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1   Introduction 

1.1 Overview 

The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Little Rock District is revising   the 
Nimrod Lake Master Plan (MP) and Blue Mountain Lake (MP). The MP guides the management 
of the government‐owned lands around the shoreline of the lake. The MP affects future 
management of natural resources and recreational opportunities to ensure the sustainability of 
both lakes. 
 
The MP is the guidance document that describes how the resources of each lake will be managed 
in the future and provides the vision for how each lake should look in the future. After the MPs 
are revised, the Operational Management Plan (OMP) for each lake will be revised to be 
consistent with the goals identified in the MP. 
 
The current Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake MPs were developed nearly 50 years ago, 
and original estimates of future population and land use do not align with current demographics. 
The MP revision will re-classify the government lands around the lake based on environmental, 
recreational, socioeconomic considerations, public input, and an evaluation of past, present, and 
forecasted trends. 
 
USACE Engineer Regulation (ER) and Engineer Pamphlet (EP) 1130‐2‐550 with Change 7 and 
Change 5, respectively, dated January 30, 2013, establish guidance for developing MPs and 
OMPs for USACE Civil Works projects. MPs are required for fee‐owned lands, in addition to 
civil works projects, for which USACE has administrative responsibility for management of 
natural and manmade resources. The primary goals of a MP are to “prescribe an overall land use 
management plan, resource objectives, and associated design and management concepts” (EP 
1130‐2‐550). MPs are reviewed every 5 years, and minor changes are made through 
supplements. A MP that has been excessively supplemented, is out‐of‐date, or does not serve its 
intended purpose due to changes in the project should be revised. 
 
USACE will be preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) to accompany each lake’s revised 
MP in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (as amended), 
the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) guidelines (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 
Parts 1500‐1508), and ER 200‐2‐2 Procedures for Implementing NEPA. The EAs will evaluate 
the potential environmental effects of the MP revisions. However, an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) would be prepared if significant environmental effects are identified during 
preparation of each EA as a result of the MP revisions. 

1.2 Purpose and Need for Master Plan 

The purpose of the project is to review and revise the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake 
MPs.  Both plans strive to balance public use of federal lands and waters with the conservation 
and protection of natural resources for future generations.  Updates of the MPs are needed for the 
following reasons: 
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• To ensure accurate land classification and resource protection for future generations. 
• To update the plan formats and mapping to modern requirements. 
• To better reflect current USACE policies, regulations, budget processes, and business line 

performance measures. 
• Customer uses have remained similar, but trends, recreation equipment (RV size, vessel 

size, etc.), facility use (amp service, Wi-Fi, etc.), and service demands have shifted since 
approval of the last master plans in 1975. 

• Partners, landowners, and stakeholders are engaged with USACE and seek to increase 
and sustain benefits provided by the lake. 

• To identify issues related to ecosystem stewardship including vegetation and siltation 
management. 

1.3 Project Areas 

Nimrod Dam is located in Perry County, Arkansas on the Fourche LaFave River. Construction 
was completed in 1942. Nimrod Lake was authorized by the Flood Control Act of June 28, 1938. 
The lake is comprised of 25,339 acres of land and water, with approximately 82 miles of 
boundary line.  The lake provides many recreational opportunities and is a key contributor to a 
large variety of fish and wildlife habitat. 
 
Blue Mountain Dam is located in Yell County, Arkansas on the Petit Jean River. Construction 
was completed in 1947. Nimrod Lake was authorized by the Flood Control Act of June 28, 1938. 
The lake is comprised of 17,266 acres of land and water, with approximately 78 miles of 
boundary line.  The lake provides many recreational opportunities and is a key contributor to a 
large variety of fish and wildlife habitat. 

1.4 Purpose of this Report 

The following report summarizes the public participation process for, and the public comments 
resulting from, the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake MP Revision public scoping comment 
period. “Scoping” is the process of determining the scope, focus, and content of a NEPA 
document. For a planning process such as the MP revisions, the scoping process was also used as 
an opportunity to get input from the public and agencies about the vision for the MP update and 
the issues that the MP should address where possible. 

2   Scoping Process 

2.1 Overview 

In accordance with NEPA and ER 200‐2‐2, USACE initiated the environmental compliance and 
review process for the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake MP revision projects.  EAs will be 
prepared to identify potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts related to implementation 
of the MPs.  The process of determining the scope, focus, and content of a NEPA document is 
known as “scoping” and this occurs at the start of the process.  Scoping is a useful tool to obtain 
information from the public and governmental agencies in order to help set the parameters of 
issues to focus on and analyze. 
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The Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake revised MPs will be prepared as individual, lake-
specific documents, each with its own accompanying EA. While revisions will be documented in 
lake-specific MPs/EAs, public review periods will be held concurrently for both of the projects. 
Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake are close in proximity and likely see public visitation 
from similar entities. Tribal Nation and resource agency interests also overlap. To streamline the 
public involvement process, outreach efforts and public comment opportunities will be 
advertised and occur simultaneously for both MP revision efforts. 
 
The Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake Master Plan Revision website was created to be the 
primary source of information during the scoping period. Website information was provided 
through various sources, such as notification postcards, news releases, agency scoping letters, 
and media outreach, for individuals to visit the project website to find out more information 
about the process to update the Master Plans and to solicit comments for Scoping.   As part of the 
environmental process, a public scoping comment period was open for 45 days between March 
16 and April 30, 2023. 
 
In particular, the scoping process was used as an opportunity to obtain input from the public and 
agencies about the vision for the MPs and the issues that the MPs should address. When 
individuals visited the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake Master Plan Revisions website, 
they were encouraged to provide input by completing a comment form that asked for responses 
to specific questions in addition to soliciting for general comments about the plan and the 
environmental review. The same set of questions was asked two times, one for Nimrod Lake 
comments and one for Blue Mountain Lake comments so that commentors could respond for 
either or both. The questions included: 
 

• How would you like to see Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake in 20 years? 
• What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lakes? 
• What about Nimrod Lake/Blue Mountain Lake is most important to you? 
• What about Nimrod Lake/Blue Mountain Lake is least important to you? 
• Additional comments on the MP revisions or about issues that should be studied? 

 
USACE published notice of the scoping period through an email blast, a direct mail postcard, 
press releases, flyers, a notice placed on Recreation 1 Stop (R1S) website, and agency 
notification letters. The postcard notice and email blast were sent to landowners adjacent to 
USACE‐owned lands around the lake, holders of fishing permits purchased in Arkansas whose 
listed zip code is within seven miles of Nimrod Lake or Blue Mountain Lake, stakeholders, as 
well as those who held reservations to camp at Nimrod Lake or Blue Mountain Lake 
campgrounds within the 2022 recreational season. Postcards were sent to individuals for whom a 
postal address was available; all others received the email blast.   Agency coordination letters 
were sent to potentially interested agencies. 

2.2 Agency Scoping 

Agencies were invited to participate in the scoping process and to provide input on the vision for 
the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake MPs on issues that should be addressed through the 
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environmental assessment. A letter (Appendix B) was sent on March 15, 2023, to 21 agencies 
(Appendix A) providing notification of the upcoming agency scoping comment period and links 
to the project website where more information could be found. 

2.3 Public Scoping 

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

2.3.1 Notification Database 
USACE maintains a database of stakeholder groups interested in activities around Nimrod Lake 
and Blue Mountain Lake. In addition, USACE developed a list of adjacent property owners 
based on the databases maintained by the county assessors of the surrounding counties. USACE 
also compiled a list of parties who had made campground reservations through the R1S 
reservation system for camping visits at Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake during the 2022 
camping season.  Finally, USACE obtained the database of holders of fishing permits purchased 
in Arkansas whose listed zip code is within seven miles of Nimrod Lake or Blue Mountain Lake. 
These combined databases included 2,939 email addresses and 6,205 postal addresses, to which 
notification was sent about the public scoping comment period and website information. 

2.3.2 Public Notification Activities 
Strategies to engage the public to participate in the MP visioning and environmental review 
processes included (1) making it easy to participate, (2) providing easy‐to‐understand 
information that helps people provide informed scoping comments, and (3) ensuring that 
stakeholders are aware of the planning process and understand how public input will be used.  

2.3.2.1 Direct Mail Notification 
On March 15, 2023, a total of 6,205 postcards were mailed to adjacent property owners, 
stakeholders, and holders of fishing permits purchased in Arkansas whose listed zip code is 
within seven miles of Nimrod Lake or Blue Mountain Lake. The distribution of postcard 
recipients is illustrated in Figure 2-1 by zip code.  
 
The postcard notification included information on the MP revision process, how to provide 
comments, the comment period closing date, and the project website address. The direct mail 
postcard is included in Appendix C. 

2.3.2.2 E-mail Notification 
An e‐mail blast was sent on March 16, 2023, to approximately 2,939 email addresses. These 
emails were sent to stakeholders and those listed on the R1S reservation list for whom valid 
email addresses were available. The information in the email blast was the same as the 
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information on the postcard notification.  

2.3.2.3 Project Website 
A project website, https://www.swl.usace.army.mil/Missions/Planning/Nimrod-Blue-Mountain-
Master-Plan/, was developed for both MP revision projects. The site includes information about 
Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake, the MP revision process, interactive maps, a comment 
form, and information regarding the scoping process. Information on the scoping process 
included how to submit comments and who to contact for more information.  518 individuals 
visited the project website between the dates of March 16 and April 30, 2023.   

2.3.2.4 Other Notification Activities 
To maximize the coverage of the outreach effort for the scoping period, a media release was sent 
to local media outlets using the Southwestern Division, Little Rock District, Nimrod Lake and 
Blue Mountain Lake Media distribution list on March 10, 2023. The Little Rock District Public 
Affairs office also posted notifications of the scoping comment period and associated pertinent 
data on Facebook.  A copy of the press release and Facebook post are located in Appendix C, 
and copies of the media coverage are located in Appendix G. A scoping notification was also 
placed on each lake’s R1S website during the scoping comment period. A screen shot and 
verbiage of this notification is available in Appendix C. 

2.3.2.5 Website Statistics 
Due to the loss of the ability to utilize short URLs, USACE was not able to obtain metrics on the 
source of the hits which would allow USACE to evaluate the effectiveness of each notification 
method.  However, 518 people visited the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake MP webpage 
during the scoping period. A breakdown of the number of views for each page is listed below.  
 

• Nimrod Blue Mountain MP Home Page:  518 
• Nimrod Blue Mountain MP Documents:  141 
• Nimrod Blue Mountain MP Why Update the MP:  122 
• Nimrod Blue Mountain MP Comment Form:  271 

2.4 Comments Received 

The public scoping comment period was held from March 16 to April 30, 2023, which provided 
a 45‐day comment period. All interested people were provided opportunities to submit comments 
on the public website comment form as well as via email, fax, or mail.  
 
In total, 22 comments (letters, emails, comment cards, or oral comments) from members of the 
public were received.  Seven individuals provided comments pertaining to the Blue Mountain 
Lake Master Plan revision, and 15 individuals provided comments pertaining to the Nimrod Lake 
Master Plan revision.  Three comment submittals from agencies were received by the end of the 
comment period and pertained to both revisions. Copies of all the public comments submitted 
during the comment period are included in Appendix E. Copies of agency submittals are 
included in Appendix F.
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Figure 2-1. Distribution of Postcard Notification by Zip Code
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3   Summary of Scoping Comments 

3.1 Introduction 

USACE accepted comments on the Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake MPs throughout the 
entire scoping period from March 16 through April 30, 2023. Agencies, members of the public, 
and other interested parties submitted 24 letters, e‐mails, and comment cards during this period. 
The summary table (Table 3‐1) provides a tally of the topics discussed in the comments. 
 
It should be noted that the combined numbers of comments listed in the following subsections 
and the summary table will be greater than the total number of comment submissions because 
most individuals discussed multiple topics in their submission. Topics covered in the comments 
included general comments about the plan and the environmental review as well as answers to 
the following questions: 
 

• How would you like to see Nimrod Lake and Blue Mountain Lake in 20 years? 
• What changes, if any, would you like to see at the lakes? 
• What about Nimrod Lake/Blue Mountain Lake is most important to you? 
• What about Nimrod Lake/Blue Mountain Lake is least important to you? 
• Additional comments on the MP revisions or about issues that should be studied? 

 
This section contains a summary of comments received during the scoping period. The actual 
comments may be found in Appendices E and F. 

3.2 Summary of Comments 

All comments submitted by members of the public or stakeholder organizations were reviewed 
and categorized. The full text of each comment is included in Appendices E (public comments) 
and F (agency comments). 
 
Tables 3-1 and 3-2 provide a summary of the comments received during the scoping comment 
period.  While this table does not include every comment received, it provides a general 
summary of the topics most frequently submitted during the comment period.  A more detailed 
overview of comments follows in Sections 3.3 through 3.9.  Several comments were not related 
to the plan or the environmental review, and these are included in the summary of additional 
comments in Section 3.7.  
 
  



8 
 

Table 3-1. Nimrod Lake Summary of Comments Received 

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

 Campgrounds/Camping (5) 
 Increase Multi-Use Trails (5) 
 Improve/Maintain/Re-Open 

Recreation Areas (4) 
 Specific Requests (4) 
 Additional Recreation Uses (2) 
 Add WiFi or Internet (2) 
 Lake Elevation Changes (1) 

 No Changes (Same as Today/Preserved) (1)  
 Clean Water/Quality (1) 
 Improve Fishing/Habitat/Species (1) 
 More Patrolling/Enforcement (1) 
 More Shoreline/Erosion Protection (1) 
 Additional Marinas (1) 
 Increased Development (1) 
 More Restaurants/Services (1) 

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

 Campground/Facility 
Improvements/Re-open (6) 

 Additional Bike/ATV Trails (3) 
 Accessibility – Shoreline (2) 
 More Development (2) 
 Increase Tourism (2) 

 More Restaurants/Services (1) 
 Increased Parking (1) 
 More Controlled Burning- Parks (1) 
 Fishing (1) 
 Additional Marinas (1) 

What is most important to you? 

 Camping (4) 
 Fishing (3) 
 More Recreational Uses (3) 
 Adding WiFi/Internet (2) 
 Quality of Recreation Experience (1) 

 Public accessibility Ramps/ Campgrounds (1) 
 Boating (1) 
 Improve Access to Lake/Shoreline (1) 
 Natural Beauty/Pristine/ Peaceful (1) 

What is Least Important to you? 

 Camping/Campgrounds (1)  Flood Control (1) 

Additional Comments 

 Reopen Closed Areas (2) 
 Encourage Development (2) 
 More Access Points (1) 
 More Trails (1) 

 Move Facilities to Higher Elevations to Reduce 
Flood Impacts (1) 

 Specific Request (1) 
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Table 3-2. Blue Mountain Lake Summary of Comments Received 

How would you like to see Blue Mountain Lake in 20 years? 

 Additional Recreational Uses (2) 
 Campgrounds/Camping (2) 
 Improve/Maintain/Re-Open 

Recreation Areas (2) 

 Improve Fishing/Habitat/Species (1)  
 Additional Marinas/Docks (1) 
 Specific Request (1) 
 

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

 Facility Improvements/Re-Open (3) 
 Fishing (2) 
 Additional Recreational Uses (1) 

 Controlled Burning-Parks (1) 
 Add boat Docks (1) 

What is most important to you? 

 Camping (3) 
 Fishing (1) 
 Natural Beauty/Pristine/ Peaceful (1) 

 Recreational Uses (1) 
 Quality of Recreation Experience (1) 
 Flood Control (1) 

What is Least Important to you? 

 Wildlife/Fisheries (1)  Flood Control (1) 

Additional Comments 

 Reopen Closed Areas (1)  Specific Request (1) 

3.3 Comments Related to Questions 1 and 2 

3.3.1 How would you like to see Nimrod Lake in 20 years, and what changes would you like 
to see at the lake? 
The most frequent response to Questions 1and 2 were that people want to see open and improved 
recreation areas and more trails on Nimrod Lake over the next 20 years (Table 3-1). Six 
respondents specifically mentioned making additional improvements, performing more 
maintenance, or re-opening existing recreation areas and five commented on items directly 
related to camping or campgrounds.  Five respondents indicated that they would like to see more 
trails which included ATV, bike, and hiking.  Four commentors made special requests for 
improvements to specific recreation areas or to their area of the lake.  Two respondents were in 
favor of each of the following: additional recreational uses, internet availability, more 
accessibility to the shoreline, more development, and increased tourism. Multiple other topics 
received one comment each. It is important to note lake elevation concern is not within the scope 
of the Master Plan but instead is within the intent of the Water Control Plan. This scoping report 
will not address water/lake levels, nor will the MP or accompanying EA. 



10 
 

3.3.2 How would you like to see Blue Mountain Lake in 20 years, and what changes would 
you like to see at the lake? 
The most frequent responses to Questions 1 and 2 were recreation based and that people want to 
see open and improved recreation areas on Blue Mountain Lake over the next 20 years (Table 
3-2).  Three respondents wanted to see recreation facilities re-opened and/or additional 
improvements made within.  Three also indicated the desire for improved fishery management 
and additional recreational uses.  Two comments were made in relation to adding boat 
docks/marinas.  Other comments made were related to controlled burning in the parks and a 
specific request.   
3.4 Comments Related to Question 3 

3.4.1 What about Nimrod Lake is most important to you? 
The top response to what is most important about the lake was camping at Nimrod Lake (Table 
3‐1). A total of 4 respondents indicated this interest. The next most common responses to this 
question were fishing and adding additional recreational uses with three respondents indicating 
these as priorities. Of the comments, there were two respondents who indicated that internet 
access was most important to them. 

3.4.2 What about Blue Mountain Lake is most important to you? 
The top response to what is most important about the lake was camping at Blue Mountain Lake 
(Table 3‐1).  There were also responses of fishing, maintaining natural beauty, flood control, 
quality of recreation experiences, and other recreational uses. 

3.5 Comments Related to Question 4 

3.5.1 What about Nimrod Lake is least important to you? 
The only responses to what is least important about the lake included camping/ campgrounds and 
flood control with one response each (Table 3-1). It is important to note that this question 
received fewer responses than any other question on the comment form. 

3.5.2 What about Blue Mountain Lake is least important to you? 
The only responses to what is least important about the lake included wildlife and fisheries and 
flood control with one response each (Table 3-2).  It is important to note that this question 
received fewer responses than any other question on the comment form. 

3.6 Comments Related to Question 5 (Additional Comments) 

This portion of the comment card asked for additional comments on the Master Plan Revisions 
or about issues that should be studied. This allowed for various comments other than those 
derived from Questions 1, 2, 3, or 4, but most in these cases were closely related.  

3.6.1 Nimrod Lake 
The two most common responses in this section include suggestions to reopen previously closed 
areas (two comments) and two comments encouraging more development.  The number of times 
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a comment was raised by a different respondent is noted in parenthesis. 
 

• Reopen Closed Areas (2) 
• Encourage Development (2) 
• More Access Points 
• More Trails 
• Move Facilities to Higher Elevations to Reduce Flood Impacts 
• Specific Request 

3.6.2 Blue Mountain Lake 
The only two additional comments related to Blue Mountain Lake were as follows: 

• Reopen Closed Areas 
• Specific Request 

3.7 Agency Comments 

Three agencies submitted comments during the scoping period. The official agency letters and 
emails are included in Appendix F. Agencies that commented during the comment period 
included: 
 

• National Park Service (NPS), Midwest Regional Office 
• Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) – Region 6 
• Arkansas Game and Fish Commission (AGFC) 

 
Agency comments provided during the scoping process discussed general topics to be considered 
during the update process. FEMA requested to continue to be informed throughout the update 
process and indicated their interest in reviewing a draft document before it goes out for final 
review and approval.  
 
Agency comments are summarized in this section. The full text of the agency comments is 
available in Appendix F. Comments not covered in earlier sections or regarding specific areas of 
the lake include: 
 

• Ensure coordination with local floodplain administrators and gather the proper 
floodplain permits prior to work. (FEMA) 

• NPS simply stated that it had determined that our area of impact was not in the 
proximity of any NPS unit or related area.) 

• AGFC would support to adhering to both the existing rule curves for crappie and 
largemouth bass on both lakes. 

• AGFC would like to maintain the ability to conduct ten-foot management drawdowns, 
in the fall, on both lakes. 
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• AGFC would like to explore the possibility of constructing courtesy piers for boating at 
Waveland Park on Blue Mountain and Anderson Branch on Nimrod. 

• AGFC would like to discuss the possibility of deepening the one mile stretch from the 
entrance of the Petit Jean River to Persimmon Point on Blue Mountain Lake. 

• AGFC recommends reducing the High Density Recreation footprint around Ashley 
Creek, Hise Hill, Lick Creek, Outlet Park, Quarry Bluff, and Waveland to Low Density 
Recreation or Wildlife Management. 

• AGFC suggests that agricultural lease agreements be prohibited in Low Density or 
Wildlife Management land class areas. 

• AGFC recommends that motorized vehicle use be restricted to designated roads on 
Nimrod Wildlife Management Area. 

4   Next Steps: Master Plan Revision Process 

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

4.1 Next Steps 

The five questions were designed to help USACE elicit input not only on elements of the NEPA 
process but also on topics of interest to the public and agencies that may be revised or updated in 
the revised MPs. USACE will continue to work closely with the public, agencies, and 
stakeholder groups to address issues identified through scoping as the draft MPs are developed 
and evaluated. An EA will be prepared to evaluate potential impacts from changes in both MPs, 
however, an EIS would be prepared if significant environmental effects are identified during 
preparation of the EA as a result of the MP revisions.  The draft MPs and EAs will be made 
available for review and comment. It is anticipated that this public review will occur in the 
summer of 2024. 
 
Individual responses to comments provided during scoping are not developed; rather, the draft 
MP revisions that will be provided for review and comment will address comments received in a 
global manner. Where consistent with the purpose of a MP and where possible under the 
planning mechanisms available for a MP, USACE will incorporate the feedback and suggestions 
provided through the scoping comments. 

4.2 Comments Related to Questions 1 and 2 

4.2.1 Nimrod Lake 
Question 1 “How would you like to see Nimrod Lake in 20 years?” and question 2 “What 
changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?” provides direction to USACE on the MP 
vision and on issues of concern to lake users and stakeholders that should be evaluated through 
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the NEPA process.  A focus on recreation area improvements, opening closed areas, and 
developing more trails on Nimrod Lake ranked highly among the concerns raised in response to 
this two-part question. These topics of concern will be addressed in the draft MP revision, and 
potential impacts to these resource categories will be evaluated in the NEPA document. 

4.2.2 Blue Mountain Lake 
Question 1 “How would you like to see Blue Mountain Lake in 20 years?” and question 2 “What 
changes, if any, would you like to see at the lake?” provides direction to USACE on the MP 
vision and on issues of concern to lake users and stakeholders that should be evaluated through 
the NEPA process.  A focus on recreation area improvements, opening closed areas, camping, 
and developing more trails on Blue Mountain Lake ranked highly among the concerns raised in 
response to this two-part question.  These topics of concern will be addressed in the draft MP 
revision, and potential impacts to these resource categories will be evaluated in the NEPA 
document. 

4.3 Comments Related to Questions 3 and 4 

4.3.1 Nimrod Lake 
Question 3 “What about Nimrod Lake is most important to you?” and Question 4 “What is least 
important to you?” invited respondents to prioritize issues, features, or qualities of the lake 
experience that were important. This question provides insight both into issues that should be 
addressed in the MP revision and that should be evaluated in the NEPA document.  Top concerns 
were related to camping, fishing, and adding additional recreational uses.  The only concerns 
related to what was least important were minimal and included camping and flood control. 

4.3.2 Blue Mountain Lake 
Question 3 “What about Blue Mountain Lake is most important to you?” and Question 4 “What 
is least important to you?” invited respondents to prioritize issues, features, or qualities of the 
lake experience that were important. This question provides insight both into issues that should 
be addressed in the MP revision and that should be evaluated in the NEPA document.  The top 
concern was related to camping.  The only concerns related to what was least important were 
minimal and included fisheries and wildlife and flood control. 

4.4 Comments Related to Question 5 

4.4.1 Nimrod Lake 
Question 5 “Additional comments on the Master Plan revision or about issues that should be 
studied?” helps USACE identify additional priorities for action, whether through the MP 
revision or other means. It is important to note that much of the input on the comment cards were 
provided within the first two question blocks on the online comment form.  Reopening closed 
recreation areas and encouraging development was the leading focus of input that was provided 
in this section.  More trails, more access points, and moving facilities to higher elevations were 
topics people would like to be taken into consideration. 
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4.4.2 Blue Mountain Lake 
Question 5 “Additional comments on the Master Plan revision or about issues that should be 
studied?” helps USACE identify additional priorities for action, whether through the MP 
revision or other means. It is important to note that much of the input on the comment cards were 
provided within the first two question blocks on the online comment form. Input that was 
provided in this section was very minimal and consisted only of a request to reopen closed 
recreation areas and a site-specific request. These were the only topics people wanted to be taken 
into consideration.
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Appendix A 
Agencies and Organizations Notified of Scoping



 
 

Agency List 
• Arkansas Department of Energy and Environment, Assistant to the Director  
• Arkansas Department of Health, Director of Engineering  
• Arkansas Department of Parks, Heritage and Tourism, Director, Office of Outdoor 

Recreation 
• Arkansas Department of Parks, Heritage and Tourism, Secretary & State Preservation Officer 
• Arkansas Forestry Commission, State Forester  
• Arkansas Game and Fish Commission, Chief, Environmental Coordination Division  
• Arkansas Game and Fish Commission, Stream Habitat Coordinator 
• Arkansas Game and Fish Commission, Director  
• Arkansas Game and Fish Commission, General Counsel  
• Arkansas Historic Preservation Program, Secretary and State Preservation Officer 
• Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission, Arkansas Heritage Director 
• Arkansas Natural Resources Commission, Manager, Water Resources Management Section 
• Arkansas Natural Resources Commission, Director  
• Arkansas State Highway and Transportation Department, Director 
• Department of Finance & Administration, Arkansas State Clearing House 
• FEMA, Region VI, Regional Administrator  
• Logan County Judge 
• Mount Magazine State Park  
• National Park Service, Midwest Region, Regional Director  
• State Highway Department (District 4) 
• State Highway Department (District 8)  
• U.S. Department of Agriculture, State Conservationist, Natural Resources Conservation 

Service 
• U.S. Department of the Interior, Regional Environmental Officer, Office of Environmental 

Policy and Compliance 
• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, NEPA Reviewer, Office of Planning & 

Coordination 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Law Enforcement Officer, Arkansas Field Office 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Deputy Field Supervisor, Arkansas Field Office 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuge Manager, Holla Bend Wildlife Refuge 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Biologist, Arkansas Field Office 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Fish and Wildlife Biologist, Arkansas Field Office, Delta 

Sub-Office 
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• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Field Supervisor, Arkansas Field Office 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Senior Fish and Wildlife Biologist, Arkansas Field Office 
• U.S. Geological Survey 
• Yell County Judge 

Tribal Governments 
• Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town, Town King 
• Caddo Nation of Oklahoma, Chairman 
• Cherokee Nation, Principal Chief 
• The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Chief 
• Delaware Nation, President 
• The Muscogee (Creek) Nation, Principal Chief 
• The Osage Nation, Principal Chief 
• Quapaw Nation, Chairman



  

Appendix B 
Agency Notification



1  

  



2  

  



3  

  



4  



 
 

Appendix C 
Notification Materials 

 
Direct Mail Postcard, Email Blast, Press Release, Flyer, 

Facebook Post, R1S Notification  



1  

Direct Mail Postcard

  



2  

Email Blast  



3  

Press Release
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Flyer 
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Facebook Post 
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R1S Notification 
 
Screenshot: 

 
 
Verbiage: 



 
 

Appendix D 
Scoping Materials 

 
Fact Sheet, Comment Card  
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Appendix E 
Public Scoping Comments
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Appendix F 
Agency Scoping Comments  
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Appendix G 
Media Coverage
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