it that way. Don and Kay Geer 685 Dodd Mountam Road, Shlriey, / CN
Ar. 72153 Phone 501 745-2006 L;.ﬁf«u( e Qo o e < lLowilen:
A message from Mildred Reynolds, 265 Pine Hill Road, Fairfield Bay, ' /@;ZL

AR. 72088 phone 501 8384-6387. We have owned properiy at .

Fairfield Bay since 1978. We live in a lovely house with a uu?—é(
beautiful view of Greers Ferry Lake. We see beautiful shorelines /e HeAo
and bridges and lovely clear biue water. . Please don't mess up -
the shoreline with a bunch of little boat docks. Thank you for

allowing me to voice my opinion. Thank you for doing the right

* thing and leave the iake and shorelines for us fo enjoy the way

they are. :

o EM&MM’ will Lt

Fou Sone (oo | | o
‘?(ae.a&e e el S

5@ QHMMC-.

floars
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January 28, 2002

Ms. Trish Anslow .

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867

- Little Rock, AR. 72203

1 am in opposition to the proposal for more docks on Greer’s Ferry Lake because |
believe it will set a precedence of more and more docks—private and commercial—thus
taking away from the beauty of one of Arkansas’ valued resources and adding a potential
for more pollution, bank erosion, and more boat traffic; thus endangering the quality of
the resevoir and making it more dangerous for the people who boat regularly..

Sincerely,

Gulley, President
The Friends of the North Fork and White Rivers

Hard copy to follow
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CARL GARN ER

Consultant

105 Gamner Lane » Tambling Shoals, Arkansas 72581 » (501)362-5100 g [z Z oo 2.

Ms. Patricia Anslow-

US Army Corps of Engineers
PO Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Subjecf: Greers Ferry Lake 2000 SMP
Comments and Questions — Carl Garner

Dear Ms. Anslow,

- A. THE 5 ALTERNATIVE PLANS

Alternativel: No Action. Would continue shoreline management under the 1994 SMP;
which states no new rezoning requests would be approved during the period that would
commence following issuance of the plan. The 1994 SMP does not include the following
however, during future review of the SMP rezonin lications could be approved to the extent
of the level described in Alternative 5 (Maximum Modification), page ES-7. Alternative 1 -
page 2-9 development under this alternative could eventually reach the levels described in
Alternative 3. To call this no action plan is misleading and simply not true. Why was this done?
Tt appears that it was done to make this plan less desirable and more destructive than your
preferred Alternative 2 appears to be.

Alternative 2: (Preferred alternative) Approval Of Rezoning Request Meeting The 80%
Criteria. No future rezoning request would be accepted. The 93 rezoning requests that met the

80% criteria during the 1999 review of the 1994 SMP would be allowed. A minimum 50° buffer
would be established where mowing would be prohibited from the vegetated edge of the
shoreline for 50°. This would involve only Corps property. Authorization Tor mowing from
habitable structures would be increased from 50° to 100° except where it would conflict with the
vegetated structure. More on boats, sleeping quarters and/or MSD’s and existing grandfathered
docks. '

There are many unanswered questions and objections to the plan

. First regarding the 80% criteria form.

- Is this a Corps wide approved and used form?

- - Isitan SWD approved and used form?

- Isit used in any other SWD District?

- Was the form designed with the specific purpose of evaluating apphcatlons for private
docks anywhere within the total protected area of all Corps lakes in the LRD or was it done
on Greers Ferry Lake only? If not, where was it designed to be used and what were the

_ results of the latest reviews at other projects in LRD?

- Are there public directives so stating that this form was to be used on Greers Ferry Lake?

If so, are these available and why was this not mentioned in the review?




- Ifthere had been 200 or 500 requests for new docks to be located in protected areas would
the Corps have evaluated and permitted all that scored 80% on the evaluation form? I
asked this question of two Corps supervisory employees and the answer was, “I guess so”.
Use of the criteria form as was done in the review in effect opens up the entire protected
210 mile area for future docks. On what basis can this be denied?

- Why was the form titled “Greers Ferry Rezoning Evaluation Criteria” — no mention about a

 dock having to be constructed or time limit for same?

- Does an applicant for rezoning have to have a boat and does he have to make a
commitment to construct a dock before the 100” area is zoned?

- Tfa dock is not constructed in a 100’ rezoned area under the SMP within a certain time
would the 100’ automatically revert to protected area?

Back to no future rezoning requests being accepted under Alternative 2 (Future — Webster — “for
time to come”). What is the justification and defense against accepting applications and
rezoning unlimited number of docks in the 210 miles of protected shoreline after permitting 93
new docks located all over the lake with 100° of shoreline rezoned for each? The plan sets a
precedent not just for Greers Ferry Lake but all Corps lakes. The no future rezoning request plan
is destined to be challenged and this part overturned at the next 5 year review. This being the
case I believe the Corps has no intention of preventing hundreds of new docks all over the lake in
the near future. Even if the Corps does care there is no defense to prevent it. The plan would
fail because it discriminates and invites, even solicits political pressures too great to withstand.
Also, if the Corps sincerely wants to limit the number of private docks on Greers Ferry Lake it
should maintain the 1994 plan without the added conditions for hundreds of additional docks in
the future. ' :

The zoned miles for docks has not increased from the original plan of 1976. To accommodate
the 20 +/- rezoned areas existing zoned areas were reallocated. For this reason limiting these
number of docks, keeping the 1994 plan and maintaining the current zoning areas for the future
could be justified and sustained whereas opening all of the 210 miles of protected area cannot.
Alternative 2 is a plan developed not by the Corps but by the adjoining property owners and
promoted by a few real estate dealers. It is a plan that enhances private property values and the
real estate business and creates many adverse impacts (discussed later).

The 50’ buffer proposed sounds good and could provide some benefits, however, it will be '
difficult to administer and maintain. The 50° buffer could be applied to each of the plans and is
not dependent on the proposed increase in mowing. Why was this not done in Alternative 1?
The EIS in describing the lower limits of the 50° has inconsistencies in locating the lower limits
of the 50°. It will be difficult to locate and in several areas may result in no large trees within.
Also the 50’ buffer is claimed to provide protection from wave action and screen private
development. Tt will result in little or no mowing for fire proteciion in a number of areas. It will
also be very difficult to prevent illegal cutting of underbrush and small trees in this 50° based on
past experiences. Increase in mowing (removal of underbrush and small trees) from 50° to 1007,
the Corps own policy or regulation states (from EIS) “Vegetation modification (mowing) on
Corps land is justified for fire protection only and not for landscape enhancement. According to

2
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the Corps Environmental Assessment the National Fire Protection Code finds that 30° to 35°
mowed area provides efficient fire protection for habitable structures around Greers Ferry Lake
and that more than that would be difficult to defend.

The current policy is and has always been 50°. No permits have ever been issued for more. Why
did the Corps even consider increasing to 100’7 What is the justification? Is it enhancement of
private property? Increasing to 100° has many adverse impacts and no beneficial ones except to
the private property owner.

a. Removes the natural filtering system.

b. It will increase erosion substantially during periods of high lake level.

¢. It removes the underbrush and small trees, which also increases erosion and prevents

replenishing the trees.

Alternative 3 — No growth. (Page ES6 —7.) This alternative would seek to maintain the Corps
land around the lake as it curtently exists, at least until the next review. Rezoning applications
would not be accepted. No new shoreline use permits would be allowed. Why would the Corps

‘formulate such a plan just for 5 years? It would in the long run accomplish nothing.

Alternative 3 — No Growth, (Page 2 - 9. Table 2-2.) The shoreline zoning would be frozen to

.the current configuration (7% LDA). No new land use permits (docks & paths) would be

approved. No rezoning request from those submitted in 1999 would be approved. No rezoning
request would be accepted or approved at fiture SMP review. No new permits and expiring
permits renewed for vegetative modification. What basis or justification is there for this
provision on vegetation modification? To prevent the minimum mowing for fire protection,

- which is provided for in the Corps current policy is non-enforceable. Also why not the 50°

buffer? Alternative 3 as described on pages 6 & 7 and 2 — 9 is addressed here to show there are
differences. The one on 2 — 9 speaks to no future rezoning as does Alternative 2 and 4. See my
remarks under Alternative 2 regarding no future rezoning. ‘

Alternative 4:  Approval Of Rezoning Request Meeting The 90% Criteria. It would only
postpone the inevitable permitting thousands of docks all over the lake. Why the 100° buffer?

If it is beneficial and creates no new problems maybe it should be in the other alternatives. It
would create more no fire protection mowing and create a problem with the other 48 applicants
who would not get docks. It would also create a serious problem for the Corps to reduce the 93
to 45. At the time the Rangers made the criteria surveys some of the applicants for docks talked
to the Rangers on site and were informed that the site scored at least 80% and they were eligible
or could get a dock. At a subsequent public meeting at the Carl Garner Visitor Center 1
witnessed applicants who pointed out their location on a map, being told by a Ranger after
checking a list that they were eligible for a dock. After the filing for the injunction in court to
stop the SMP the Corps announced in person on TV that the court litigation meant nothing and
the Corps would continue to issue permits for boat docks and mowing...32 docks permits were
issued. Based on the court decision the Corps withdrew the SMP and voided all 32 permits.
Prior to the Corps voiding the permits, five docks were placed on the lake and several others
were in the fabrication stage. With the Corps commitment and most if not all of the 93
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applicants is Alternative 4 a viable, doable plan or just a plan to satisfy the requirement for a
number alternatives?

ltern 5; ximum Modification} (EIS page2-—4.)
The shorelme would be rezoned to increase the LDA from 7% to 33% LDA. Rezoning would be
based on suitable topography 20% - 49% slope. No rezoning request would be accepted or
approved at future SMP reviews. Increase mowing from 50’ to 200°, no vegetative buffer
established, rezone to LDA the shoreline where grandfathered docks exist. This alternative
would include a measure stating that future rezoning requests will not be accepted until the
LDA’s are fully utilized. What kind of double talk is this? One breath the Corps will accept no
request for rezoning in the future, next breath it will?

Assume all of the 33% of the zoned shoreline (all of the 210 miles of now protected area that is
suitable for docks) is fully utilized, where would the additional zoned area be? Would it be made
available by reducing or enlarging the limitation of the slope or would it be reducing the 80% to
70% or 65%7? The 200" mowing allowance would provide additional enhancement of private
property which as previously noted is illegal. - Also is the slope where all the 93 docks are
located within the 20% - 49% slope? There is currently 19 miles of LDA shoreline with 295
docks minus the grandfathered docks (30+/-) with space for another 170 for a total of
approximately 435 within the 19 miles (7% of the shoreline). ‘All are not within the 20 — 49
slope range but very few have had problems with operation and maintenance. On this basis and
your provision for additional rezoning of this alternative it appears that the total could approach
4,000 docks. This plan must come from Sidney Lanier Lake with 38,000 acres and 8,400 docks
— 25,000 boats docked on it...private development out of control! _

Alternative 5 is not a viable, doable alternative. Why was it even considered? Again was it to
fulfill the need for alternatives and try to justify the Corps preferred Alternative 2? How was 1t
_ determmed that Alternative 5 would result in significant adverse impacts?

B. MISCELLANEOUS OTHER COMMENTS

EIS page 2 -3 lines 13 —17. Number of private docks on Greers Ferry Lake.

The original zoning plan for Greers Ferry Lake formulated in strict accordance with Corps wide
criteria by the Greers Ferry Resident Office, Little Rock District Office and SWD personnel,
The plan was implemented in 1976. Subsequent review with required public input and public
hearings and comments were held. The original shoreline miles that were zoned for docks has
not increased to date. There were applications for docks in protected areas and about 20 of these
were approved (1994 — 13 applicants, 3 approved) not by increasing the total zoned areas.
Protected areas were originally zoned on sound basis according to criteria and were not game for
wholesale change for the sole benefit of private interest. We always kept in the forefront the best
interest of the public and the environment of the project for the fong range (100+ years).
Realizing full well that there are conditions occurring outside the control of the Corps that can
adversely effect the lake and shoreline cumulatively. This is more than sufficient reason to
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continue the existing Shoreline Plan, since it has worked so well for 36+ years, andtoend
rezoning. :

Reference EIS page 2-2. Lines 9-11. :

Management of the shoreline will provide an opportunity for optimum recreation experiences for
the maximum number of people and assure compatibility between the recreating public, the
environment and project resources. Is this not now being done to the maximum under the 1994

SMP?

EIS lines 16 — 18. Boat owners will be encouraged to moor their boats at commercial moorings,
utilize dry storage facilities off project lands. 1don’t recall this mentioned during any of the

public meetings, Corps publications and news releases. In fact off project boat storage was to

have been thoroughly investigated and evaluated in the study. It was not, why? I believe the EIS
failed to thoroughly identify, investigate and evaluate all the problems that occur during very
high lake levels and very low lake levels. There are many problems including water quality, -
severe erosion, loss of vegetation (large trees) anchoring of boats — off the anchoring system,
docks and boats anchored sometimes much farther than normal out in the lake unlighted, docks
tied to trees, and some docks loose floating in the lake. Many of these present safety hazards. In
1973 the lake level was 484 and all of these conditions existed for several weeks. The damage
from wind and wave to private docks, shoreline erosion and vegetation loss was extensive.
100,000 trees were lost. The lake was very muddy over the entire area and large amounts of
garbage and trash were noted all around the shoreline. '

The EIS has evaluated and anticipated the lakeshore growth, local population increase, personal
income and other results from each of the alternatives. The value attributed to Alternative 5
appears to be excessive, especially when this area including the shoreline has already
experienced substantial growth and continues to do so. The two lake counties were among the
top growth counties in the state for the past 10 years. Why do most probably 90% of the
5,000,000 day visitors come to Greers Ferry Lake? It is because they like the beautiful scenery
and uncluttered clean lake. Adding 1300+ docks could very likely reduce those values. Many
have indicated they would not come back to Greers Ferry Lake if this occurs.

The EIS contains too much repetition with incomplete or conflicting information on the same |

subject.

There is insufficient investigation and evaluation regarding the number of septic systems and
associated problems as to pollution entering the lake. The 1981 Environmental study found a

number of potential and some problem areas and indicated there would be more by 2000 with the

anticipated growth around the lake. This study including the 1981 map indicated findings of the
1981 study. It is true that these systems are on private property and are the responsibility of the
Arkansas Health Dept. but does that relieve the Corps of any responsibility or doesn’t it care
whether or not every possible action is taken to prevent the polluted runoff from flowing across
government lands to the lake. All septic systems are subject to failure, many do occasionally.
Mine did and I was fortunate to have the 2” natural filtering cover to absorb and prevent it from




entering the lake. 1have not mowed the 50° for fire protection and natural filtering sysfem is still
in place. (I would be eligible to mow about 45°)

Another concern is the extent of investigating and evaluating the watershed area. The areais
mostly wooded, however, there areé nUMErous cattle farms with sizeable feed lots and many
chicken houses. About 25 years ago the government became concerned about the pollution from
feed lots entering Greers Ferry Lake and made some funds available to construct holding ponds
below these lots. This occurred for only one or two years. Most of these lots have no holding
ponds. Did the EIS thoroughly look at this?

The EIS has a number of colored maps showing various areas with scenic integrity classification.
All of the scenes classified as high scenic are typical of the 210 miles of protected areas and none
have boat docks but will have if Alternative 2 is implemented. All but one of the low — very low
scenic classification have boat docks. Surely it is an undisputed fact that boat docks destroy the
scenic value of the shoreline. These significant and most desirable values are very important to
lake users and visitors. Does the Corps now choose to destroy this treasure?

Reference potential Boat Dock Viewshed maps for the 5 alternatives. The maps indicate
distance and area from which a private dock can be seen. I have been on the lake hundreds of
simes-and viewed the shoreline from the water and also from the land. On a clear day a 2 slip or
a 20 slip dock can be seen from anywhere there is not an obstruction up to 5 miles on the water
and farther from the land. The person who arrived at the map distances may need glasses.

Another comment on the rezoning request evaluation criteria form. It is possible to make a score
of 80 and qualify for rezoning at any slope of the shoreline from zero to vertical. Using this form
a much larger percent of the 210 miles of shoreline could meet the requirement for rezoning.
Again I must ask how do you justify 100 of shoreline anywhere in protected areas. Isit just

because you have a form? Someone in the Corps is smart enough to know what will happen at

the next review.
C. FINAL COMMENTS

The Corps must admit that it is charged with and has the sole responsibility of managing Greers
Ferry and it must know that it cannot most efficiently manage based totally on who is against or
who is for any plan. Consider yes, but not let popular vote override the right thing to do.
Always ask first what is the ight thing to do. This also applies to political pressures. After the
public meeting in 1999 and 2000 comments from the public were accepted. ‘According to the
Resident office records 523 persons submitted comments. The Corps reported the majority
favored the new SMP. Mr. Leonard Uecker and I at the Resident Office read every comment
and classified for or against the SMP and alse those who commented on other specific items that

were neither for nor against the SMP. Enclosed is a copy of our tabulations of comments with3

categories, those specifically for the SMP — 174, against — 231, for other than SMP — 149. The
Corps in compiling its numbers for and against counted all, or at least enough of the 149, for the

SMP in order to get a majority for it. It’s tough to win in a game like this. The Corps used this -

)

e 388 .



. inaccurate majority to justify implementing the SMP. The 20 January issue of the Arkansas
Democrat/Gazette included an article entitled “Corps Buffeted By Foes, Backers Of Lake
Rezoning”. In that article Corps employees stated more than once the 2000 plan was what the
majority wanted. It was also mentioned that due to the majority wanting the new SMP the Corps
did not retain the current 1994 SMP. (Copy of the article attached.) From these previous
comments by the Corps it may be assumed that had the majority opposed the new SMP that it
would never have been implemented. Was the Corps so desperate to have a majority for the
SMP that it improperly counted the comments? '

Now that the draft of the Corps preferred Alternative (the 2000 SMP) is in the comment period

" until 28 January 2002, how will the majority of comments for and against affect the final SMP?
If the majority is against, will the plan now be voided? After the draft plan was announced and
made available to many more people for review, more people are now expressing their

- preferences which gives the Corps a much more accurate poll on what the private citizens want.
If more comments are against the SMP the Corps must then rethink and possibly void the
plan and retain the 1994 SMP, especially if this majority is substantially larger.

In 1974 the Corps established (in Federal Register) a policy that in the future new lakes and
existing lakes with no boat docks there would be no docks permitted. There had to be good
reasons for this new restriction. In view of this new policy why solicit and approve all the
applications the Corps can get? The Corps should make efforts to prevent the creation of
problems the new policy has prevented.

The Corps continues to help justify adding the 93 docks in protected areas by stressing that the
plan adds less than 2 miles of zoned shoreline. This to most does not sound too bad but they are
'not aware that this addition is made up of 93 — 100° sections scattered all over the lake. One
only has to view the map showing locations and long range effects to become concerned. I
would hate to have a large map in my office showing the 93 100’ locations and have to defend
disapproving all future requests for rezoning anywhere within the 210 miles of now protected
shoreline.

Attached are copies of two letters which are self explanatory. If this is now the new policy, it is
another reason not to have 93 new docks now, thousands more in the future. '

T have been asked a hundred times why is the Corps doing this. Based on comments in the
Democrat article I guess we now know. I am totally against the new SMP because I know 25
years from now Greers Ferry will be another Sidney Lanier. Please stop now and keep the 1994
plan permanently I would appreciate answers to all questtons

Sincerely,




01/26/02 SAT 15:11 KFAL BUL 8Zb3316 LEUNARD guuL

-

En&do} ovedo Leter 57 Corl Gorroes _‘Suéjec/ 6 L. Seoo S P
GLZWhﬂ&ﬂ%KA’CQazoﬁgﬁy zdb%qu&_ME,thﬂ?anZa;;,424444352?62f112~~22iﬁ@2%3

645 Lakefront Road
Quitman, AR 72131
1 March 2000

€

US Army Corps of Engineers
700 Heber Springs Road North
Heber Springs, AR 72543

Dear Tommy Park;

Thanks to you and Win Hargis for your hospitality in allowing us to review
the public comments received in regard to the SMP proposal. Win stated
that the Corps had not classified the responses as being either: for the
proposal, against, resident, non-resident, dock only, mow only, etc.

in our examination of the letters, we could see that it was not = simple
matter of counting ¥Yes or No votes on a single issue. We were able to
establish 7 basic categories that would allow a quite comprehensive
evaluation of the responses and offer them for your consideration.

NOT APPLICABLE would describe 29 of the letters. These were questions or
suggestions that covered a variety of subjects, but did not make reference
to approving or disapproving the SMP. Included were questions about
wildlife habitat planting, commercial docks in the Scuth Fork area, ramnp
construction, and repair or replacement of existing docks. Some persons
thought the comment period was an invitation for more dock requests, but
made no reference to the SMP. One letter disagreed with the soil type
designation in the soil study but gave no SMP comment. A few had no
signature or no name listed. About § were non-residents.

BENTLEY RESTAURANT DOCE covered 58 letters. Many of these were form -
letters that had probably been distributed at the restaurant. Aall but
about 3 were requesting a dock for the restaurant. None of the letters
mentioned the SMP.

REALTORS sent in 52 letters. This was nearly one third of the comments that
favored the SMP. Thirty-four of these were sclicited form. letters with no
stated reason except the obviously anticipated property sales. No benefits
to the lake or the public were cited. The number of form letters would
seem to reflect the ability of the realtors to take advantage of their
-organizational capabilities to generate numbers, and to reveal the personal
and profit nature of their motivation. There would be no way to measure any
peer pressure or employer intimidation invelwved in the signing of the form
letters. Included in the 52 letters are 4 by Al Vadja. Other "multiple
listed” realtors {couldn't resist the pun) were also counted 3 or 4 times
by being included as personal, sales office, and realtor organization
letters. Cleburne Co. Bd of Realtors was listed twice.

FOR SMP PROPOSAL totalled 122. There were 45 form letters, many of which
could ailmost as appropriately be listed under the REALTOR heading. These,
and an additional 45 separate letters stated no reason, no lake oxr public
benefits in voting for the 8MP. At least 32 of these letters wers from

non-residents {(some e-mail letters did not give name or address, but were
counted FOR anyway). Many of these letters showed no strong opinion, but
expressed confidence in the Corps® proposal because of its PAST record in

,M390wi“;
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protecting the lake. Many indicated reliance on the GROSSLY MISLEADING
Corps statements that only 1.7 miles of shoreline would be affected by )
rezoning changes!! The Corps has done a severe disservice to the public by
adamantly refusing to acknowledge that over 150 miles of formerly protected
shoreline would now be open to rezoning. The Corps is also remiss in
failing to correct intentional distortions that were used in the Arkansas
Democrat-~Gazette to influence people to vote for the CMP. The Corps'
implied agreement of Al Vadja's lies and the Corps® own statements in the
SAME newspaper article were quoted by many of the FOR letters as their
basis in accepting the Corps proposal.

DOCK REQUESTS were the subject of 37 letters. Many of these assumed that
the comment periocd was for additional dock reguesis. Some specifically
were against changing mowing restrictions. Three were form letters, 13
were from non-residents.

MOWING REQUESTS totalled 25. Similar to DOCK REQUESTS, these were for a
single interest and did not show favor for the total SMP. Three of these
were from non-residents. Some letters that wanted additional mowing or
pathways stated opposition to more docks.

OPPOSED TO SMP PROPOSAL accounted for 2371 votes. Most were quite specific
in stating reasons for opposing the SMP changes. Many included the same
reasons that appeared over and over in the Corps’' own report; long-term
adverse impacts to soils, archeological resocurces, water, wetlands, agquatic
resources, terrestrial resources, aesthetics, vegetation, and the implied
perception of being converted to private property. Fregquently mentioned
was the fact that & simple wvisit to Lake Hawmilton, Lake of the Ozarks, or
any similar less restricted lake would show clearly how quickly Greers
Ferry Lake could be degraded into “"compliance with other lakes™.

CONCLUSION: Realtors and other profit seeking groups, even with benefit of
their organizational advantage, could not ciie reasons that would benefit
the lake or the public, and could not muster enocugh support to ocutweigh the
oppesition to the SMP proposal. This, in spite of the delay in letting the
public know the extent of the changes, the GROSSLY MISLEADING statements
‘given, the suppression of information, and the denial of a time extension
for public comments. The public comments fall far short of a mandate for
the long-term adverse impacts that the plan would set in motion. The
majority opposing the plan offer extensive reasons, many stated in the
Corps' own reports, that would benefit both the lake and the publiec and
protect the lake for the future! It would be hoped that the objections of
the Arkansas Health Dept., Community Water Systems, and the Arkansas Dept.
of Environmental Quality would be given as much consideration as Al Vadja's
impassioned plea for angther dock. As one in opposition stated, the Corps'
must decide whetber to base its decision on DOLLARS or on SENSE!.

Protect? Exploit? The future of Greers Ferry Lake rests on this decision!!
Sincerely, '

Lzonard Uecker
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 SHP PUBLIC COMMENTS
? FOR OPPOSE

NOT APPLICAEBLE 29
Questions, suggestions, existing dock/ramp matters,
information requests, South Fork rezoning

BENTLEY RESTAURANT DOCK ' 58
Requests for Bentley Restaurant dock only, ' ’
no SMP reference, mostly form letters,
a2ll but about 3 favoring the dock

REATTORS ‘ ' 52
34 were solicited form letters, 4 letters were by ,
Al Vadja, some others repeated 3 or 4 times by listing
as personal, sales office, and realtor organizations,
Cleburne Co. Bd of Realtors listed twice.

FOR SMP PROPOSAL 122 .
45 form letters with no regason -stated, 45 individual : _
letters with no stated Teascn, 32 non-resident letters,
some e-mail letters did not indicate area of residence.

DOCK REQUESTS ' 37
Some letters requested docks, but did not faver 2 mowing
area increase. 13 non-residents wanted docks, 3 form
letters wanted docks. - :

MOWING REQUESTS _ ' 25
Some letters wanted additional mowing areas or pathways.,
but did nct want additional docks. 3 letters were from

non-residents. .

- QPPOSED TO SMP PROPOSAL 231
Almost all opposed to changes gave specific reasons, '

Included Arkansas Health Dept., Community Water Systems,

Arkansas Dept. of Envirommental Quality, Friends of Greers

Ferry Lake, Greers Ferry & Little Red River aAssn., Lacey

Marina, Shiloch Marina, Eden Isle Marina, Sugarloaf Marina,

Rep Becky Lynn, Heber Springs Mayor EQ Roper

There were 523 letters in the SMP COMMENTS file. Win Hargis stated that no
classification had been made regarding For, Against, Resident, Non-Resident,
etc.. There is some ambiguity in the tabulation due to duplicate letters,
e-mail letters lacking address or signature, and militiple names on a single
letter. The overall result in accuracy should balance out for both sides,
and shows a decided majority AGAINST the proposéd changes, T _

1 March 2000
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Corps buffeted

by foes, backers
of lake rezoning

Development plan for shoreline

at Greers Ferry rouses passions |

BY SANDY DAVIS
ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE
HEBER SPRINGS — The

shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake
looks as if it could be a remote
part of the Canadian wildernéss
— 276 miles of mostly tree-lined
lakefront with few visible hous-
es and a sprinkling of boat
docks.

“When I first came here, I
was surprised that you couldn’t
see any presence of humans
along the shores,” said Barbara
Sullivan  of

docks,” said Tommy Park, the
Corps’ operations manager for
Greers Ferry Lake, “Currenily,
[about] 7 percent of the shore-
line on Greers Ferry Lake has
boat docks. This change would
make that 8 percent”

Opponents say the impact
won't be so minor,

The Corps’ plan “will open
the door” for even more boat
docks and other development,
Sullivan contends, which would
diminish the pristine, mostly un-

touched terrain.

Greers Ferry in

burne County.
“It was are- L
freshment of
the spirit‘”‘ ) .'.,_ ]
For - more B~
than 30 years;
the U.S. Army
Corps of Engi-

aged the lake
and its federally |3
owned shore- i

i) T
Spﬁn

Additional
mowing will
cause soil ero-
sion and strip
away the foliag
that hidafﬁf;%

e

“If this'plan
is approv%d, the
J ake will be ru-
SOLENE | tned” said Sulli-
van, president

growth on the

" shores to a minimum,

But to the ire of Sullivan and
many locals like hex, that could
change.

The Corps of Engineers has
proposed rezoning the shore-
line to allow 93 more boat docks
and to let lakeside landowners
clear up to 100 feet of brush. On-
ly 22 miles of shoreline are
zoned for docks, and only eight
of those miles contain the 295
docks which have been built.

“What we are proposing is a
1 percent increase of boat

Ferry Lake Inc,,
a nonprofit or-
ganization formed to oppose the
Corps’ plan. “I can’t understand
why the Corps wants to change
the shoreline.”

Other residents, like Al Vej-
da, said more docks won’t
change the area significantly.
“Another couple of docks won’t
change the appearance of the
Iake. There has to be a balance
between aesthetics and recre-
ation.”

Opponents feel a sense of -

urgency to get the word out be-
See LAKE, Page 6B

See peye ¢ B
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July 27, 2000

Mr. Thomas 8. Park
Operations Manager

Greers Ferry Project Office
700 Heber Springs Road North
Heber Springs, AR 72543-9022

Re: boat dock #4415
Dear Mr. Park,

l'am wntmg to complain about a boat dock that was constructed on public property
directly in front of our cottage on the south west side of Higdon Bay. Our lot is #58
Potters Point Tract 1255. When I complained verbally to the Ranger who authorized
installation of the dock (Jim Marple??) he said that the location was authorized because
the depth of the water in front of the next door cabin was too shallow, The dock opens
sideways, not toward the lake. The location of the dock together with the sideways access
and the tie down cables encroach on a large area of lakefront in front of our cottage. The
Ranger said that it was probably a mistake to authorize the dock at this location, but since
it was already there, he would not change it. We would have objected before the dock
was constructed, but we were not advised about the request. Now we are asking that the
dock be moved to an area in front of the owners cabin or else removed entirely.

Attached are some photos taken last October. -

Very tfuly yours,

Harvey W. Mook
5881 Macinness Ave,
Memphis, TN 38119

ﬁ)c/a,xwg 3

______ e



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

HESER
HEBER SPRINGS, ARKANBAS 72543-2072
August 16, 2G40

Mr. Harvey W. Mook
5881 Macinness Ave.
Memphis, Tennessse 38:11%

Dear Mr. Mook:

Please reference your letter dated July 27, 2000 regézding
a dock on public progerty in front cf your cottage.

~ There are areas on Greerz Ferry Lake that are alljocated as
niimited development”. In those areas, private £loating
facilities are allcwed provided the applicant meets the
requirements to install a dock on public property.

When a dock regquest is received, we perform site
inspections priocr to approving a location for the dock. ®e try
to place the deck as close to the csner’s lot as possible. Since
the area allocated as limited develspment is public properly, we
are not required te contact agjacent landowners for concurrence
prior to approving a dock site.

The dock vou have referred Lo belongs to your neighbor on
Lot 57. The dock is very close to the 1ot line of Lot 57 if you
extended the lot lires fxom the Government poundary lime te the
lake. There are treaes directly in front of Lot 57 near the
water that we did nob want distorbed. Therefore, we asthorized
placement of the dock off to the side of the ftrees in an area
where the water depth is greater. -

As for the design of the dock, we prefer rhat docks be
placed perpendicular to the shoreline because it allows for
additional slips to be added to a dock without altering
additional vegetation. This style of dock alsoc serves as a
preakwater for the boats moored in those facilities.

Tf the dock were moved to the other side of the trees,
boats would have to travel through very shallow water to acCess
the dock. Therefore, we i1l mot require that the dock be
relocated or removed.

"




Prior 0 a dock pesrmit being issued, we Tequire the
applicants tc sign a Memorandum of Understanding which states
that they will allow cthers to add op to the dock providing they
have legal access to the dock site within 200 feet. If you
would be interested in adding on to the dock, we will contact
ths owner on your behalf.

If we can be of further assistance or if you have any
guestions, please centact Park Ranger Benny Rorie at {501) 342-
2416. Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,
g ?
R Y A
P 2

Thomas S. Park
Operations Manager
Greers Ferry Lake




From: James Townsend fmailto:linjim@ipa.net}

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 12:20 PM

Tc: Eis, GE SMP

‘Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan (SMP)

Ms. Tricia Anslow _ o
Last January 2001, I submitted comments to the proposed 2001 SMP. Then ,as now,

I oppose implementation of any of the alternatives set forth in the Plan, except

for the " do nothing™ alternative.

My original comments included pictures of the shoreline from Miller's point on
westward. These pictures showed what appeared to be serious violations of the
then current Plan such as boats moored on buoys; paths and roads cut down to the
shoreline from private property; boats pulled up and stored on the shoreline;
‘boats tied up to "swimming platforms", tree cutting and mowing at the shoreline
etc. Several times, during periods of low water, I saw vehicles parked on the
shore at waters edge.

I felt that since the current regulations were apparently not being enforced, I
could only assume that the proposed SMP, with it's relaxed standards , would
also not be enforced. The result would be an extremely ugly shoreline and
significant environmental damage.

I was promised that a response to my comments would be incorporated inte a "
Scoping Report". However, I could find no direct response to my comments in the
2002 SMP. I will admit that I only read about 200 pages of the proposed SMP
since most of the language in the various alternatlves, except for the" do
nothing" alternative, was mostly repetition.

However, there was one paragraph that caught my eye. That paragraph stated that
although a particular allowance in the plan would have an insignificant overall
impact, it might have a significant local impact. That's like saying that if a
citizen of Greers Ferry would lose an arm in an accident, it would have an
insignificant effect on the city of Greers Ferry, but would have a significant
effect on the person losing the arm.

If any of the alternatives to the SMP are implemented other than the "do
nothing" alternative,I hope it is not I whe will among those losing an arm.
Since my house overlooks the shoreline west of Miller's Point, I. fear that in
the future I may be called "one armed Jim™.

Respectfully,

Jim Townsend
Greers Ferry
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From: Tom [mailto:theislerfusa.net]
Sent: Friday, January 11, 20062 9:13 aM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greer's Ferry additional docks

1/11/01

Dear Sir/Madam:

I am strongly opposed to the Army Corps of Engineers' dntentions to increase
private docks in Greer's Ferry Lake.

1. If you start, how will you stop it? You will be deluged with lawsuits from
this or that block of property owners who want docks on their land and who will
use as a precedent your initial opening up of docks. It is my understanding that
each dock can have up to 20 slips. This is a ticket to disaster for the '
environment and asthetics of this lake. -

2. Tc increase the value of their land, private owners will be induced.to put
docks ‘on their waterfront property. '

3. Increased docks will affect water gquality for 70,000 people who are drinking
Greer's Ferry water.

4. Why change now and ruin the pristine QUality of this lake? We have maintained
it in this marvelous shape for about 45 years.

5. New Army Cofp of Engineer lakes don't provide for private docks.

6. We have already expanded the marinas to accomodate boat owners.,

Please do not continue with this plan.
Tom Heisler, Ph.D.

27 Wynnewood
Wynne, Arkansas
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‘From: PX Hunkins [mailto:phunkins@artelco.con]

Sent: Sunday, January 20, 2002 4:3% PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake--EIS Shore Mgt. Plan--Comment

January 16, 2002

Sir:

- The long-term public interest is what this land use decision, {i.e. plan),
must serve. The long-term conservation of the natural character and
appearance cof Greers Ferry Lake shoreline with minimal intrusion from
man-made structures and facilities is of utmost importance and in the public
interest. This statement is especially true when structures are intended to
provide only private service. My judgment is that this decision should set
management direction that will provide for conservation and betterment of
the natural character and appearance of these shorelines across the long
term, i.e. fifty years and more. Every foot of existing shoreline that is
uncluttered with improvements cught to be regarded as visual FOREGROUND,
which it is. Access to the water is necessary, but there exists public
marinas, parks, and boat launch ramps located in every part of the lake.
Additional shoreline improvements that are deemed necessary for public use
or administration of the lake resource cught to be concentrated solely
within existing marinas and parks. One can state, guite flippantly, that
there is no important impact to the shoreline from floating docks that are
situated in relatively small coves that are not highly visible from the many
points in the lake. However, given sufficient use, there will result adverse
impact to the area from use cof the dock over time, especially when '
associated facilities, such as access roads, electric power and light, etc
are demanded for their convenience, to ease maintenance and other seemingly
laudable purposes. The effect of this use of the land is cumulative and wheq
use reaches certain thresholds, soil erosion, loss of vegetation, water
quality, and other related adverse efifects become evident. With continued
use, site degradation accelerates and at some point becomes irreversible.
There is a certain level of acceptable lake use that when reached will
trigger adverse, irreversible effects to one or more components within the
lake system. "It seems likely that this limiting factor may be the capacity
of the lake shoreline to house, dock and launch vessels. Undoubtedly,
numercus floating docks can be put in place thereby providing much
convenience and ease for their owners and users. But their ease and
convenience cannot be gained without trading away the pleasing, uncluttered,
natural character and zppearance of these publicly owned and maintained
shore lands. If private docks and similar facilities are demanded and
cannct be situated in an existing marina then they ought not to be
guthorized and permitted. There are alternatives: boat launch ramps are
located in all parts of the lake and with some effort can be used. The
visual character and appearance of the Federal Lands that constitute the
shoreline of Greers Ferry Lake should never be sacrificed and made ugly for-
the ease and convenience of a relatively few. This trade-off is not. in the
public interest, particularly here in the Natural State.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment. Philip K. Hunkins, 154 Dunn
Hollow Drive, Fairfield Bay, Arkansas 72088.
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From: Fisher Walter [mailto:walt@ipa.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 7:38 PM
To: Tricia Anslow

Cc: Greers Ferry SMP

Subject: No to Greers Ferry Lake SMP

Date: Wednesday January 23, 2002
To: Ms. Patricia Anslow

From: Walter E. Fisher
9 Bluff View Dr
Quitman, AR 72131

501~-825-7684

Dear Patricia Anslow

In 1986 my wife and I purchased a plot of land on the side of Pryor Mountain
overlooking Greers Ferry Lake and the surrounding area. The views were
unspoiled, the water pure. We had considered buying on the Lake but were assured
by several realtors (in Greers Ferry) and the Corps that the only docks that
would be allowed were the ones already built (grand fathered) and one of the
reasons to buy here was that the lake would remain uncluttered. Now several
realtors have gone into the land development business and have applied pressure
for docks. I have been told that when applying for permission for a permit the
Corps cannot determine if the request is for personal use or land development. I
protest the development of docks, either private or for profit, because:

1.. The addition of docks, many being guite large {up to 20 slips per dock),
will create a cluttered and ugly shoreline. ThlS in not why Arkansas is known as
the Natural State.

2.. The addition of docks will cause water pollution from the filling of gas
tanks and leaching of ground discharges from the paths cut to the docks. Many of
the. existing paths have become quite large and do not wind down the contour, but
run straight down to the lake.

3.. Many of these docks will not be well maintained because some owners will
be part time or leave for extensive winter vacations. They will in time degrade
and be subject to storm damage.

4.. The Corps should become more dlllgent in controlling the amount of cutting
of trees and clearing of vegetation along the shore, not permit more. The
underbrush acts as a natural filter helping control runoff and leaching septic
systems. Small trees being cut mean no trees in the future as older trees die
from age or damage. I can attest to the destruction of a lake in Chioc where it
is now unsafe to swim from late July to early spring because of growth and decay
of algae and weeds in the highly nutrient water caused by the above conditions.

S5.. If the Corps allows the 93 plus docks with multiple slips to be built in
this four-year period, there will be an increase of many more applications in
the next time period. {(Mikie wants one tooc!!!) This will result in even more
visual and environmental destructlon of the lake. Once the floodgates are open,
the rush wiil be on. :

We hope you consider the above when deciding on how Greers Ferry Lake
- should continue to exist. Let's keep Arkansas beautiful. Thank You,

Walter E. Fisher
Earth Science Department Head, Great Lakes Region, Retired
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LAW OFFICES OF MARK R. CROSBY
750 THIRD AVENUE, 29TH FLOOR
NEW YORX, NEW YORK 10017

OFFICE (212) 687-7662
FAX (212) 682-2474
E-MAIL CROSLAW@IUNO.COM

DAYTON P. HASGNEY, [
OF COUNSEL

January 28, 2002

Via Facsimile (501) 324-6699 and first-class mail
Ms. Patricia Anslow
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P 0. BOX 867
Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Re: Proposed Change to the Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I'write in dpposition to any modification of the existing Shoreline Management Plan which has
so wonderfully served Greers Ferry Lake (the "Lake") for the past forty years. I 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, I 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 Immmum

- T have been coming to the Lake since the mid-seventies. Indeed, since 1982 and for every year
thereafier, I have hosted an annual 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
continue.

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 Eden Isle Marina,
one of the many existing marinas on the Lake--a marina, I hasten to add, with available slips and
ever in need of rental income as so many of them currently are.

Our 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: marriage,
childbirth, grad-school acceptances and so on. It has been a place also to share consolation for
setbacks 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 harid; aesthetics begin to be definable when
looked at comparatively.

Consider the Nartows 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 a young child not so easily seen, raises
areal concern in any responsible person in this part of the Lake. Chop and noise, near misses
and wake rockings are all routine 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. Miller's Point. But now this too is poised on the brink of becoming
indistinguishable from the Dam/Narrows. Said differently, the Lake's ability to afford refuge
within itself is in real danger. '

For'all who would come to find its quiet shores; for all who would drift aldng for a peaceiul
picnic or to sail on a single tack uninterrupted for nearly five miles, the new docks and their
consequent traffic pose a most grave threat. The Lake's current balance is vital. Algorithms

- wrongly take dead aim at these wider areas of defining peace and refuge. "Here is where we can

allow more traffic! Here is where we can add more docks!" Truly, nothing is more
wrongheaded or damaging to the Lake. Nothing will more cripple the Lake than to adhere
blindly to this shrill accounting, ' -

"A few more docks..." "7% to 8%..." "already allowed..." Against these "arguments" T submit
the following: I owe many deep and rewarding friendships in no small way to people I've never
met, nor known the importance of: these people are your predecessors who so successfully
(miraculously!) secured for the Lake its changeless beauty and serenity. We come, my friends

and I, year afier year, precisely because the Lake has remained a welcoming, restorative

place of wide expanses and undisturbed shorelines. Without these attributes, the Lake would lose
(and surely will lose, if changed as proposed) both its majesty and its solace--slip by slip, "little
old dock" by "just another dock," inevitably becoming a lake clogged with unrelenting water
traffic, whose shores are crammed with too-big houses on clear-cut lawns. Is this the legacy you
would leave? Is this the change you would allow? '

Deny development. Preserve the Lake. Stand for its Beauty. IfI may be heard further in
opposition, I ask for any opportunity. Too many of us have been unfairly denied any real voice
in your agency's affairs, simply because we don't live nearby. We are the countless many who
come to Greer's Ferry Lake from all over the Country, beneficiaries of the foresight and tireless

- efforts of those who (thus far) have vouchsafed its aesthetic appeal. At a minimum, we should

be heard. Ata minimum, please delay implementing any change until we may speak, too. Ata
minimum, grant the Lake its 40™ Birthday without further scarring. A year of more voices is a
small amount of time in the balance of things. Give us our chance to be heard.

Sincerely,
"’77&“‘2 ",
~ Mark R. Crosby
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Greers Ferry LakeFrom: Richard Stichter [jodanefarkansas.net]

Sent: Sunday, January 20, 2002 4:20 PM

To: gs.smp.els@usace.army.mil

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

I just wanted to get my tWwo cents worth in on the proposals for the
docks and lake shore on Greers Ferry Lake. We live on the Little Red
River below the -damn and see zll of the viclatiens thar go on down here
with out any supervision. The river isn't as clean and clear as it use
to be. Weed growth has taken over. 20 years ago we could see the bottom
and .count the fish. Now people throw all kinds of trash cut and pollute
the run off ravines by dumping appliances in the ravines ieading to the
river. Digging and grading clese to the river is quite common. Come
lock at our river after a fairly heavy rain, until they run the
generators it locks like you could walk on the water.

Knowing the way people are, it will happen on the lake also. I have
seen lakes with way to many docks and it loocks like any other highway or
town you drive through. It would be nice if we could be one ¢f the few
that keep curs looking almost natural.

The part of the river we live on has no docks across from us and I only
have tc go to a narrower stretch with docks on both sides to see we were
blessed when we chose this particular lot. And so it will eventually
happen cn the lake. '

Please den't let this happen.

Mrs. Joann Stichter

925 Ferguson Road

Heber Springs, AR 72543
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Dobbs, KibD, RYAN & MOORE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
J.B DOIDS (1809-1964)
J.L. KIDD 313 WEST SECOND STREET

DONALD §. RYAN LiTTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72201
JUDSON C. KIDD .

RICHARD N. MOORE, JR.
CHARLES GREGORY ALAGOOD

January 8, 2002

Ms. Trish Anslow _
Little Rock Corp of Engineers
P. 0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

RE: Proposed Corp of Engineers Changes
On Greers Ferry Lake

Dear Ms. Anslow:

TELEPHONE
501-375-29¢1
FACSIMILE
501-376-0387

I am very much oppdsed to your pian to add additicnal boat

e e 409

docks to Greers Ferry and to allow cutting of shoreline trees and
vegetation.

I have owned a home on Eden Isle for seventeen years. When I
bought this property, I was advised that the shoreline was not to
be disturbed in any way and that it = would always remain
undisturbed, because that was Colonel Garner and the Corp of
Engineers notion of how the lake should be maintained.

This has suited me fine, and I have always rasgspected it.

Now, under your plan, multiple docks will be built in the bay
behind my house. ) ‘

I am sure ycu can understand why I am oppossad to this. I hope
you will take this letter into consideration when making your
determination.

Sincerely,

DODDS, KIYD, RYAN & MOORE

ald Ryan
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L.ana Russell
7 Beverly Place
Little Rock, Arkansas 72207

January 8, 2002

‘Ms. Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

This letter is in response to the editorial the Sunday Democrat-Gazette. Having
not read the actual proposal of changes to the shoreline management plan, I would -
like to request a copy. Please forward in the enclosed self addressed stamped
envelope.

In the event I do not receive and have time to review the proposal prior to J anuary
18, I'would like to address a couple of issues mentioned in the editorial.

1. Allowing approximately ninety additional boat docks.

As new property owners on Greers Ferry Lake, my husband and I are willing to
sacrifice having our own dock in order to preserve the beauty and purity of the
lake. We do own a boat and very much enjoy the uncluttered shoreline. The
existing marinas and entry points surrounding the lake provide ample access to
anyone who wishes to enter the lake by boat. Greers Ferry Lake’s capacity for
boai traffic does have a limit. Summer holiday weekends are examples of tis.
We believe it would be a huge mistake to further populate the lake with additional
boat traffic when enjoyment of the lake’s natural beauty and safety are already
being compromised.

2. Increase arca around shoreline where mowing is allowed from fifty to one
. hundred feet. :

Once again, as new property owners on Greers Ferry Lake, we are willing to
sacrifice the additional fifty feet for Fire Protection in order 1o maintain the
shorelines natural beauty.
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The forty-five feet currently designated as a Fire Protection barrier, where
mowing and the removal of small trees less than 2 inches at the base is adequate
to accomplish this goal — Fire Protection. It is obvious that many property owners
around the lake have taken liberty to clear for the purpose of enhancing their
view. If the current guidelines are not adhered to, and a boat ride on the lake will
confirm this, what will making more shoreline available for clearing accomplish?

In one of my discussions with a Park Ranger in determining what can and cannot
be allowed on the Corps shoreline, he explained to me the goal of the Corps of
Engineers is to keep the lake from looking like it is private property because it is
not. Itis a Corps of Engineers Lake! By giving property owners additional slices
of shoreline, how can it appear to be anything but — privately owned?

One of the factors that motivated my husband and I to purchase property and
build a home on Greers Ferry Lake is the beautiful shoreline. We would love to
cut trees to enhance our view of the lake. We would also love to have a boat dock
so we could just hop in and take off. However, that would be selfish! What if
everyone did that?

We want o be able to enjoy this beautiful lake just as we found it and hope that
generations to come will have the same opportunity.

Sincerely,

Aotso Ruaasl

Lana Russell
T

Enclosure



From: Andy Rossi [mailto:arossi@lradjust.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 10:37 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Dear Ms.Anslow:

PLease accept my input on the lake/dock study. Our famalies have enjoyed the
lake for the past 30 years.We favor the granting of a reasonable amcunt of
private boat docks/slips on the lake.

We believe that the COE and responsibile people will see that abuse does neot
occur while allowing more people to enjoy the safety and convience of a boat
dock.

Thanks ‘

Andrew R. Rossi
Tttle Rock










From: PMR1IlG@acl.com [mailto:PMR111Raocl.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 13, 2001 8:49 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Shore Line Management Plan—-—--- Opinion....

To Whom This May Concern:

Please be advised that I am IN FAVOR of the proposed plan.

I am a property

owner on the lake. I would be IN FAVOR of being able to construct a dock for

our personal use. Thankyou for all of your time and attention.

matter will be resclved in a timely manner.
Patti Ruleman

.. 815
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From: SwrlZ@aol.com [mailto:Swrl2Bacl.com)
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2001 1:03 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Cct SwrlZ@aol.com

Subject: Draft EIS

Dear Sir,

I am in favor of approving the recent Corp of Engineer's Shoreline
Management Plan after reviewing the Draft EIS of the Greers Ferry Lake.

I have been a homeowner on the Greers Ferry Lake for the past seven years.

I think it is important that additional docks be allowed to be constructed and
installed on the Greers Ferry Lake. I do not see any reason that additional
docks on our lake will have a negative impact on the environmental. I believe
the Corp of Engineers hes done an exhaustive review and evaluation of the
Shoreline Management Plan and I do not see any reason why homeowners should not
be allowed to have access to a private or community dock if approved thru the
Corp of Engineers evaluation process.

My two neighbors and myself were approved for a dock permit under the 2000
process. We currently have money invested and will have a financial loss if
this plan is not approved. After this past review was completed, we recieved
approval for a dock permit and we entered into a contract to have a community
dock constructed at a location near our property, which was approved thru this
process.

I would very much like_to see the proposed Shoreline Management Plan
implemented as soon as possible.

Thank You,
Steve Ruleman

350 Lookout Driwve
Tumbling Shoals, AR 72581

e me



From: marilyn ruple [mailto:mruplelconwaycorp.net]
Sent: Baturday, January 19, 2002 12:5C PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline. Management Plan

Ms. Tricia Anslow:

I want you to know that I support the Preferred Alternative #2 announced at
the December meeting in Heber Springs. My husband and I live in Naylor,
Arkansas, not far south of Greers Ferry, and we visit friends who live near
Cove Creek on a regular basis. 2As a result, we have spent much time
enjoying the lake, boating and fishing, with kids and grandkids.

Because of our friends' interest, we attended the meeting, and heard the
presentation by the EIS people, as well as those speaking for and against
the preferred plan. Obviously there is much emotion on both sides.
However, the facts identified in the study appear to support the plan.
Please adopt the second alternative. I think it makes sense.

Marilyn Ruple
Naylor, Arkansas




From: marilyn ruple [mailto:mruple@conwayccorp.net]
Sent: Saturday, January 1%, 2002 12:55 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Shorelirne Plan

Ms. Tricia Anslow:

I understand that the Corps of Engineers is accepting public ccomment on the

adecption of a new shoreline plan. After attending the meeting in Heber

Springs cn December 4, 2001, and hearing the consultants, the corps people,

and those speaking for and against, I think ths COrps position in supporting
alternative #2 is reasonable, and should be finalized.

We visit the lake often during the warmer mocnths, boating and fishing with
friends and family. We enjoy the beauty of the lake. I think the :
aiternative #2 will be good for those who enjoy the lake, but don't see any
harm based upon the criteria set forth in the EIS by the consultants.
Please adopt alternative #2.

Rayburn Ruple
Naylor

Y | | - S




From: Donna Russell [mailteo:dfarar@pellscuth.net]
Sent: Saturday, January 2§, 2002 12:36 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Gentlepersons,

I beg of all that is good, wise and insightful in you to stop the Uglificaticn
of Greers Ferry Lake. Having resided in Arkansas for many years myself, having
given birth to two of my children in a little cabin in the Ozarks and now
planning a move back to Arkansas, I know the value, the holiness and the gift of
the beautiful, unpclluted, uncrowded lake. Arkansas's Ozark Mountains and the
pristine bodies of water that are contained within are some of God's greatest
gifts...not just to Arkansas, but to all who travel to and through her,

I have been reading some of the articies from the Arkansas Demccrat-Gazette that
were forwarded to me by friends in Arkansas. I feel compelled to write, to
complain, to voice my cpinion and yes, even to BEG that tnis atrocity not be
committed on Greers Ferry Lake, the Ozark Mountains, the Arkansas people and all
future generations yet to come! God did not create boat docks - people did! God
did create water, trees, mcuntains and the blg sky. There was a reason for that.
Consider it, please. Thank you for your attention to this most compelling and
important lssue. '

Most Sincerely and Hopefully,

Donna Farar—Russell

1832, Carter's Creek Pike

Franklin, TN 37064

{Socn to be returning to hArkansas!)

| ***WAGE PEACE AT GREERS FERRY LAKE***
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From: Steve Ronnel [mailto:metal.recycling@PRODIGY.NET]
Sent: Wednesday, January 0%, 2002 4:39 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: ATTN: Tricia Anslow

Deai Ms. Anslow:

As a property owner in Shady Cove Condos on Eden Isle near Greers Ferry Lake, I
would like you to strongly consider my comments on your plan.

{1} We are strongly in faver of revising the shoreline restriction on grass
moving. Please let us mow our grass closer to the shereline.

{2) We are strongly against the building of new boat docks.

{3} ‘Most importantly, we urge you tc address these two issues separately. We
believe there is strong oppcsition to your plan for issuing new boat dock
permits. However, we also believe thers is strong support for a compromise plan
to eéxpand the allowable mowing space nearer to the shoreline. We believe the
mowing provision of your plan is being held hostage by the less popular and
vastly more controversial plan to permit the building of more hoat docks. In
other words, .we hope your plan is not an "all or none" proposal. We urge you to
issue z final plan that will include provisions, like the mowing provision, that
have broad support.

Thank you for your ccnsideration.
Sincerely,
Steve Ronnel

(501} 374~%017 (phone)
(501) 274-8023 (fawu)
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From: betty robertson [mailto:brobertson39@hotmaii.com}
Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2002 2:29 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Against More Boat Docks/Shoreline cutting

I received the card regarding the extension of deadline of comments on
gf.smp.eis. _

I am against any further construction of docks or additicnal clearing to the
shoreline.

GFL has always been a pristine lake and further docks/clearing would take
away from that. '

There are commercial docks which service boaters well, Betty Robertson, 729
Sugar Maple, Heber Springs, AR 72543, 1-501-362-6833

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




From: Blake Robertson [mailto:brobertsonOO@hotmail.com}
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 8:00 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

" Dear Corp: The profit motive is a tough alternative to turn down for some land

owners. But I am opposed to any expansion of boat docks on Greers Ferry. Blake
Robertson brobertsonOO@hotmail.com

Join the world's largest e-mail service with MSN Hotmail. Click Here




From: Robert W. (Bob) Robertscon [mailto:rwrob26@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 10:56 AM

To:. Eis, Gf  SMP

Subject: Opposed to expansion of docks/clearing GFL

Please know of my oppositon to the expansicn of further docks or extended
clearing on Greers Ferry Lake. Bob Robertson :

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




From: Gregg Galbraith [mailto:orlt@ipa.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 10:50 AM .
To: Eis, Gf SMP ‘
Subject: Greers Ferry opposition

To the Army Corps of Engineers: ‘
I am opposed to any actions of the Corps to change the natural beauty of the shorelines and body of Greers
Ferry Lake, specifically, additional private docks being added to Greers Ferry Lake. It is our moral and
legal obligation to not squander our future generations' rights, which include a safe land to live in, with clean
water, air, and land.
I have included excerpts below in italics from the ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE HEBER
SPRINGS, AR with my comment below them. '
These are excerpts from an article and editorial from the Democrat Gazette. ...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 lake, Here's what he says: "By permitting 93 private docks scattered around the lake, the
- Corps has opened up the entire 210 miles of protected shoreline for unlimited docks in the Sfuture."”
Is the Corps disregarding the knowledge and wisdom of one.of their own? If Carl Garner saw the damage
that this could do, why can't the Corps? And, why can't they just stop before a bad judgment call becomes
an uncorrectable law? . '
In May 2000, a federal judge issued a temporary restraining order that required the Corps to conduct an
environmental impact study to show how the plan would affect the lakeshore. Until then, the Judge said, the
shoreline management plan would stay unchanged. The study was completed in late 2001 for 3455,000, and
the Corps announced several months ago that it was proposing virtually the same plan as it did in 2000.
If a federal judge saw the need to reevaluate this, what is wrong with the Corps? After WASTING $455,000
of OUR money, the Corps is still determined to push forward a bad plan.
"Why should a homeowners' rights supersede the visitors - a taxpayer who owns the shoreline and wants to
see it remain uncluttered.” '
This fact seems to elude the Corps. Individual homeowners, pushy politicidns and developers should not be
able to sway the Corps from its duty of looking out for the best for the nation as a whole. That nation also
consists of our unborn future generations! We must begin to think of their needs and safety.
"And officials with the Department of Health support more restrictions around the shoreline, concerned that
too much development would hurt water quality. "We have concerns about the potential long-term adverse
impacts on the water quality due to the addition of more boar docks on the lake,” wrote Robert E. Hart, chief
engineer for the Health Department, in a Dec. 10 leiter to the Corps. He said the Department of Health
supported a different plan presented in the Environmental Impact Statement. :
As a government entity, it is appalling that the Corps doesn't even value or listen to the concerns of another
government entity. '
The Corps says it is not the "bad guy,"” and the plan is a reflection of "what the public wants."
I find it amazing that the Corps continues to go through with unpopular plans and then, after the fact, says
"The Corps is not the bad guy." Do you realize how many times, just in the last year, the Corps has made
this lame comment regarding issues nationwide?
Spaul said the agency has been under congressional pressure at other lakes concerning how the shoreline
should be used. "We aren't under any congressional pressure ai Greers Ferry Lake," Spaul said.
This seems very scary to me. Since the Corps is not under any congressional pressure here, does that mesdn
it doesn't have to take into consideration what the constituents want? Does the Corps think it is above
reproach? Able to make any decision, regardless of public outery, federal court intervention, or, common
sense?



Please consider this an absolute NO vote to the Corps plans to harm Greers Ferry Lake. From a registered
voter and frequent visitor to the beauties of natural Arkansas.

Thank vou,
Nicky Rohlfing

221 W. 4th St.
Carthage, MO 64836



From: Mike Ronnel [mailto:metal.recycling@prodigy.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 11:51 &M

To: Eis, Gf 3SMP :

Subject:

Mrs. Patricia Anslow
CESWL-PR-PP

P.C. Box 867 ‘

Little Rock, AR. 72203-0867

Bear Mrs. Ansliow,

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 of 50 feet. However, I would not like to
see the inclusion of additional docks on the lake, regardiess of whether they
are private or in a marina.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mike Ronnel

Eden Isle Resident

0Co00000




From: Mickey Roberts [mailto:mickeyrusa@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2002 12:43 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Comments on Shoreline Management Pian

Mary K. Roberts
616 Emerald Cove Road
Shirley, Arkansas 72153

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P. C. Box 867 _

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

In re-reading the enclosed letter I sent in 1999, 1T realize I feel even more
strongly about having more decks on Greers Ferry Lake now than I did at that
time, :

I was very disappointed in your decision at that time to allow more docks
and am glad to have an opportunity to express my opinion again. I speak as
a private landowner, not a developer or real estate person. - The individual
people I know who have moved here from all over the cocuntry came because of
the BEAUTY of the area. There are more and more people on the lake every
year and these people don't seem to be put off by not having a dock in svery
“inlet. '

I believe in modernization, vet don't feel that precludes preserving some
natural beauty in our world. There are getting to be too few places to be
able to get away from the world of terrorism and +the crime of city liwing.
As T am sure you realize the present climate in our country probably
precludes building more such pristine places and I feel we should preserve
what we have.

Please consider not allewing more docks cn the lake and, most important,
don't azllow more "mowing” alcng the edges. We havée a beautiful, clear lake
and would like for it to remain this way.

Sincerely,
Mary K. Rcberts
E-mail sent July 15, 1999

I would. loved to have known about the recent workshop you held. However, we
read about it in the Fairfield Bay paper the day after the event.

We have owned cur lot on the lake since 1574 and have always been very proud
of the beauty of the lake. I feel that the clearness of the lake is one of
its most important qualities. I also realize that the clearness is mostly
because of the policy of the Corps of Engineers to keep the vegetation
around the lake. 1In areas where we have cleared our property near our house
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we have a lot of muddy run off during a heavy rain. Because of the
vegetation belt between our house and the lake, this muddy water is cleaned
before entering the lake. During the summer, we scmetimes wish we had a
better view of the lake, but we would rather have a clear lake than a view
of & muddy lake. '

We lived for years in Texas and Louisiana and we have relatives in
Mississippi. The "beatiful" lakes there are brown. Our grandchildren are
starting to spend more time here with us and we want them to be able to-
bring their grandchildren and enjoy Greers Ferry Lake.

I realize there is pressure being brought to allow more docks and mowing but
I hope you will withstand that pressure. If pecple want that kind of 1ife,
they can move to Lake Hamilton or some other lake that is crowded. The

people I have met living around this lake moved here because of the way it
IS.

Please, whatever ycu do, don;t ruin the gquality of our lake.
Sincerely,

Mary K. Roberts

Rt. 1, Box 2464

Shirley, AR 72153

cc: Marion Berry

Join the world's largest e-mail service with MSN Hotmail.
http://www.hotmail.com
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676 Ewmenald Cove Road
Shinley, Hrkansas TEIES
January 14, 2002
Trish Anslow
Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867
Dear Ms. Anslow:
The following has aiso been sent by e-mail today, January 14, 2002.

In re-reading the enclosed letter I sent in 1999, I realize I feel even more strongly
about having more docks on Greers Ferry Lake now than I did at that time.

I was very disappointed in your decision at that time to allow more docks on
Greers Ferry Lake and am glad to have an opportunity to express my opinion
again. 1 speak as a private landowner, not a developer or real estate person. The
individual people I know who have moved here from all over the country came
because of the BEAUTY of the area. There are more and more people on the lake
every year and these people don’t seem to be put off by not having a dock In every
inlet.

I believe in modernization, yet don’t feel that precludes preserving some natural

- beauty in our world. There are getting to be too few places to be able to get away

- from the world of terrorism and the crime of city living. As I am sure you realize
the present climate in our country probably precludes building more such pristine
places and 1 feel we should preserve what we have.

Please consider not allowing more docks on the lake and, most important, don’t
allow more “mowing” along the edges. We have a beautiful, clear lake and would
like for it to remain this way.

Sincerely, PO
iy K fobade
Mary K. Roberts



viessge PrintPreview

Date: Thu, 15 Jul 99 14:17PM CDT
From: Mickey Roberts
To: Corps of Engineers <ceswl-gf@swl02 usace.army.mil>
Subject: Comment on shoreline Management

| would loved to have known about the recent workshop you held. However, we
read about it in the Fairfield Bay paper the day after the event.

We have owned our lot on the lake since 1974 and have always been very proud
of the beauty of the lake. | feel that the clearness of the lake is one of

its most important qualities. | also realize that the clearness is mostly

because of the policy of the Corps of Engineers to keep the vegetation around

- the lake. In areas where we have cleared our property near our house we have

a lot of muddy run off during a heavy rain. Because of the vegetation beit
between our house and the lake, this muddy water is cleaned before entering
the lake. During the summer, we sometimes wish we had a better view of the
lake, but we would rather have a clear lake than a view of a muddy lake.

We lived for years in Texas and Louisiana and we have relativas in
Mississippi. The "beatiful” lakes there are brown. Our grandchildren are
starting to spend more time here with us and we want them to be able to bring
their grandchildren and enjoy Greers Ferry Lake.

| realize there is pressure being brought to aliow more docks and mowing but |
hope you will withstand that pressure. If people want that kind of life, they -

can move to Lake Hamilton or some other lake that is crowded. The people |
have met living around this lake moved here because of the way it IS.

Piease, whatever you do, don't ruin the quality of our lake.
Sincerely,

Mary K. Roberts

RL 1, Box 246A

Shirley, AR 72153

cc;. Marion Berry

Get your own FREE, personal Netscape WebMail account today at

htip:/iwebmail.netscape com.

hnp:lfwebmailnemcape.comftpUMmsagdSl...c”/»SA—B&Headers=FaIse&FolderlD=3&Son=Date

7/15/99 2:30 PM



From: 8id Richmond [mailto:sid@americanbuyers.comj
Sent: Saturday, January 12, 2002 12:25 pM

To: Eis, Gf SMP _

Subject: Approval of Alt. #2 by the Corp.

1/12/02

Tricia Anslow, Project Manager
U.8. Army Corp. of Engineers
700 West Capitol, Avenue
Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Ms Anslow

I am writing this email to respond to the Corp. of Engineer's recent
situation regarding Greer's Ferry Lake, and the approval of Alternative #2,
and revising the SMP to accept these changes. Please add my comments to
the pool of responses being submitted, ' '

I am very much IN FAVOR OF THE APPROVAL of Alternative #2 as the revised
plan- for the SMP for Greer's Ferry Lake as proposed by the Corp. of
Engineers and agree with all of the provisions set forth in this revision.
It appears to be a very extensive plan that supports the lcng-range
management of tha Lake, that truely provides for the best interests of all
in the running and managing of GREER'S FERRY LAKE.

This extensive EIS study only reveals very similar aspects as found in the
original -SMP 2000. This substantiates that the Corp. is making the proper
decisions tc the adequate aperation of the lake.

Yours Truly

Mary Richmond

100 North University, Apt. #6121
iittle Rock, AR 72211 - :




‘¥rom: Cathy RHODES [mailto:catandskest@msn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 6:5% PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: proposed management plan for Greers Ferry Lake

January 16, 2002

To Whom It May Concern:

We would like to voice our support for the Shereline Management Plan 2000,
alternative No. 2 for Greers Ferry Lake as proposed by the Little Rock District
Corps ©of Engineers.

Even though we do not reside in the area, we have been visiting the lake since
we were children and continue to visit the area at least 8-10 times a year with
our own children. We also have relatives who live on the lake. We have always
been pledsed with the management of the lake by the Corps of Engineers. It is
obvious that nature and beauty are as important te the Corps as it is to us. We
also believe that the rezoning of additional shoreline (less than 1%} for
private boat docks is acceptable. Due to the design requirements, which the
Corps strictly menitors, the docks are much more attractive and natural than. the
large marinas with multiple boat docks. These marinas are like driving past a
mall while enjoying the beauty of the countryside. We do not feel the small
“amount of additional boat docks will cause any adverse effects nor take away
from the beauty of the lake. : :

Thank you for the time you take to listen to our concerns. We love Greers Ferry
Lake and hope you agree that the Shoreline Management Plan 2000, alternative No.
2, is the best decisicn for all. '

Sincerely.
William and Cathy Rhodes
7298 Gail Drive

Bartlett, TN 38133
901-377-7087




From: Jim bob [mailto:ricejarZ2@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 7:04 BAM

To: Eis, Gf SMP :
Subject: against the greers ferry lake development

I would like to like to put my support against buiiding
more boat slips on the greers ferry lake. My name is

Jeff Rice
2009 Lioyd Ct.
Little Rock, AR. 72205
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From: Jay Reynolds [mailtoc:jayrevnolds@mvitel.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 11:44 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: boat docks at greers ferry lake

I am very much opposed to increasing the number of boat docks on Greers Ferry
lake and the clearing of shoreline. Please, lets keep this beautiful lake lik
it is with no further development along this line. Thank you. '
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From: Kay Geer [mailtoc:kavgeer@juno.com]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 3:52 BM
To: Eis, Gf sSMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Message from Mildred Reynolds 265 Pine Hill Rocad Fairfield Bay, AR.
72088 )

We live in Fairfield Bay in a beautiful home with a beautiful view of
Greers Ferry Lake. We have enjoyed it since we moved here in

1578. We enjoy seeing the natural shoreline and the nice clean water.
We enjoy drinking the nice clean water. Why don't you leave the
lake like it is and not allow numerous small little boat docks to be
built on the lake. It wouldn't be very pretty to see them on the
shorelines of the lake and the sun reflecting off of metal roofs
instead of off the water. Please leave one of the few beautiful
‘natural looking lakes in the country, looking natural. Thank yeou for
listening to our opinion.



From: Laura Reeves [mailto:lerasco@juno.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 11:21 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: changing codes...

i have wonderful memories from my childhood spending time on greersferry
lake...it has always been the most bezutiful in arkansas...because of the
natural beauty...please do not allow more boat docks or any trees or
vegetation to be cut down...1 am very against the proposal to make any
changes on the lake...

please let me know if there is more i can do to voice my opposition to
this change. ..

leave greersferry alone and to remain the peaceful beautiful place i have
loved my whole life!!!

laura reeves

5720 n. country club -
little rock, ar 72207

{501y 666-5090

GET INTERNET ACCESS FROM JUNO! )

Juno offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less!
Join Juno today! For your FREE scftware, visit:
‘http://dl.www.juno.com/get/web/. '
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From: Darren Reeves [mailto:reeves-lcsw@junc.cem]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 11:25 FM

To: Eis, Gf SMP '

Subject: greersierry lake

i am writing to voice my concerns abcut the proposal to make any changes
to the beautiful greersferry lake...

i enjoy spending time on this lake because there are few boat docks and
rules about cutting down trees and building close to the water...

when my family and i are on the lake 1 feel like i am in the most
beautiful place in arkansas...

do not allow any changes to be make to greersferry so it will continue to
be an example of naturalness in arkansas for years to come...

it is perfect the way it is!!

thank you for your consideration...




From: jimreed

To: gf.sfp.eisBusace.army.mil

Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 8:43 PM
Subject: Comments

Hi...I would like to comment on the PLAN how being considered by the Corp, 1if I
may. '

I am totally fed up with the way dock permits have been allotied in the past and
fear that any new permits will be granted in the same manner. I think we ALL
know that special treatment is given to land developers and real estate company
owners. The majority of recent expansion has been in the area of persons not
wanting the slips or docks for themseives, but rather for future sales to home
buyers or others wanting to purchase such slips. Many slips are empty and have
been obtained using false decuments. These slips are being held for houses on
the market by REAL ESTATE companies and/cr developers. Perhaps the registration
numbers used should be verified and checked . I've heard the excuses before
about the developer owning the land leading to the slips, but that doesn't give
them the right to deny residents who live here a opportunity to own a slip
without having to deal with these people at a high cost. Look around and you
will see new homes on the market that have a sign stating that a slip is
available. WOW! This alone makes me against ANY change. Do these people have
that much "power" over the CORP? I guess I am on beoth sides of the fence
because I do think that some of the c¢hanges would be good for the people and the
lake, but I don't think the CORP will be fair to ALL....just the people stated
akbove. Lf only these people didn't go around bragging about their new slips and
how they manipulated to get them!!!! LEAVE IT ALCNE OR IT WILL GET OUT OF EAND.
I especially don't want any slips in the open CHUTE area because it is such a
beautiful area as is. As T understand it, a permit will be issued to lot 42 in
the Grand Isle Subdivision...This area is in open water and would look terrible.
Thanks for the opportunity. -
Jim Reed

429 Grand Isle Dr.

Fairfield bay, Ar. 72088
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Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
PO Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms Anslow

Please add both of our names to the growing list of those who
oppose the Corps of Engmeers Shoreline Management Plan
for Greers Ferry Lake.

There is simply too much opposition by too many really
knowledgeable people who feel the plan would place this
beautiful lake in jeopardy.

Sincerely;

i
Claud( . Reed
Henry H. Reed
167 Edgemere Drive
Fairfield Bay, AR 72088
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January 9, 2002

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.O.Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

It is of my opinion that the “No Action™ alternative should be taken by the Corps in
regard to the currently proposed Shoreline Management Plan. I do not support any
additional boat docks other than in previously zoned areas, and likewise oppose any
changes to the vegetation modification line.

The attractiveness of Greers Ferry Lake to visitors is it’s pristine beauty and unaltered -
state. According to the Guide to Shoreline Use at Greers Ferry Lake pamphlet printed
and distributed by the Corps of Engineers the primary objective is to ensure the general
public full recreational enjoyment. Part of this enjoyment is the clean water and
natural beauty. The changes recommended in the SMP draft benefit the few with special
interests and offer no benefit to the majority of the general public who are our vacationers
and visitors. If the general public is to enjoy full recreational enjoyment why not add
more campsites or improve the existing sites in the parks?

Although the SMP draft changes might appear 10 be minimal at this time, in years to
come these continual minimal changes will have encompassed the entire lake shoreline.
Having lived in the Atlanta area at one time 1 witnessed these periodic minimal changes
at Lake Lanier and today it resembles 2 private lake with 1ts cluttered shoreline. We
certainly don’t want this at Greers Ferry Lake in years 10 come.

Other than allowing a ‘more convenient facility for their boat” ot ‘a better view of the
lake’ for a select few I see no advantages economically, aesthetically, or environmentally
which a change in the SMP would bring. ‘ -

Sincerely,

Ken Rector
P.O. Box 249
Higden, AR 72067
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From: Save the SMP [mailteo:fctl@conwaycorp.net]
Sent: Sunday, Januvary 20, 2002 4:15 PM

To: Corps of Engineers

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Ms. Tricia Anslow:

I write in support of the second, preferred alternative under
consideration by the Corps for Greers Ferry Lake,.

My family and I have ‘been going tc the lake since my children were
babies. We have camped ocut during our entire vacations in the camp grcunds
arcund the lake. My son and I have fished all over the lake, and we have
hunted at various locations arcund the lake as well. I taught my kids how
to ski on the lake. It is a wonderful rescurce for the public.

However, the hysterical comments, advertisements, editorials, and letters
to the editor in various newspapers make NO sense to me. They are not
supported by the facts documented in. the EIS. 2As far as I'm concerned, the
government could have saved my tax dellars by not having the EIS. Common
sense tells me that increasing the area zoned for docks by one percent, 93
docks, and doubling the vegetation modification area, with the buffer, will
not cause any harm to the lake, or to our eyes.

Don't be bullied by the aginers. Adopt the pian you have propcsed.
Jerry Rea

12 Richland Hills
Conway, Arkarsas 72034




From: Redkave€34(Q@acl.com

Date: Sun, 20 Jan 2002 22:35:09 EST
To: infolsavegreersferrylake.org
Subject: {(no subject)

To Whom It May Concern:

I strongly disagree with any alternations made to Greers Ferry Lake. I have
spent a few days each year visiting a relative that lives there for almost
25 .

years. I do nct wish to see the rural, wocdsy scene that now exist there
destoryed. To add mere private docks and clear away the vegetative growth
around the lake would destroy the total essence of this rural beauty of the
area.

Sincerely.
Kave Ray

S —




From: Skelleb63408ao0l.com

Date: Sun, 20 Jan 2002 22:21:28 EST
To: info@savegreersferrvlake.org
Subject: greers ferry

To whom it may concern:

My family for vyears has enjoyed vacationing at Greers Ferry. We always
enjoy all of the recreational activities avallable there and the scenery is
breath taking. I would hate to see any of it destroyed or changed.
Sincerely, -

Chariotie Ray
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From: JRascoflacl.com [mailto:JRascokaol.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 1:26 PM
To: Eis, Gf sSMP

Subject: Greers Ferry

T have spent many happy hours on Greers Ferry Lake. - I am always amazed and
thankful that most of the lakefront looks as if you are in a remote part of the
world. , '

Piease deo not allow this to change. We do not need more boat docks, and we do
not need for pecple to be able to clear up to 100 feet of brush.

Jim Rasco
Little Rock, Arkansas
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January 20, 200z

Ms. Tricia Anslow

CESWL-PR-PP

Little Rock Engineer District
Post Office Rox 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

Re: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow:

My family has been coming to Greers Ferry Lake ever
since we returned to aArkansas from California. It is one of
the reasons why we returned; Arkansas is so much nicer than
the west coast. We like to boat and fish on the lake.

I write to express my'Opinion about the plan under

- consideration. It seems to me that the second alternative is

fair to all those who use the lake. We would like to see
more docks so long as they are not too many, and are kept
maintained. We think the second alternative is a very good
compromise protecting all the competing interests who use the
lake. 1It's also supported by the study you had done. That's
the American way, and should be approved.

Please approve the preferred alternative #2.

Sincerely,

me _iﬁw&.
Mrs. Laura R#&&land

HC 79, Box 153 : '
Marshall, Arkansas 72650
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January 20, 2002

Ms. Tricia anslow

CESWL-PR-PP

Little Rock Engineer District
Post Office Box 867 :
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-086

Re: Greers Ferry Shoreline Management Plan

Dear Ms. Anglow:

My wife and kids and I have been coming to Greers Ferry
Lake for many vyears. We enjoy the water, the fishing, and:
the surrounding hills. 1It's a beautiful spot.

I can’'t see how the second alternative, allowing a
slight increase in the docks and the mowing around the
lakeshore, will harm the lake or detract from its beauty,
Apparently the pecple who did your study didn't either.

‘Please approve the preferred alternative #3,

Sincerely,

iprde, Lanfiona

Charles R&gland

HC 79, Box 153 o
Marshall, Arkansas 72650
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Tricia Anslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.0O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to comment on the boat dock issue. T have read the Corps’ summary of the

_ Shoreline Management Plan and its response to the recent editorials in the Democrat-
- (Gazette. : _

To me, zoning 9500 feet of shoreline in a lake that has over 1.5 million feet of shoreline
should not be an issue at all. Ican understand that the “Save the Lake” group and for
that matter anyone who cares about Greers Ferry Lake would be concerned over
blanketing the shoreline with boat docks, but for Carl Garner and his group to tell the
public that this is what is going to happen is an exaggeration and I think is being said to
mislead the public. ' : '

By reviewing the Shoreline Management Plan every five years, the Corps has fulfilled its
obligation to the people. If the studies show that adding a few boat docks has no
significant impact, then I don’t understand what the problem is. “Chicken Little” and his
“Save the Lake” cronies have purposefully blown this out of proportion and, unfortunately,
have convinced a lot of the public that the worst is going to happen. T trust the Corps of
Engineers and don’t think you would do anything that you felt was going to harm the lake.

1 would vote for Option 2 of your plan.

Sincerely,

_ 12‘@&%\ W

L

\J
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TriciovAnslow

Project Manager

700 W. Capitol

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkawnsas 72203

Deawr My Anslow:
I do not feel that Wemag/ﬂ'wnwmbwofwmofboardodwby 93 over

the sige of the whole lake will make any difference one wovy ov the other. I
wowld vote fov Option 2 of your plan. .
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From: Essau Worthy [mailto:falloutboy37@yashoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 7:37 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: No More Docks on Greers Ferry Lake

Dear Corps of of Engineers,

I am writing on behalf of my (computer illiterate)
parents, John Blackwell and Mary Werthy, who wish to
express their -opinion that the proposal to expand the
docks on Greers Ferry Lake. My family has visited this
lake for years and would hate for it to become ancther
over-crowded, and over—-polluted lake. Most of ny
favorite memories growing up are from that lake. An
increase in docks would increase the power boat usage
and cause the lake to ke even more crowded. One of the’
things T've always loved sbout Greersg Ferry Lake is
that you can still sail out right in the middle of it
without worrying abocut getting in the way of boats or
being hit. :

Sincerely,
Essau Worthy

Dc You Yahoo!?
Send FREE video emazils in Yahoo! Mail!
kttp://promo.yahoo. com/videomail/

451



From: SMW1932fzol.com [mailto:SMW1S8328acl.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2002 3:5% PM

To: Eis; Gf SMP

Subject: Greer's Ferry Lake Alternatives

Tc Patricia Anslow: My name is Suzanne M. Wood residing in Tulsa, OK. I
have spent many very enjoyable hours on Greers Ferry Lake with my sister
Renee Harris and her husband Wesley. The Corps of Engineers has kept a very
beautful lake with some of the c¢learest water I have ever seen. I am in
favor of Alternative #Z of the Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake.



From: RossLRBzol.com [mailto:RosslLRBaol.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 1:39% BM
.To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

We DO NOT want any changes made to Greers Ferry Lake.

Ross 5. Woodbury
Hester W. Woodbury
David W. Woodbury
Tim L. Woodbury
Rev. Ross Woodbury
Jan Worden

Charles E. Worden
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From: Scott Wood [mailto:scott@swood.com]
Sent: Friday, January 11, 2002 10:19 AM
To: Eis, Gf SMP ’

Subject: Greers Ferry Shoreline Plan

Dear Sirs:

I support Blternative 2 for the Shoreline Management Plan. It allows
for low impact controlled growth for our lake. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Wood

1200 Miller Creek Rd.
Batesville, Ar. 72501
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S

January 07,2002

Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P. 0. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

RE: Corps Plan

Dear Ms. Anslow:
Reference the above, ‘a few comments I would like to exzpress.

In my opinion I don't see anything wrong with boat docks,

there could be in place regulations that would be inforceable,

such as upkeep, etc. I know there is lots of ntegative being
cireulated, and as of the last report I had the negative was
from individuals that already had a dock.

Also, I always.enjoy boating around the shoreline and looking
ar all the beautiful homes, the ones I can see, there are
numerous homes with lakefrontage that can't even see the

_beautiful lake from their homes, can't even cut the under-

brush. A friend has just built a new home that you can't
even see the water except iIn winter, granted the lake is

just beautiful in the winter, but wouldn't it be great to
watch people on the lake in the summer also.

- Again, I am for boatdocks and cleaning.

Sihcerely,

T US L0
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From: Ray Wilson [mailte:rayewilson@msn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2002 10:38 AM
To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Comments on the EIS

I have been a property owner at Greers Ferry Lake since 1987. I have been a
frequent visiter to the lake since 1970. I bought my property and built a house
on it because of the way the shoreline was managed as compared to area lakes in
AR, TN, and MS. I am opposed to allowing a significant number of new docks and
to changing any of the rules in regards to the way the shoreline is presently
managed. Please don't destroy one of the most beautiful lakes arocund.

Ray E. Wilson
© 2234 Tannenbaum Rd.
Prasco, AR 72530
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December 13, 2001

1307 West Sugarloaf Street
Heber Springs, AR 72543

Dear Ms. Patricia Anslow,

I would like to express my opinion concerning the draft of the Environmental
Impact Statement on the Greers Ferry Lake Shoreline Management Plan. I am not
in favor of this change.

I am a Grandmother and I want to preserve our beautiful lake for my grandchildren
and great grandchildren so they may enjoy it for many years to come.
I do not believe additional boat docks should be erected. It seems selfish-that
individuals wish to put personal boat docks on a beautiful natural resource. Further
more, why would they want the ground cover cut close in order to improve only

- their view? Surely we can all travel to a marina or view the lake a few feet away in
order to maintain this precious resource.

It seems sad that we as a small community are fighting when our nations needs. .
understanding and love. We must remember, nature is not ours fo own, but it is ours
to preserve for future generations.

Sincerely,

)
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From: Betty A Williams [mailte:john.betty@juno.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2002 8:50 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject:

Dear Sir:

I sent the following to the Editorial/Voices page of the Arkansas
Democrat Gazette and thought you might be interested in its contents.

"I read with interest an editorial in the Democrat Gazette printed on
Sunday, January 6th, concerning Greer's Ferry Lake. As I read the
editorial, I wondered what caused the editcrial staff to print such a
scathing attack on the Corps of Engineers. It appeared to be a personal
assault on both the Ccrps and anycne else who would dare to side with
them. This theatrically worded and rambling editorial was not designed to
influence anvone. Instead, it was clearly designed toc manipulate public
opinicn.

I know that I do not have all the facts on this issue but I do know the
Corps endeavored to ensure that members of the public had adequate
opportunity te comment on the on the Shore Management Plan, including the
boat dock guestion. They also had an environmental impact study conducted
before making their decision.

I am not a Greer's Ferry Lake landowner and do not plan on buying in that
lccation but I do enjoy visiting the Lake occasicnally. I am sure that
all Arkansans are proud of its pristine beauty and concerned with the
preservaticn of its natural environment. However, as the number of users
and landowners increase so will the need for changes. We depend on the’

. Corps to use care and gecod judgment in their stewardship of this
impeortant resource while attempting to balance these needs.

I feel the Corps has acted responsibly and I support Alternative #2 of
the Shereline Managsment Plan and their decision to increase the number
of boat docks."”

John Williams

Jacksonville
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' Larry L. Wilks -

1869 Klondike Rd.
Clinton, AR 72031
501-745-5332
January 7, 2002

Trish Anslow _
Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 867
Little Rock, AR 72%.05

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I am a property owner directly on Greers Ferry Lake not too far from the Choctaw
‘Marina, and I am a Realtor in the area, dealing a lot with lakefront property.

I have to admit that up to this point, I have not been outspoken on the waterfront issues.
After the article in the Sunday paper, I decided to give my input.

First of all, by no means would I like to see Greers Ferry Lake become another Lake
Hamilton. At the same time, I feel that there are a few areas that could be allowed to have boat
docks as long as they are well maintained. Once the decision was made to allow those docks, I
felt it was grossly unfair to those who had permission to proceed with those docks, have to cease
work on them, _

A little closer to my heart than the boat docks, is the white line issue. Fortunately, I have
a very favorable white-line. Though I have cleared some for the view, I have chosen to leave both
trees and am working on ground covers, shrubs, etc., that would stop erosion and provide cover
- for birds and other wild life. My propoesal would be to allow selected cuatting to provide or
improve a view, but to discourage or forbid mowing. There are some areas that could be
greatly enhanced (both from the lake as well as from the shore) by allowing ugly weeds and
briar thickets to be replaced with “approved” low-lying shrubs and/or ground cover.

Unrelated to the above issue is another that greatly concerns me. I live on the biuff just up
river from the Choctaw water plant. We get lots of boaters and skiers in this area. There are, as
I'm sure you well know, lots of tree stumps in this area. 1 realize that the fishermen like these
trees left in the water. The problem is that especially in late summer when the lake begins to
drop, many of these stumps are just barely above, or barely above the water and not clearly
visible. I don’t know if there have already been tragic accidents caused by these trees, but it is
Just a matter of time until a boat is overturned, ripped apart, or a person on skis or a kid in a tube
is injured or killed. Surely, the tops could be taken off some of the trees that are out from shore
and located in the main stream of things.

I thank you for allowing my input.
Sincerely,
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From: Robert Wiabel [mailto:rcwiabfartelco.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 6:18 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Lake

Belle Ms Patricia Anslow,

We have a beautiful lake here, and I am one, to keep it the same and not
be a trash dump of docks., When I came here the first time, and the many
times after that, I was locst in the space of nature. When I sought to
iive here, I did have another view on docks. But, after a while, T saw
the wisdom of the early "fathers" who made the decisions. They knew
that you cannot have your cake and eat it both. GFL has been and still
is one of the nicest and cleanest lake in the country. Lets ksep it
that way, in all respects. If you are accepting votes, then my vote is
DO NOT CHANGE.

Thank you and have a good day,

Bob Wiabel

FEB
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From: Georgene White [mailto:gialcarlisliear.com]
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2002 7:54 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: Save Greers Ferry

I would like to volce my opinion regarding Greers Ferry Lake. I totally
agree with the editeorial that was written., My husband and I have been
coming to the Greers Ferry lake for years and would like for it to remain as
it is. We like Greers Ferry Lake because it is unigue and it has remained
some where that you can go to, that yvou can relax and enjoy the beauty of -
nature without all of the commercialization. We do not like the Hot Springs
lakes and would not go there for anything. My family has owned property in
the area since the mid sixties.

We plan on retiring to the Grees Ferry area. If the area becomes like Hot
Springs or other areas that have been commercialized, then we will lock for
other areas that would be more pleasing for retirement.

Please remember that we "Baby Boomers" have a lot of income to spend and we
will soen be retiring! '

We have many friend that come to the lake for the same reasons that we do.

ny

Please do not ruin "Paradise

Georgene H White
P.O. Box 978
Carlisle, AR 72024
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- From: Irma S. Prentice [mailto:prentice@arkansas:.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 2:52 PM
To: Eis, Gf SMP
Subject: Alternative Plan 2

This is to let you know that I support the Corp'’s Alternative Plan 2 for Greers
Ferry Lake.

Thank you.

Fred Prentice

18 Woocdland West

Heber Springs, AR 72543

501-362~9704

466




From: jwpresten@juno.com [mallteo:jwpreston@junc.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 5:12 FM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Cc: LotZ8@Hypertech.Net; JIM.DIXON@SMITH-NEPHEW.COM;
TALLPINES@Hypertech.Net; JMARKEARTELCC.COM; rhnelson@ozarkisp.net;
JIMREEDEHypertech.Net; L-SANCHOGEMAIL.MSN.COM; mtubbsRARTELCO. COM;
marvan@ARTELCO.COM

Subject: BOAT DOCKE - GE LAKE

I &M AGAINST ADDITION COF DOCKS ON ACTIVE SHORELINE PRCOPERTY. I DEFINE
"ACTIVE SHORELINE" AS AREAS LIKE THE NARROWS & CHUTE (arcund Grand

" Isle) .

I ALSC WONDER ABOUT THE DENSITY OF DOCKS IN SMALL COVES/BAYS LIKE
ENCHANTED PENN.

1 WAS JUST ON LAKE LANIER (GA) THIS SUMMER...... ITS A DISASTER JUST OFF
THE MAIN CHANNELS. WE DO NOT WANT ANOTHER OF THOSE. LAKE OF THE OZARKS
IS REALLY AN EXAMPLE OF NO MANAGEMENT, I DON'T KNOW IF ITS USACE.

WHY IS THE CORPS SO BENT ON INCREASING THE DOCKS BY 40% 7?7 WHO IS
REHIND THIS SCAM OF THE PUBLIC ?7

J.W. PRESTON, FTR
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From: lori.privitt@att.net [mailto:lori.privitt@att.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 12:00 pPM

To: Anslow, Patricia M

Subject: DEIS for Greers Ferry SMP

As a lakefront property owner on Greers Ferry Lake I
enjoy the beauty of the area and certainly wish to
preserve the environment for future generations to
enjoy. My husband and I look forward to retiring to
cur Greers Ferry home someday. :

I enjoy boating on the lake as much as possible,
especially during times when there is little traffic.
We choose to ski early in the mornings, usually out by
8:00 a.m. and back by 10:00 a.m. In the evenings we
may just cruise the lake sight seeing, viewing the
great sunsets and have occasiocnally spotted an eagle.
Our schedule of using the lake is made possible by the
fact our house has a boat dock (built in the early
1980's by the original owner), enabling us to easily
access our boat at anytime and easily store the boat
when not in use. We previously ownad property in the
area and kept our boat at az local marina which meant
when using the boat we had to transport all belongings
to the boat {we didn't dare leave even life vests in
the boat because they wouldn't be there when we
returned), drive approximately 30 minutes to the marina
and then make trips back and forth from the wvehicle to
the beat carrying skis, vests, etec. Once going through
this process, we would spend as much time as possible
on the lake, even during "peak" activity periods. Now,
thank goodness, we are able to esnjoy the lake as we
never had before and be off the water by the time most-
people come out, reducing the number of boats out at
mid-day. '

Qur house i1s in an area where there are several docks
and because of the convenience of having a dock most of
thcse people choose to avoid the lake during "peak”
activity, as well. Our docks are well maintained
(there are many on the lake that ARE NOT) and we are
aware it is a privilege to own a dock, as well as guite
a responsibility.

Scme of the new docks approved under the 2000 SMP are
in our area. We have three new docks which are now
empty, as the owners are not allowed tc use them. We
are aware that these persons went through due process
to obtain approval for the docks, attending meetings
with the CORPS OF ENGRS. and supplying any and all
documentation deemed necessary. Some of the people
were involved in the process two or three years {or
more) prior to approval and have spent 10 to 20
thousand dollars for a new dock which they are now told
can't be used. It did not appear the CORPS rushed the




approval process, nor were anything but thorough.

I have attended a couple of public meetings held since
the 2000 SMP was rescinded. I don't henestly
understand the position of the group cppesing the

plan. Some of what I have read regarding their
position doesn't make much sense and some is EXTREMELY
far fetched. {({i.e. - allowing the additional docks for
these pecple who already own property {and boats) will -
significantly increase activity on the lake. Huh??7?})
The thing I find the hardest to understand is the fact
that for a couple of years befeore the 2000 SMP was
enacted there had been public meetings addressing the
issues involved and the CORPS gave abundant opportunity
for input from the public (pesitive or negative). If
there 1s so much cpposition to the plan now, why wasn't
it voiced so strongly then, before several docks had
been approved, purchased, and put into place? Some of
the individuals invelved in the opposition are far from
naive about CORPS procedures, and probably responsible
for establishing much of those procedures. Why did
these perscns not follow due process as well?

I do have issues with some examples of current
shoreline use, but the 2000 SMP is not one of them,
After attending the meetings and reading several
hundred pages of the DEIS, I support the PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE #2. '

Many property owners wish to have a better relationship
with our CORPS office, hopefully resulting in

a "partnership of sorts"™, striving tc make the lake as
user friendly as possible while maintaining the beauty
of the area, including the vast areas of undisturbed
land.

Thank yoﬁ,

Lori Keaton Privitt
Little Rock & Greers Ferry
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From: neal.privitt@att.net [mailto:neal.privitt@att.net]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 4:3C PM

To: Anslow, Patricia M

Subject: SMP ALTERNATIVES

I HAVE A HCUSE ON GREERS FERRY LAKE WITH A DOCK WHICH
WAS BUILT APPROXIMATELY 15 YEARS AGD. WE HAVE OWNED THE
HOUSE JUST A FEW YEARS. THE DOCK WAS PRIMARILY THE
REASON FOR CHOOSING THE HOUSE AT THE TIME OF PURCHASE.
WE EDUCATED QURSELVES ABOUT THE REQUIREMENTS AND
RESTRICTIONS RELATED TO DOCK OWNERSHIP AND MET WITH
EMPLOYEES OF THE HEBER SPRINGS COPRS OFFICE BEFORE
MAKING A HOME CR LOT PURCHASE TO MAKE SURE WE HAD
ACCURATE INFORMATION.

FROM THE MANY EDITORIALS I HAVE READ IN THE LOCAL PAPER
AND FROM CASUAL CONVERSATION WITH MANY PEOPLE IN THE
AREA, IT IS VERY QEVIOUS TO ME THAT MANY CONCLUSIONS ARE
BEING DRAWN WITHOUT MUCH INVESTIGATION INTO THE FACTS
REGARDING THE SHCRELINE MANAGEMENT PLANS. I FIND IT
HARD TO BELIEVE THAT 50 MANY PEQOPLE ARE ALLOWING THEIR
OPINICNS TO BE FORMED BASED ON HEARSAY. THERE IS NO WAY
MANY OF THESE PERSONS COULD HAVE READ THE ENVIRONMENTAL -
“IMPACT STUDY AND PROPOSED ALTERNATES FOR THE S.M.P.

CONTRARY TO WHAT MANY PECPLE THINK, NONE OF THE OQPTICNS
LISTED IN THE D.E.I.S. ARE ALLOWING ANYCNE TO DO
WHATEVER THEY WISH WITH THE SHORELINE OF THE LAKE. ALL
ALTERNATIVES HAVE STRINGENT GUIDELINES FOR MAINTAINING
- THE VAST MAJORITY OF SHORELINE AS UNDEVELOPED. NCNE OF
THESE OPTIONS WILL ALLOW THOUSANDS OQOF DCCKS TO BE BUILT
FROM ONE END OF THE LAKE TC THE CTHER (AS SOME OF THE
OPPONENTS ARE STATING).

I KNOW THE S.M.P. FOR 2000 WAS ESTABLISHED AFTER DUE
PRCCESS WITH NUMERCOUS PUBLIC MEETINGS AND MUCH TIME
ALLOWED FOR THE PUBLIC TC RESPOND. WHERE WERE THE
NAYSAYERS THEN? IT IS AMAZING HOW INTERESTED PEOPLE ARE
IN THIS ISSUE NOW WHO WERE NOT INTERESTED IN THE LAKE 3
OR 4 YEARS AGOC.

AFTER READING THE D.E.I.S5. DOCUMENTS, I SUPPORT THE
ALTERNATIVE #2, WHICH IS THE MOST IN LINE WITH THE
5.M.P. OF 2000, BECAUSE I FEEL DUE PROCESS WAS FOLLOWED
AND THE DETERMINATION SHCOULD BE UPHELD.

H. NEAL PRIVITT
GREERS FERRY
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From: SHARON PODBIELSKI'[mailto:ARKSALES@épomail.net]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 12:12 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Sukject: greers ferry

Save Greers Ferry and forget about trying to rack in money. Some things are
worth more than money, especially to families with children looking to take
their days off someplace untouched by the hustle and bustle cf too many people
and the trash that is tco cften left behind. Greers Ferry is the most beautiful
place in Arkansas that myself and my family have every been. Please keep it
that way.

Thank you for listening! ' Sharon

s
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Sprouse, Cherie

From: Moore, Rebecca ‘

Sent: Thursday, December 13, 2001 12:26 PM
To: Sprouse, Cherie

Subject: FW: WriteRep Responses

-—-Original Message-----

From: writerep _ :
Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2001 11:01 AM
. To: ar01wyr,

Subject: WriteRep Responses

DATE: December 12, 2001 10:24 AM
NAME: JL (Larry) Poff

ADDR1: 2512 Lakeview Drive
ADDR2: -

ADDRS3:

CiTY: Heber Springs

STATE: Arkansas

ZIP: 72543

PHONE: 501-362-0382

-EMAIL: poffman@cox-internet.com
Message:

There seems to have been a lot of controversy over the new lake management plan and the allowing of an additional
93 private boat docks, up to 20 stalls each, on Greers Ferry Lake. The Corps on Engineers has a job to do, they are
accepting public comment on the lake management plan and | think they are doing a good job. But what | haven't
heard anybody address is the safety issue we are now facing on our lake. The members in our ski club basically ski
from 6:30 am to 8:30 am in the Summer due to the over crowded lake. On Sunday afternoon we jump in somebody’s
barge and go over to Kidney Cove to grill ouf. That’s when you see it all. Hundreds of boaters trying to ski, jet ski,
knee board, inner tube, and wake board and nobody even knows who has the right-of-way. Every year our lake gets
more crowded which is okay because everyone has an equal right to use the lake.

But as our fake has more and more traffic, should we be taking away from the usable boating area? Every time a
boat dock is installed, boaters cannot use that area and are forced into a smaller, more concentrated area. Two
docks have been built in the south end of Kidney cove within the past couple of years that have rendered this end of
the cove unusable for water sports. This has made a major impact on the boating area in this cove and now the
remaining area is much more saturated than in the past. The north end of the cove is also zoned for docks and there
will soon be a dock on this end of the cove. The end result will push most of the boaters out of the cove and into the
main body of the lake which is also the main thoroughfare for the lake. Water sports there is fike riding your bicycle in
the interstate highway. It should be noted that both ends of the cove were zoned for docks under the old, shoreline
plan and not by the proposed lake management pian. Eden Iste cove :
has also basically been rendered unusable for water sports due to the expansion of Eden Isle Marina. Heber
Springs Marina has also expanded into the Little Dike area over the years which has made that cove smaller in
usable area.

Bottom line? We're continuing to shrink the boating area of the lake as lake traffic continues to expand. We are
forcing boaters into the main body of the lake and into smaller areas that are unrestricted by boat docks, thus
creating a more crowded and less safe boating environment. New plan, ofd plan, proposed plan, it really doesn’t
matter, every time we put in a new dock, it interferes with the use of the lake by the boating public. The iake is not
like a real estate development where you add more lots or start another subdivision when the origirial development is
full. And it is nof like a highway that you can widen when the original highway has exceeded capacity. There is onty so
much surface area on the lake and ! think the question is should we let the conveniences of a few boat owners
outweigh our right, as the general boating public, to use our public waterway?

Page 1
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[ would like to see no more boat docks allowed on Greers Ferry Lake. Besides the issues already addressed, there
is another issue of the docks taking away from the beauty of the lake. People come to this lake to get away from the
city, the concrete, asphalt, buildings, etc. They enjoy the natural shoreline consisting of trees and bluffs. Sure there

property is not my concern, its what is being built on my and your public property. Adding additional, metal boat docks
that protrude into the lake greatly takes away from the current beauty found along the wooded shoreline.

Thank You

Larry Poff




From: Kristopher Shewmake, M.D.
[mailto:kshewmakelarkansasplasticsurgery.com]
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2002 3:06 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: boat docks

The Corp of Engineers has conducted an EIS study and found that there is no
significant impact to several of the options presented in the study. I would
support Option 2 as the best and my preferred option. Thanks, Norton Pope
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Jan Porterfield
541 Stony Ridge Rd.
Heber Springs, AR 72543

January 7, 2002

Ms. Trish Anslow

Little Rock Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0867

Dear Ms. Anslow:

I’'m writing to object to the proposed changes in the shoreline management plan of Greers
Ferry Lake. It seems ludicrous to me to make changes that adversely affect the interests
of the majority in favor of the selfish interests of a few lakefront property owners. And 1
might add, my husband and I are lakefront property owners.

We would never think of compromising the overall beauty of the lake to improve our
view or enhance the value of our property. It was the natural beauty of Greers Ferry Lake
that attracted us to this area, and I feel that it is our duty to fight to preserve it.

It is absolutely wrong to allow private boat docks. The Corps should ask itself, “What 1f
everybody did that?” It isn’t fair to single out a few interested parties and allow them to
build boat docks and deny other property owners the right to do the same. And if we
were all to put up boat docks, the lakeshore would be an ugly bunch of wood and metal,
and the water would be foul with gasoline and oil. It is not in the public interest to allow
more boat docks. If the Corps elects to do so, [ would have to wonder about its
motivation.

1t is also not in the public interest to ease mowing resirictions. How is the world could
the majority of lake users benefit from that? Having as wide a buffer of vegetation as
possible insures that the water quality will remain relatively high and that the natural
beauty of the lake will be maintained.

Greers Ferry Lake 1s a public treasure, and only the public interest should be considered.
1 would never cut down trees behind my house or mow a path to the lake or build a boat
dock, because I would not want others to do the same. I can easily imagine how
damaged our lake would be if we all did that. What I cannot imagine is how our lake
would be improved by the changes the Corps proposes. My husband and I vote NO.
Thank you for considering our opinions.

Sincerely,

A4S




From: cpetter [mailto:cpotter@KPTS.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, Jznuary 09, 2002 1:;34 PM

To: ‘gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil’ . :
Subject: Opposition to Additional Boat Docks on Greers Ferry Lake

I'm writing to strongly oppose the addition of additional boat docks on
Greers Ferry Lake. The beauty of this lake and the purity of the shoreline
guarantees continued visitors to the area. Additional boat docks would only
speil that beauty. : :

My family and I have lived all over the south (Florida, Texas, Tennessee and
now Kansas) and have been regular visitors to-the lake for over 25 years.
The beauty and cleanliness of the lake is one of the reasons we continue to
visit. My husband 'and I feel that's what makes Greers Ferry Lake stands out
from other lakes in Arkansas and nearby states. If you want to see the
results of what too many boat docks does to spoil a lake, visit Pickwick on
the Tennessee River and pay specizl attention to the garbage in the water.

 Please don't spoll Greers Ferry - it's a beautiful spot!

Carolyn Potter

907 North Carter
Wichita, KS§ 67203
1316} 267-2448
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DIANE A. PLUNKETT
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From: Arthur Lindberg [mailto:lindbergacRearthiink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 9:44 PM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: More Docks

We say no more docks! Why build more boat docks on Greers Ferry Lake just for
the benefit of the Real Estate companies to make money and for the pleasure of
the wealthy? Why ruin this beautiful lake and whats left of the untouched
shoreline. Thank-vyou _ George and Inez
Pinckard
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Patricia Anslow

USCE

P. O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-0967

Do not change the status of Greers Lake. T am opposed to the
proposal to add docks and to open up the shoreline area by private
mowing. It is important to protect the natural resources and
continue the present management of the Lake.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours, John R. Pine, P O Box 4639, Little Rock, Ar 72214-4639

January 9, 2001

U ¥ 4°




From: sjpineRaristotle.net {mailto:sjpine@aristotle.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 8:18 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP )

Subject: Greers Ferry

Stop the ugly. I am cppesed to a proposal that allows more private docks and
woods cut back and increased boating and skiing and poliuting on Greers Ferry
Lake. I oppose the Corps” of Engineers prcposals. Please protect Greers Fery
Lake from these encroachments. Thanks for listening. Shirley J. Pine

shirley jo pine
sipine@aristotle.net




January 20, 2002

Ms. Pairicia Anslow

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

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, AR 72203-08647

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

| am writing 1o express my opposition to the new proposed Shoreline
Management Plan for Greers Ferry Lake.

| am opposed because it would increase the number of docks on the iake
and alter the pristine shoreline.

| favor the continuation of the 1994 Shoreline Management Plan with no
future changes. If it cin't broke, don't fix it

Sincerely,
F%%%DL@_,
Ross Piazza '

56 Berkshire
Little Rock, AR 72204
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From: RobRecowens@acl.com [mailto:RcbRecowens@zol.com]

Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 11:01 EM

To: Eis, Gf SMP ' '
Subject: greer's ferry lake

Dear sir:
As a property owner at Miller's Point, I am strongly in favor of prefered
alternative #2. Thank you for a job well done. :

Rokert Owens

e R T - 7 A —




From: Alten C. Owens [mailto:aowensfasburyusa.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2002 8:19 aM

To: Eis, Gf SMP )

Subject: Develope Greers Ferry Lake

NO More please

later....
aowens@asburyUSA.net

501 825-6620

Altcon C. Owens
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-----0Original Message-----

From: Fairfield Bay News [mailto:ffbnewskhypertech.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 2:17 PM '

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: EIS/SMP for Greers Ferry Lake

I MUST GO ON RECORD AS QPPOSED TO THE PROPCSED 93 DOCKS AND THE SHORELINE
ALLOWANCE. I SERIOUSLY QUESTION THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT WITH THE PROPOSED
ALLOWANCE OF SUCH A WIDE MARGIN ON THE SHORELINE. I QUESTION THE RUN-QFF IF
FURTHER CLEARANCE IS ALLOWED. ALSO, THE ADDITION OF DOCKS AND/OR MORE GAS PUMPS
ETC. WILL FURTHER DEGRADE THE WATER QUATLITY AND HEALTH OF THE LAKE. ALREADY
THERE I8 A MARKED DIMINISHMENT OF WALLEYE. WHY? HAS THE CORPS LOOKED INTO THIS
ISSUE A3 WELL AS AN INCREASE IN THE ALGAE POPULATIQON? A RESPONSE TO THESE
CONSIDERATIONS WQULD BE APPRECIATED. ' )

SONJA OLIVER

174 LONE PINE ROAD N.
GREERS FERRY, . AR 720867
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From: Ogle, Donna [mailto:donna.ogle@mail.atu.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2002 2:33 PM

To: gf.smp.eis@usace.army.mil. -
Subject: '

To Whom it may concern:

Greers Ferry Lake is one of the few unspeiled lakes in Arkansas. I moved
here from California ten years ago, looking for the "Natural State”, I found

dirty and/or polluted camping sites, lakes, rivers and swimming areas. It
was a great relief to find Greers Ferry two years ago, still unspoiled by
oily water and boat docks. I love camping and hiking there, the woods are

free of debris, people are friendly and the water is clear.
Please don't let us loose this "natural”™ wonder.

Sincerely,

Donna Qgle
donna.oglefmail.atu.edu




From: LEFCOMM@Raol.com [mailto:LEFCOMMEaol.con]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2002 9:44 AM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subject: GREERS FERRYLAKE SHORELINE PLAN-NEW

THE NEW PLAN WILL LEAD TO WATER QUALITY PROBLEMS AND DEGRADATION OF OF THE
NATURAL BEAUTY COF OQOUR LAKE AREA.IF GRASS IS PLANTED CLOSER TO THE LAKE

SHORE, FERTILIZER RUN OFF WILL INCREASE WHICH CAN CAUSE DEATH TO LAKES.TAKE
LESSONS FROM OTHER CORPS LBKES WHICH ARE NOW POLLUITED AND UNDESIREABLE FOR
RECREATION AND FOR A WATER SQURCE.THERE IS NO PLACE THAT THE CORF HAS DONE A
BETTER JOB THAN NATURE.NC BOAT DOCKS SHCULD BE PLACED IN ARES THAT WERE
PREVIOUSLY RESTRICTED TO PRIVATE BOAT DOCKS.THIS IS NOT FAIR TO EXISTING DOCK
OWNERS AND WILL LEAD TO MORE POLLUTION AND ENFORCEMENT PROBLEMS.WE WANT TO
KEEP GREERS LAKE LIKE IT IS,SAFE AND BEAUTIFUL. HAROLD ODELL 116 LAKESHCRE
DRIVE FAIRFIELD BAY,AR.
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From: antoinette QO'Brien [mailto:theobiesBozarkisp.net]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 4:29 PM

To: Ceswl-PA

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

We are opposed to any additional docks on Greers Ferry lake and are also
opposed to additional mowing on corp property. Thank you for your consideration.
Bernard and Antoinette O'Brien 250 O'Brien Dr. Greers Ferry, AR 72067-9785
Phone- (501} 825-7763 .




From: Kenneth Nadeau Imailto:knadeau@midéouth.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, January 21, 2002 10:53 BAM

To: Eis, Gf SMP

Subiject: Ceomments on EIS

Dear Sirs,

Tirst let me congratulate you on a job well deone on this enormous undertaking.
After reading a good porticn of this study I was impressed with its thorcughness
and information. Secondly, I wish to comment on your alternatives, specically,
Alternative #2. I am in complete support of this alternative for both personal
reasons and as member of the larger Greers Ferry Lake community.

I am one of those individuals who was granted a dock approval with the
earlier study. I had a valid permit from the Corps, a contract with and monies
paid to a dock builder. I was part of the litigating group attempting to
preserve the 2000 SMP. I was thoroughly disgusted with the Save the Lake group.
Throughout the study process they were given ample time and venues to comment,
argue, etc. yet they chose o wait until the plan was approved and being acted
on before they engaged in any opposing activity. I am dismayed that they would
go to the Arkansas Democrat-Gazette with incomplete information and engender to
kill this alternative with disinformation.

I alsc want to preserve the natural beauty and environmental health of
Greers Ferry Lake. I don't want to see docks all across the lake as the
Democrat-Gazette implies. The individuals(93) who were approved for rezoning
already use the lake, their boat like curs, 'is in the water already. Docks will
probably help protect scme shore line, as many boats are pulled up on beaches or
ancored to rocks or trees. Careful placement of stone steps can help protect
the shoreline even further. Setting up a specified path is preferrable to a mad
scrabble down a bank, pulling on trees and bushes and dragging an ice chest or
cooler behind, :

Arkansas is a poor state and needs to attract recreational dollars as a
source of income yet preserve it's natural heritage. Careful management of
those resources is required — not an attitude of isoclationism and exclusivity
that the Save the Lake group proposes. I urge yvou to select Alternative #2 as
yvour final choice for the Corps course cf action.

Sincerely,

Cheryl J. Nadeau g
1502 Golf Links Cove

West Memphis, AR. 72301

‘870-7322-3848

Lake Location: Lot 438/439 Tannenbaum Subdivision




J. ls. & Jody Muligns
1836 Husley Cirele
Heber éprings, AR 72543

January 14, 2002

Tricia Anslow, CESWL-PR-PP
Little Rock Engineer District

P.O. Box 867

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203-0867

We are writing to express our displeasure with the plan to change the management
policy that has been in effect for the life-span of Greers Ferry Lake. We live on a bluff
overlooking this beautiful treasure and cannot understand why you would want to change
a policy that has made our lake the most admired body of water in this part of the country.
We all have seen lakes where there have been little control of the shore-tine and know
- what can happen. Please don’t let this happen to our lake. Please do continue to guard
the integrity of a lake that is enjoyed by both we residents and by visitors to our area and
save 1t for our children and grandchildren.

Sincerely yours,

-t




From: Gemringl800@acl.com [mailto:Gemringl300facl.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 11:24 AM

To: Eis, Gf sSMP

Subject: APPRCGVAL OF DOCKS

Dear Sirs: I would like to voice my STRONG APPROVAL for the docksites which
were approved in the year 2000. I am a part owner of property that was given
the go ahead in the year 2000 and then rescinded. This is GOVERNMENT AT ITS
WORST WHEN THE RIGHT HAND DOESNT KNOW WHAT THE LEFT HAND IS :
DOING! ! Ittt ltitilt When the goahead was approved money was immediately
invested to proceed with the construction of a dock...money has now been lost
due to the UNTIMELY DELAY. PLEASE ISSUE A FULL APPRCVAL AS SOON AS
POSSIBLE!!!1t1 11y Robert A Mueller 2280 Glenbar Drive Germantown Tenn 38139.
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From: G. Michael Millar [mailto:gmmillar@email .msn.con]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2002 10:42 AM

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

Subject: Greers Ferry EIS

Attn: Tricia Anslow
Ms. Anslow:

I am the owner of a sailboat which-is maintained at Greers Ferry Lake. But
for a permanent boat dock, I would not be able to maintain my boat on the
lake.

I have reviewed the EIS for the shoreline management plan proposed for the
Lake and write to offer my support to Preferred Option Neo. 2. In my
judgment, this plan represents a good balance between the preservation of
the environment and beauty of the Lake and the needs of the patrons of the
Lzke. :

Thank you for your consideration.

Mike Millar
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From: Larry McDonald (mailto:Imcd@futura.net}.
Sent: Friday, Jenuary 18, 2002 7:30 &AM

Te: Eis, Gf sMmp i

Subject: Greers Ferry Lake

Good Morning,

I read the small article in today's Arkansas Democrat Gazette about the
boat docks that are going to be built on the lake. I am writing to tell vyou
that I am definitely AGAINST this proposal. My mother lives in Heber
Springs and we freguently visit her and go swimming in the lake. I think
the added docks would destroy the beauty and makeup of the lake. Please DO
NOT let this proposal go through. It would be disasterous to the city of
Heber Springs.

Sincerely,
Pawn McDonald

e e : 494
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