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From: David Luinstra


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Euitable Access to Upper Chattooga River - EA Analysis
Date: 07/10/2008 04:50 PM


Dear Sumter National Forest,


My name is David Luinstra.  I'm a whitewater kayaker living in Grimsley, 
Tennessee and have paddled in 25 states (including North and South Carolina 
and Georgia) and Canada.  I have had the pleasure of paddling Sections II, 
III and IV of the Chattooga many times over the past twenty years.  I am 
writing to voice my concerns on the paddling ban on the upper stretches of 
the Chattooga. The existing ban illegally restricts access to fishermen, 
hikers, and campers.


I send approximately 120 days each year paddling, many of these are not 
local and my travel dollars benefit the local economies through food, gas 
and lodging purchases. More of these dollars will be spent in the Chattooga 
area if boating is allowed in the headways and tributaries of the Chattooga.


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and your 
proposal.  I ask you to treat me and the community of river enthusiasts 
equalably as existing outdoor enthusiast (fishermen, hikers, and campers) 
utilizing this natural area of Sumpter National.


Please consider the concerns I have regarding the Chattooga Headwaters 
boating ban:


In their boating prohibition, The Forest Service; without explanation, 
without fact, without logic, without reason, without science, and without 
legal merit, has chosen to:
    1. disregard Supreme Court rulings
    2. ignore the Public Trust Doctrine
    3. circumvent federal law
    4. fail to recognize state statutes
    5. overlook their own federal-issued USFS Manual & USFS Handbook,  these 
being the policies and procedures     for all Forest Service activities
    6. failed to heed a directive from a superior compliance officer of the 
DC Office of The Forest Service that the Chattooga boating ban has "always 
been unjustified"


Boaters, fishermen, campers, hikers co-exist without conflict on rivers 
across this nation.


The periods where kayakers and whitewater enthusiasts will most likely 
choose to paddle Sections 00 and 01 are unlikely to interfere with fishermen 
as boat-able river levels are unsafe for wading or floating in tubes.


The most likely periods for rain in the region of the Chattooga sections 
mentioned are during the late fall and early spring which are also seasons 
that experience lower visitation by fishermen, hikers, and campers. Boaters 
take cold weather rainy as just part of the sport, where as most campers, 
hikers and fishermen stay indoors during cold rainy weather.
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Boaters generally cause less environmental damage due to time spent on the 
river versus building campfires, trampling vegetation, leaving behind 
garbage, and bait containers.


Boaters generally carry safety and rescue equipment and watch out for each 
other.  Campers, hikers, and fishermen don't carry rescue equipment and 
require assistance from Forest Service Rangers or other rescue personnel.


The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling 
on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river to 
boating. The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one. 
The AW appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it?


No alternative is acceptable because they all ban boating without any 
justification on the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and tributaries. The EA 
and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river 
because they considers boating to be the only management variable, while 
other larger more damaging uses are not seriously considered for limits.


The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper 
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited 
boating on the remaining reaches - while allowing all other existing uses in 
unlimited numbers.  This is not equitable and not acceptable!


    1) The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits.
    2) The EA lacks a full range of alternatives
    3) The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a 
year late and has wasted millions in tax payer             money
    4)  The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input
    5) The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative 
is a flawed measure that should be                     eliminated from any 
considerations. There is no way a paddler can know this number and will be 
an                         administrative burden for the agency.
    6) Let the individual boater decide what is a safe boat-able flow. we do 
this quite well on thousands of rivers             daily.


Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that :
    1)fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes 
Bridge,
    2) allows paddling on tributaries,
    3) includes encounter standards based on a real user capacity analysis,
    4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter standards are 
consistently exceeded, and will do so using         all available indirect 
measures first.
    5) use restiction will be applied to all user groups equitably.


 I will only support an immediate and total lifting of all bans and 
restrictions on paddling on the upper reaches of the Chattooga. That is the 
only civil, legal, and sensible outcome to resolve this untenable situation.


The public should have the right to legally float on public Wild and Scenic 
Rivers regardless of who owns the land
along the river. All aspects of the "Outstanding Remarkable Values" of Wild 
and Scenic Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some 
areas.







Please consider conducting a valid user capacity analysis and immediately 
allow boating in the same numbers, places, and seasons that you allow 
existing users to enjoy this beautiful, natural resource.


Paddling should be allowed in the entire Upper Chattooga River and its 
tributaries.


Thank you for considering these comments,


Sincerely


David Luinstra
PO BOX 178
Grimsley, TN 38565 








From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject: Fw: Comments on the Chattooga River EA
Date: 07/14/2008 08:08 AM


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 08:08 AM ----- 
 
Jerome Thomas/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 08:04 AM 


 
To Tony L White/R8/USDAFS, Mike Crane/R8/


USDAFS@FSNOTES, Michelle Burnett/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES, Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject Fw: Comments on the Chattooga River EA 
 
  


 
Chattooga Comments. 
___________________________________________ 
Jerome Thomas, Forest Supervisor 
Francis Marion and Sumter National Forest 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC  29212 
Email:  jthomas01@fs.fed.us 
Telephone:  (803) 561-4081 
Confidential Fax:  (803) 561-4082 
________________________________________________ 
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----- Forwarded by Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 08:04 AM ----- 
 
Silvia Ramirez/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 07:12 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Chris Liggett/


R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, James Fenwood/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject Fw: Comments on the Chattooga River EA 
 
  


 
Please advise, so I may respond to Rosanne...Thanks! 
 
Silvia M. Ramirez 
Executive Assistant 
USDA Forest Service, Southern Region 
Tel. 404-347-7930 
----- Forwarded by Silvia Ramirez/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 07:12 AM ----- 
 
Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS  
 
 
07/11/2008 03:07 PM 


 
To Ken S Arney/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Comments on the Chattooga River EA 
 
  


 
Ken I am going to forward these Chattooga emails that are coming into 
the Chief's inbox to you for now.  If there is someone else in Region that 
you would prefer I sent them to ... just let me know. 
Thank you. 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/11/2008 03:05 PM ----- 







 
"Larry Stewart" <larrystewart67@gmail.
com>  
Sent by: love2kayak@gmail.com 
 
 
 
07/11/2008 12:15 PM 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Comments on the Chattooga 
River EA 


 
  


 
 
Dear Chief Kimbell, 
  
I wanted you to know I sent the below letter in response to the so 
called Environmental Assessment of the Chattooga River Headwaters. 
Isn't it PAST time to reign in the "good ole boy network" in SC? They 
have snubbed their noses at everyone who has told them what 
should and will be done concerning this issue ... including YOUR very 
own directives. Please put a stop to this problem and let boaters have 
fair and equal access to this beautiful area. Also, please put a stop to 
the introduction of non native species. Leave the area in it's wild and 
native state. 
  
Thanks you for your time. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Larry Stewart 
6816 Strawberry Farms Way 
Knoxville, TN 37914 
  
<letter to Sumter National Forest> 
  
U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us 
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July 10, 2008 
Dear Sumter National Forest, 
My name is LARRY STEWART. I live in Knoxville, TN where I work as 
an industrial maintenance technician. I am 41 years old and have 
been a fisherman all of my life and a whitewater paddler for 20 
years. Some of my most fond memories are fishing with my dad and 
paddling with my wife and friends. I do not feel that either activity 
should discriminate against the other and BOTH should equally be 
available on ALL of the Chattooga River and it's tributaries. 
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the 
recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with the 
analysis and the proposal.  Both items treat me and my community of 
river enthusiasts unfairly and the proposal would not meet my 
interests. 
  
  In their boating prohibition, The Forest Service; without 
explanation, without fact, without logic, without reason, without 
science, and without legal merit, has chosen to: 
1.       disregard Supreme Court rulings 
2.       ignore the Public Trust Doctrine 
3.       circumvent federal law 
4.       fail to recognize state statutes 
5.       overlook their own federal-issued USFS Manual & USFS 
Handbook, these being the policies and procedures for all Forest 
Service activities 
6.       failed to heed a directive from a superior compliance officer of 
the DC Office of The Forest Service that the Chattooga boating ban 
has "always been unjustified" 
    I will only support an immediate and total lifting of all bans and 
restrictions on paddling on the upper reaches of the Chattooga.  That 
is the only civil, legal, and sensible outcome to resolve this untenable 
situation. 
  
I am OPPOSED to the illegal boating ban on the Chattooga 
Headwaters! There is NO justification for discriminating against 
boaters. NONE! Boating is the least impact of all activities included in 
the Wild and Scenic designation. Hiking leaves long trails, Fishing 
takes fish from the rivers ... and leaves trails, tackle, and injured fish. 







GIVE UP THIS FIGHT NOW! You know it's neither morally nor legally 
justified. We just want equal rights to enjoy the river and will not 
stop until we get it. 
Your very own 1971 report puts boating at the FRONT of the list for 
compatible uses: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.
pdf page 85 
  
"Compatible uses on the Chattooga River are FLOATING, ... 
hiking, .... hunting, fishing, and primitive camping" 
  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Larry Stewart 
6816 Strawberry Farms Way 
Knoxville, TN 37914 



http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.pdf

http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.pdf






From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject: Fw: Equitable access to Upper Chattooga
Date: 07/15/2008 10:37 AM


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 10:37 AM ----- 
 
Carol L Forney/R8/USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:16 AM 


 
To Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc  


Subject Fw: Equitable access to Upper Chattooga 
 
  


 
Caroline Forney 
Information Assistant, Public Affairs Office 
Francis Marion and Sumter National Forests - SC 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC  29212-3530 
(803 561-4002 Fax (803) 561-4004 
Email:  cforney@fs.fed.us 
----- Forwarded by Carol L Forney/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:16 AM ----- 
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"E. Douglas Pratt, DSW, LCSW" 
<ppr_edp@bellsouth.net>  
 
 
07/13/2008 05:25 PM 


Please respond to 
"E. Douglas Pratt, DSW, LCSW" 


<ppr_edp@bellsouth.net> 
 


 
To <cforney@fs.fed.us> 
cc  


Subject Equitable access to Upper 
Chattooga 


 
  


 
 
To:  US Forest Service; 
  
I am a voting Georgian and a frequent whitewater paddler and hiker.  
For over 20 years, I have hiked, camped and paddled in the 
Chattooga Wilderness Area.   
  
I have reviewed the current Environmental Assessment regarding 
recreational management of the Chattooga River.  It essentially 
continues the ban on paddling the Upper Chattooga.  By "paddling" I 
mean low-impact canoeing and kayaking.  The small window for 
some paddling is so restrictive, almost no one will ever get a chance 
to float the headwaters of the Chattooga legally. 
  
Of course, justifiable restrictions on all user groups to protect the 
wilderness, similar to those in place on lower sections of the 
Chattooga, are desirable.  However, in following this issue closely for 
many years, I have never found a sound reason to ban paddling on 
any section of the Chattooga River.  
  
Not only is a ban illegal according to The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, 
this ban is discriminatory to one group that wants equitable access to 
the Upper Chattooga wilderness experience.  
  
Some hikers, certainly not all, blaze their own trails; some campers 
trample an area; some fishers damage the banks or deplete the fish; 
the small number of paddlers who would make the effort to float the 
Upper Chattooga are likely to be the most environmentally careful of 
all.  In addition, we know that forty-plus years of boating on the lower 







Chattooga and neighboring Overflow Creek has not harmed the 
environment. 
  
After all these years, it is time for the Forest Service to do the right 
thing. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
E. Douglas Pratt, DSW, LCSW 
Policy-Practice Resources, Inc. 
Training, Development, Evaluation and 
Licensed Pyschotherapist 
4694 Shallowford Road, Atlanta, Ga. 30075-3128 
Office 770.998.3548  Fax 3547  Cell 770.714.9105 
ppr_edp@bellsouth.net 
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From: Hatcher, Jeffrey


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga headwaters
Date: 07/11/2008 04:04 PM


U.S. Forest Service 


Chattooga River Project


4931 Broad River Road


Columbia, SC 29212.


comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


                                                                                                                        
July 11, 2008


RE: Chattooga River Project Comments


Dear Sumter National Forest,


I am a concerned citizen of North Carolina as well as a kayker. I have reviewed the 
Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational management of the 
Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and your proposal.  Both treat 
me and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly and your proposal would 
not meet my interests.  Please consider the following concerns I have 
regarding this issue:


●     The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit 
paddling on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the 
river to boating. 


●     The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  The 
AW appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it? 


●     No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on 
the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any 
justification. 


●     The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the 
river because they considers boating to be the only management 
variable, while other larger more impactful uses are not seriously 
considered for limits.  
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●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper 
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited 
boating on the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses 
in unlimited numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!   


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
●     The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
●     The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late 


and has wasted millions in tax payer money 
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
●     The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a 


flawed measure that should be eliminated from any considerations. 
There is no way a paddler can know this number and will be an 
administrative burden for the agency. 


●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows 
boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) 
allows paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based 
on a real user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only 
when encounter standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so 
using all available indirect measures first. 


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic 
Rivers regardless of who owns the land along the river. 


●     All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 


  


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real 
user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, 
places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed 
in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper 
Chattooga River and its tributaries.


Thank you for considering these comments,


Sincerely


Jeffrey C. Hatcher, MD 


5200 Northland Ct 


Mcleansville, NC 27301








From: Tripp Culbreth


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 10:52 AM


Dear Sumter National Forest,
      My name is Reese Culbreth and I live in Raleigh, NC and I 
enjoy whitewater kayaking. I am extremely concerned about the 
management decisions being made regarding boating the 
Chattooga river as these decisions could adversely effect boating 
rights in all national forest service managed rivers and creeks.
 
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the 
recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with 
your analysis and your proposal.  Both treat me and my 
community of river enthusiasts unfairly and your proposal would 
not meet my interests.  Please consider the following concerns I 
have regarding this issue:


●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 
of the upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows 
only 0-6 days of limited boating on the remaining reach – 
while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited numbers..  
This is not equitable and not acceptable!   


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits. 
●     The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least 


a year late and has wasted millions in tax payer money. 
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored 


their input. 
●     The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred 


alternative is a flawed measure that should be eliminated 
from any considerations. There is no way a paddler can 
know this number and will be an administrative burden for 
the agency. The reality is that when there are boatable 



mailto:hucktripp@earthlink.net

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us





water levels that fisherman will not be fishing because of 
the poor fishing conditions and therefor there will be little 
chance of encounters between boaters and fisherman. Not 
that encounters are a negative experience as we should all 
accept and share this wonderful resource reasonably and 
equally. 


●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) 
fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below 
Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows paddling on tributaries, 3) 
includes encounter standards based on a real user capacity 
analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when 
encounter standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will 
do so using all available indirect measures first. 


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and 
Scenic Rivers regardless of who owns the land along the 
river.


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider 
conducting a real user capacity analysis and immediately 
allowing boating in the same numbers, places, and seasons that 
you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in a similar 
manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper 
Chattooga River and its tributaries.
 
Thank you for considering these comments,
 
Sincerely,
Reese Culbreth
1806 Bickett Blvd.
Raleigh, NC 27608








From: JOHN@OLYMPICOIL


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Comments - Boating on the Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/03/2008 04:02 PM


To Whom it May Concern:
 
In regards to your requests for comment on the proposed ALT #4 for boating on 
the upper sections of the Chattooga River, my comment is that -"I GUESS THAT 
A LITTLE BIT OF SOMETHING IS BETTER THAN NOTHING AT ALL".
 
To spend two years picking this alternate was a waste of your time and my 
taxpayer dollars.  You could have done this twenty years ago and your fisherman 
friends would not have cared - just as they don't care now about what happens 
from December 1 through March 1.  Your advisory committee must consist of 
some very avid Trout Fishermen who leave a lot more traces of where they have 
been than any private boater ever would.
 
Just so you know,  I'm not some twenty something suicide kayaker but a fifty-four 
year-old canoeist whose circulatory system may not withstand the winter 
temperatures of the Chattooga River - but, at least the kayaker has a chance 
to float this area that is so beautiful.
 
It is so sad that your advisors want this treasure solely for their private use.  It 
can be shared just as well as our other natural resources can -
JUST GIVE BOATING A CHANCE!  
 
MY TAX DOLLARS SHOULD COUNT TOO,
 
JOHN CAPE
5872 Gailey Dr.
Clermont, GA  30527
 
johncape@bellsouth.net
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From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject:
Date: 07/14/2008 08:09 AM
Attachments: Chattooga response 07102008.pdf 


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 08:09 AM ----- 
 
Jerome Thomas/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 08:06 AM 


 
To Tony L White/R8/USDAFS, Michelle Burnett/R8/


USDAFS@FSNOTES, Mike Crane/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES, Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject  
 
  


 
Chattooga comments. 
 
___________________________________________ 
Jerome Thomas, Forest Supervisor 
Francis Marion and Sumter National Forest 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC  29212 
Email:  jthomas01@fs.fed.us 
Telephone:  (803) 561-4081 
Confidential Fax:  (803) 561-4082 
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July 11, 2008 



U.S. Forest Service 



Chattooga River Project 



4931 Broad River Road 



Columbia, SC 29212 



 



RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 



  



Dear Sir or Madam: 



 



I have been following the Forest Service review of the recreational management of the 



Chattooga River.  I am in strong disagreement with the announced proposal.  It is not 



reasonable for the boating community to be relegated to such second class status on the 



Chattooga.  Here are my issues: 



• A segment of the USFS leadership has sought a reason for over 13 years limit 



paddling on the Chattooga and has failed to find any.  It is time to open the river 



to boating. 



• No user capacity analysis is cited by the environmental assessment as required by 



the American Whitewater appeal. 



• No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the upper 



Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any justification. 



• The USFS singled paddlers out in the preferred alternative with a total ban on 2/3 



of the upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and allowing only 0-6 days of 



limited boating on the remaining reach.  At the same time, the USFS would allow 



all other existing uses in unlimited numbers.  This is not equitable and not 



acceptable!   



• The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and has 



wasted millions in tax payer money. 
• Why did the USFS hire qualified consultants and then ignore their input? 



• The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger cited as acceptable for boating in the 



preferred alternative is going to be impossible for paddlers to verify and for the 



agency to enforce. 



• Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that: 



• fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes 



Bridge 



• allows paddling on tributaries 



• includes encounter standards based on a real user capacity analysis 



• equitably limits total use only when encounter standards are consistently 



exceeded 



• uses all available indirect measures first, before limiting boating. 



• The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 



regardless of who owns the land along the river. 
• All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic Rivers 



should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 











Please conduct a real user capacity analysis and immediately allow boating in the same 



numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed 



in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except it should be allowed on the 



entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.  



Thank you for considering my comments.  I have forwarded a copy of my comments to 



my Representative, Bob Inglis, and to my Senators, Jim DeMint and Lindsey Graham.  



Sincerely, 



Douglas M Shields 



330 River Hills Road 



Union, SC  29379 



864-427-4123 



 



 












________________________________________________ 
 
----- Forwarded by Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 08:06 AM ----- 
 
Silvia Ramirez/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 07:12 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Chris Liggett/


R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, James Fenwood/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject Fw: Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
 
 
Silvia M. Ramirez 
Executive Assistant 
USDA Forest Service, Southern Region 
Tel. 404-347-7930 
----- Forwarded by Silvia Ramirez/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 07:11 AM ----- 
 
Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS  
 
 
07/11/2008 03:13 PM 


 
To Ken S Arney/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/11/2008 03:13 PM ----- 
 







"Douglas Shields" <doug.shields@gmail.com>  
 
 
07/11/2008 12:06 PM 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
 
 
 
--  
Doug Shields 
864-426-8634 


doug.shields@gmail.com  
----- Forwarded by Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 08:06 AM ----- 
 
Silvia Ramirez/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 07:12 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Chris Liggett/


R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, James Fenwood/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject Fw: Comments on the Chattooga River EA 
 
  


 
Please advise, so I may respond to Rosanne...Thanks! 
 
Silvia M. Ramirez 
Executive Assistant 
USDA Forest Service, Southern Region 
Tel. 404-347-7930 
----- Forwarded by Silvia Ramirez/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 07:12 AM ----- 
 



mailto:doug.shields@gmail.com





Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS  
 
 
07/11/2008 03:07 PM 


 
To Ken S Arney/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Comments on the Chattooga River EA 
 
  


 
Ken I am going to forward these Chattooga emails that are coming into 
the Chief's inbox to you for now.  If there is someone else in Region that 
you would prefer I sent them to ... just let me know. 
Thank you. 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/11/2008 03:05 PM ----- 
 
"Larry Stewart" <larrystewart67@gmail.
com>  
Sent by: love2kayak@gmail.com 
 
 
 
07/11/2008 12:15 PM 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Comments on the Chattooga 
River EA 


 
  


 
 
Dear Chief Kimbell, 
  
I wanted you to know I sent the below letter in response to the so 
called Environmental Assessment of the Chattooga River Headwaters. 
Isn't it PAST time to reign in the "good ole boy network" in SC? They 
have snubbed their noses at everyone who has told them what 
should and will be done concerning this issue ... including YOUR very 
own directives. Please put a stop to this problem and let boaters have 
fair and equal access to this beautiful area. Also, please put a stop to 







the introduction of non native species. Leave the area in it's wild and 
native state. 
  
Thanks you for your time. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Larry Stewart 
6816 Strawberry Farms Way 
Knoxville, TN 37914 
  
<letter to Sumter National Forest> 
  
U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us 
  
July 10, 2008 
Dear Sumter National Forest, 
My name is LARRY STEWART. I live in Knoxville, TN where I work as 
an industrial maintenance technician. I am 41 years old and have 
been a fisherman all of my life and a whitewater paddler for 20 
years. Some of my most fond memories are fishing with my dad and 
paddling with my wife and friends. I do not feel that either activity 
should discriminate against the other and BOTH should equally be 
available on ALL of the Chattooga River and it's tributaries. 
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the 
recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with the 
analysis and the proposal.  Both items treat me and my community of 
river enthusiasts unfairly and the proposal would not meet my 
interests. 
  
  In their boating prohibition, The Forest Service; without 
explanation, without fact, without logic, without reason, without 
science, and without legal merit, has chosen to: 
1.       disregard Supreme Court rulings 



mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us





2.       ignore the Public Trust Doctrine 
3.       circumvent federal law 
4.       fail to recognize state statutes 
5.       overlook their own federal-issued USFS Manual & USFS 
Handbook, these being the policies and procedures for all Forest 
Service activities 
6.       failed to heed a directive from a superior compliance officer of 
the DC Office of The Forest Service that the Chattooga boating ban 
has "always been unjustified" 
    I will only support an immediate and total lifting of all bans and 
restrictions on paddling on the upper reaches of the Chattooga.  That 
is the only civil, legal, and sensible outcome to resolve this untenable 
situation. 
  
I am OPPOSED to the illegal boating ban on the Chattooga 
Headwaters! There is NO justification for discriminating against 
boaters. NONE! Boating is the least impact of all activities included in 
the Wild and Scenic designation. Hiking leaves long trails, Fishing 
takes fish from the rivers ... and leaves trails, tackle, and injured fish. 
GIVE UP THIS FIGHT NOW! You know it's neither morally nor legally 
justified. We just want equal rights to enjoy the river and will not 
stop until we get it. 
Your very own 1971 report puts boating at the FRONT of the list for 
compatible uses: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.
pdf page 85 
  
"Compatible uses on the Chattooga River are FLOATING, ... 
hiking, .... hunting, fishing, and primitive camping" 
  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Larry Stewart 
6816 Strawberry Farms Way 
Knoxville, TN 37914 



http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.pdf

http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.pdf






From: Andrew Welch


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/11/2008 05:14 PM


U.S. Forest Service
Chattooga River Project
4931 Broad River Road]
Columbia, SC 29212
 
 
 
July 11, 2008
 
RE: Chattooga River Environmental Assessment Comments
 
 
Dear Sumter National Forest:
 
I am an outdoors enthusiast from Dahlonega, GA. This project concerns me 
as a whitewater enthusiast. I feel that your proposed management plan 
discriminates unjustly against National Forest users which would choose to 
appreciate the river’s excellent whitewater opportunities. After reviewing the 
proposed recreational management plan of the Headwaters of the Chattooga 
Wild and Scenic River I have the following comments:
 


-         This plan does not “regulate” several more environmentally 
stressful recreational user groups nearly as much as boating. 
-         There seems no scientific reason to “regulate” boating so heavily. 
The river conditions will keep boating to an environmentally 
sustainable level.
-         The Environmental Assessment offered as evidence for the need of 
these measures does not seem to corroborate this need.


 
I prefer an alternative management plan which allows floating the upper 
reaches of the Chattooga with limitations similar to those placed on the 
fishing and hiking user groups. Please use responsible, fair, and scientific 
reason to manage this wonderful resource so that everyone can enjoy and 



mailto:eandmdrafting@alltel.net

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us





help to preserve it.
 
Thank you for your time in considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Welch
34 Woods Drive 
Dahlonega, GA 30533
 
 








From: Lawton Salley


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga boating ban
Date: 07/10/2008 06:34 PM


    I am a boater, fisherman and hiker. I have enjoyed the chattooga area for 20+ 
yrs. I have reviewed the recently released EA. Again, one user group -- boaters 
-- have been severely restricted while other groups have not. The stipulations 
about when and where boating can occur in the headwaters make boating there 
essentially impossible -- functionally upholding the illegal ban. 
    All of this disagreement and consternation between user groups is fabricated 
out of nothing but fear of future conflicts and ecological impact.  You need only 
look at Overflow creek to see what opening the headwaters to boaters while be 
like. It has been boated for at least 25yrs. There are no conflicts. There is no 
measureable ecological impact from boaters.  The proof that it will work is in your 
backyard, in the same river corridor. The Overflow experience is your user 
impact study (that you still have not done). Do the right thing and open the 
headwaters to ALL three user groups. 
 
Lawton Salley
Anderson, SC



mailto:lawtonsalley@charter.net
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From: Linda Day


Reply To: lday@daycreative.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Regarding the boating ban on the upper Chatooga
Date: 07/10/2008 11:02 AM


As a long-time paddler and ardent environmentalist, I feel that the proposed ban is 
discriminates against paddlers in a completely unfair way. This is nothing more than 
a thinly veiled attempt to maintain the river for the private enjoyment of adjacent 
landowners, which is not the intent of the enabling legislation. Moreover, it sets a 
terrible precedent for future treatment of Wild and Scenic Rivers. What's the good of 
a wild and scenic river if no one can see it? 
 
The paddlers I know are dedicated conservationists, and every trip I've been on, we 
leave the river a cleaner place than we found it -- not a comment that can be made 
about fisher-people and toobers. 
 
Please end 30 years of unfair discrimination and open this river to recreational 
boating! 
 
Linda Day 
4224 Lehigh Ave 
Houston, TX 77005 
 



mailto:linda@daycreative.com

mailto:lday@daycreative.com

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us






From: Mickey Lauria


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: pre-decisional EA for Chattooga River
Date: 07/03/2008 04:05 PM


 It is difficult to discern why Alternative 4 is the preferred alternative. 
Alternative 5 seems much more reasonable.  It has flow and seasonal 
restrictions but not as severe as in alternative 4.  
 
Mickey Lauria, Past President 
Association of Collegiate Schools of Planning 
Professor, City and Regional Planning 
College of Architecture, Arts, and Humanities 
020 Hardin Hall 
Clemson University 
Clemson, SC 29634-0528 
864-656-0520 
Mlauria@clemson.edu  



mailto:mlauria@CLEMSON.EDU

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us






From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject: Fw: Upper Chattooga river access
Date: 07/15/2008 10:38 AM


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 10:38 AM ----- 
 
Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:36 AM 


 
To Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc  


Subject Fw: Upper Chattooga river access 
 
  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
======================================= 
     Jeanne S. LeBoeuf 
     Staff Assistant to Forest Supervisor 
     Francis Marion & Sumter NFs in SC 
     Phone 803-561-4081 
     Fax     803-561-4004 
     Confidential Fax 803-561-4082 
     Email:  jleboeuf@fs.fed.us 



mailto:CN=Michelle Burnett/OU=R8/O=USDAFS

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES





======================================= 
    "The problem with doing it right the first time is 
      that no one appreciates how difficult it was!"  
 
 
 
----- Forwarded by Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:35 AM ----- 
 
Rosanne Rowe/WO/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:02 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Jeanne 


LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Upper Chattooga river access 
 
  


 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:01 AM ----- 
 
Carol Meyhoefer <weekdaymtbiker@yahoo.
com>  
 
 
07/15/2008 01:43 AM 


Please respond to 
weekdaymtbiker@yahoo.com 


 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Upper Chattooga river 
access 


 
  


 
 
Did somebody not listen? White water boaters would like access to the 
river our tax money pays for. There isn't a conflict of interest with anglers 
or swimmers since you can only successfully boat the upper sections at 
high water levels (which we all know is usually in the winter) and the 
water is not good for fishing at higher levels. It's time to wake up & hear 







the white water community. Have you EVER seen kayakers leave trash, 
desecrate campsites, promote stocking of unnatural fish that compete with 
the natural fish? I've seen beer cans & bottles, old bait containers, fishing 
lines tangled up in trees, drunk citizens falling on the rocks & swimming in 
the river, but never white water boaters on any of this. We take the risk 
and responsibility of caring for the river seriously. When did you ever hear 
boaters ask for fishermen to be kicked off the river. Maybe now is the 
time?? Maybe it's time to lose the old school discrimination & embrace the 
support 
 of the white water community. 
 
Carol Meyhoefer 
 
He is risen indeed! 
 
 
       
 








From: Sheila Humphrey


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatuga River Project
Date: 07/10/2008 06:34 PM


I wish to express my support for the Chatuga River Project Alternative 4 and 
hope the Forest Service will fund a full-time position to ensure boater 
compliance. I feel that Alternative 4 protected both the wilderness and the unique 
fishing experience on the Chatuga River. 
 
David Humphrey
TU member and professional guide



mailto:coolnene@alltel.net

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us






From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject: Fw: Chattooga River EA Comments
Date: 07/15/2008 10:38 AM
Attachments: Cookson Chattooga EA Comments - USFS.pdf 


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 10:38 AM ----- 
 
Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:36 AM 


 
To Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc  


Subject Fw: Chattooga River EA Comments 
 
  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
======================================= 
     Jeanne S. LeBoeuf 
     Staff Assistant to Forest Supervisor 
     Francis Marion & Sumter NFs in SC 
     Phone 803-561-4081 
     Fax     803-561-4004 
     Confidential Fax 803-561-4082 



mailto:CN=Michelle Burnett/OU=R8/O=USDAFS

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES






U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us 
  
July 13, 2008 
  
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 
  
Dear Sumter National Forest, 
  
I consider myself an outdoorsman, an appreciator of and an activist for nature’s beauty 
for all my life.  I have been a backpacker for 20 years, a rock climber for 15, and a 
whitewater kayaker for nearly 10.  I have traveled the US from coast to coast, and 
internationally to Europe & Central America on multiple occasions, and I have 
experienced few places as special as the Chattooga River corridor.  In addition to being 
an outdoorsman, I am also a US Citizen and taxpayer.  I make my living as a registered 
Professional Engineer.  My opinions are not those of a transient “tree hugger”.  I am an 
active & contributing member of the community whose interests are being at best 
ignored, and at worst actively undermined, by your office. 
  
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational management of 
the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and your proposal.  It is my opinion 
that few, if any of the proposed alternatives, and the preferred alternative particularly, do 
not meet the river’s needs for protection from abuse & overuse.  Additionally, both treat 
me and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly and your proposal would not meet my 
interests.  Please consider the following concerns I have regarding this issue: 
  



• The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling on the 
Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river to boating. 



• The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  The AW 
appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it?  Your preferred 
alternative seems to suggest the river corridor has essentially zero capacity for 
boating and infinite capacity for other users, but there is no published study or 
document to justify this position.   



• No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the upper 
Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries, all of which are navigable waters, 
without any justification. 



• The EA is no better or different than the last one (which a federal judge & the 
chief of the US Forest Service both deemed unfair), except that it is at least a year 
late and has wasted millions in taxpayer money. 



• Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows boating 
on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows paddling on 
tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real user capacity analysis, 











4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter standards are consistently 
exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available indirect measures first. 



 
• In short, ALL aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and 



Scenic Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas or just 
for some users. 



   
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real user 
capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, places, and 
seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in a similar manner to 
your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries. 
  
Thank you for considering these comments, 
  
Sincerely, 
 



 
 
Edward J. Cookson, PE 
Hendersonville, NC  
 












     Email:  jleboeuf@fs.fed.us 
======================================= 
    "The problem with doing it right the first time is 
      that no one appreciates how difficult it was!"  
 
 
 
----- Forwarded by Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:36 AM ----- 
 
Rosanne Rowe/WO/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:00 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Jeanne 


LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Chattooga River EA Comments 
 
  


 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:00 AM ----- 
 
Ted Cookson <cooksonted@gmail.com>  
 
 
07/15/2008 02:03 AM 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Chattooga River EA Comments 
 
  


 
 
Good evening, Chief Kimbell.  Attached you will find a copy of my  
comments to Frances Marion-Sumter NF regarding their recently issued EA  
for management of the Chattooga River corridor.  So far, such comments  
seem to have been ignored on the local/regional level.  As a result, I  
am sending your office a copy of the comment letter I sent to the  







regional forester.  As it has certainly been in the past, hopefully the  
USFS management on a national level can be more reasonable & 
responsive  
than the district management in Frances Marion-Sumter NF.  
 
Best Regards, 
 
Edward Cookson 
Hendersonville, NC 


 








From: Ben Waller


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River management plan, July 2, 2008 version
Date: 07/04/2008 09:57 AM


The latest proposal based on biased restrictions against a single user 
group on the Upper Chattooga is once again, entirely unacceptable.  
The proposed restrictions have no basis in law or in fact, or in 
common sense.  Restricting boaters to a very few boaters in a 
minimal number of trips per year while allowing unfettered access to 
other user groups who have demonstrated history of negative 
impacts on the Upper Chattooga and its riparian environment is 
outrageous.  
The proposed plan is not based on anything remotely scientific, nor is 
it in compliance with the Forest Service Supervisor’s direction for 
revising the arbitrary and capricious boating ban that has been 
continued for more than three decades.  
 
The existing trash, erosion, and other negative environmental 
impacts on the Upper Chattooga are caused exclusively by the non-
boating user groups that the newest proposal favors.  This plan is as 
deeply and fatally flawed as is the original ban or any of the other 
equally ridiculous proposals that have been put forward by the Forest 
Service managers in charge of the Upper Chattooga.  
 
This issue has dragged on for far too long.  The confused, biased, 
and non-scientific results have once again showed that the Forest 
Service is seemingly incapable of doing what is fair for non-motorized 
user groups and choosing an option that is based on science.
 
If your intent is to create a boating plan that guarantees additional 
legal action by the user group that will be harmed by this decision, 
then you have likely achieved your goal.   It is time to stop wasting 
taxpayer dollars on plans that illegally discriminate against a single 
user group whose use is one of the desirable uses of any Wild and 
Scenic River.  This is especially true for the Upper Chattooga, where 
the boating ban and proposed severe boating limitations are not 
congruent with the management plan for ANY other Wild and Scenic 
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River in the entire United States.
 
It is time for the bureaucratic obstructionism to stop.  Open the 
Upper Chattooga to human-powered boating, and do it NOW.  If 
something that simple can’t be done by the current Forest Service 
Managers, maybe it’s time to replace the current managers with 
managers who can propose a management plan that is fair to ALL 
human-powered user groups, that is based on scientific methods, 
and that is not arbitrary and capricious.  Stop wasting my tax dollars 
on an unfair plan that funds  other user groups’ desired access 
methods while restricting my preferred method, and ONLY my 
preferred method.
 
Sincerely,
Ben Waller
Bluffton, SC
 
cc: 
U.S. Senator Lindsey Graham, South Carolina
U.S. Senator Jim DeMint, South Carolina
U.S Representative Joe Wilson, South Carolina 2nd Congressional 
District
 
 








From: J. MARK HOFFMAN


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


cc: danahdavis@nc.rr.com; ccclist@yahoogroups.com


Subject: CHATTOOGA W & S RIVER ASSESSMENT
Date: 07/10/2008 11:40 AM


     LADIES & GENTLEMEN:    Please allow me to introduce myself.  My name is 
Mark Hoffman.  I currently reside in Apex, NC.  I am a 48 year old home builder at 
present.  In the past I was employed by three different Fortune 500 companies.  I 
have been a fisherman for 45 years- since my grandmother took me for the first 
time when I was three.  In my lifetime I have fished all over the western hemisphere. 
  I began sea kayaking about twenty years ago and took up white water kayaking 
eight years ago.  My wife and I enjoy hiking, fishing, and boating in the mountains 
so much so that we purchased six acres on the river in the mountains of NC.  We 
begin construction of our new mountain hide away within the next two weeks and 
look forward to a long friendship and stewardship with the mountains and the 
RIVERS.  It is our intent to expose all our nieces and nephews to the wonderful 
treasures of the great outdoors, all of the great outdoors, without restrictions, except 
for safety.  Just last week we took two of our nieces on their very first white water 
boating trip- they can’t wait to go again.  
     I was an active participant of the Chattooga assessment process, as I took 
several weeks away from work to attend and participate in as many of the meeting 
as I possibly could.  I have spent a considerable amount of time doing legal 
research on this issue.  I have had conversations with the Division Chief of Inland 
Fisheries of the NC Wildlife Resources Commission where we discussed the 
fisherman vs. boater “conflict.”  In the state of NC there is no conflict- there is a 
state statute already in place that prohibits any fishing activity from impeding any 
form of navigation.  Just as our founding fathers had established since the birth of 
our great country, through the most basic of laws, The Public Trust Doctrine, rivers 
have always been and legally must always be “open highways of commerce and 
travel.”  I have even had conversations with the office of the NC Attorney General 
concerning the issue of navigability on the upper reaches of the Chattooga.  Their 
opinion has been given and it was their determination that the Chattooga was in fact 
“legally navigable” in NC.  
     In their boating prohibition, The Forest Service; without explanation, without fact, 
without logic, without reason, without science, and without legal merit, has chosen 
to:


1.       disregard Supreme Court rulings
2.       ignore the Public Trust Doctrine
3.       circumvent federal law
4.       fail to recognize state statutes
5.       overlook their own federal-issued USFS Manual & USFS Handbook, 
these being the policies and procedures for all Forest Service activities
6.       failed to heed a directive from a superior compliance officer of the 
DC Office of The Forest Service that the Chattooga boating ban has 
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“always been unjustified”
     I will only support an immediate and total lifting of all bans and restrictions on 
paddling on the upper reaches of the Chattooga.  That is the only civil, legal, and 
sensible outcome to resolve this untenable situation.  Thank you for you time and 
may God grant you both wisdom and peace.  Sincerely,    J. MARK HOFFMAN








From: J. Brent Austin


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject:
Date: 07/11/2008 08:07 PM
Attachments: Scan4072.pdf 


Dear Sumter National Forest:
 
Please find the attached letter.  A hard copy will follow.
 
Brent Austin
KY paddler and Immediate
Past President of the Bluegrass Wildwater Association (250 + members)
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From: Penny Kephart


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project
Date: 07/14/2008 10:00 AM


U.S. Forest Service
Chattooga River Project
4931 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29212.


July 14, 2008


RE: Chattooga River Project


 


Dear Sumter National Forest,


 
I am an avid kayaker, hiker, and mountain biker. I travel to enjoy outdoor
recreation all over the country including, South Carolina.


After reviewing the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational
management of the Chattooga River, I've concluded your proposal would not
meet my interests and is a disregard for certain types of recreational
users, namely boaters.


Here are my concerns:


* The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic
Rivers. 


* All aspects of the ³Outstanding Remarkable Values² of Wild and Scenic
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas.


* The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.


    
* No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans without
justification.


    
* The EA and preferred alternative is not protective of the river because it
considers boating to be the only management variable, while other larger
user groups who have more impact are not seriously considered for limits.


    
* The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited
boating on the remaining reach  while allowing all other existing uses in
unlimited numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!


    
* The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits
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* The EA lacks a full range of alternatives


* The USFS hired qualified consultants and did not use their input


    
* The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a
flawed measure that should be eliminated from consideration. There is no way
a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative burden for the
agency.


   


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real
user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers,
places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be
allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the
entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.


 


Thank you for considering these comments,


 


Sincerely


Penny Kephart


2604 Frankfort Ave | Louisville, KY  40206
(502) 751-9690 | pennie@insightbb.com








From: clement germanier


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River
Date: 07/10/2008 08:20 PM


Sir
Please keep the Upper Chattooga River as it is.  Boaters, paddlers and other 
recreation persons have plenty of other areas for such purposes.
We need to keep the integrity of the Chattooga River watershed as it is; there are 
only a few such areas left.    As the saying goes " Fit ain't broke don't fix it.. 
Please give this serious thought.
Concerned citizens.Mr. & Mrs. C. Germanier
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From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject: Fw: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/15/2008 10:39 AM


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 10:38 AM ----- 
 
Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:36 AM 


 
To Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc  


Subject Fw: Chattooga River Project Comments 
 
  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
======================================= 
     Jeanne S. LeBoeuf 
     Staff Assistant to Forest Supervisor 
     Francis Marion & Sumter NFs in SC 
     Phone 803-561-4081 
     Fax     803-561-4004 
     Confidential Fax 803-561-4082 
     Email:  jleboeuf@fs.fed.us 
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======================================= 
    "The problem with doing it right the first time is 
      that no one appreciates how difficult it was!"  
 
 
 
----- Forwarded by Jeanne LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:36 AM ----- 
 
Rosanne Rowe/WO/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/15/2008 08:03 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Jeanne 


LeBoeuf/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Chattooga River Project Comments 
 
  


 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/15/2008 08:02 AM ----- 
 
ejuday@juno.com  
 
 
07/15/2008 12:32 AM 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Fw: RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 
 
  


 
 
 
 
Chief of U.S. Forest Service 
 
Re:  Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 







 
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 
 
Dear Chief Kimbell and Sumter National Forest 
 
As a long time outdoors enthusiast I feel compelled to write regarding 
the Chattooga River Headwaters.  As an avid outdoors enthusiast I have 
been fishing and boating for more than 35 years. I have been on more 
than 
100 different rivers and creeks.  
 
Being on the water for water ever reason is a passion for me.  
Chattooga Alertanaive #4 is not an alternative it is still a ban on 
boating  
 
There are sections will not be open to boating. If one section can be 
opened up when water levels are above 450cfs because that’s too high for 
fishing then all sections should be open for the same reason. 
 
The decision is not based on scientific data, if it was, then the highest 
water months of March and April would be open to boating. Why would 
March 
and April be excluded from boating above 450cfs? If they intend to open 
up for boating when it’s not good for fishing then March and April should 
be open for boating because those months have the highest average water 
levels.  
 
Determining when levels of the river are above 450cfs is a management 
nightmare. There are no other rivers that use this type of restriction. 
Mainly because you can’t predict accurately what water levels will be in 
the future. The only possible way to determine what a day’s level will be 
is at the end of the day. 
 
The only reason for maintaining this ban on boating is perceived conflict 
between anglers and boaters. Historically these conflicts have included 
local anglers attacking and harassing boaters with verbal assaults, 
throwing rocks, slashing boaters tires and pulling firearms on boaters. 
The boaters were victims of these events and the local Forest Service 
Sumter Office victimized the boaters even more by banning them from the 
Headwaters sections. This ban is just a continuation of this government 
sponsored discrimination. Seems the local Sumter Office may have the 
anglers in their pockets if not the least in their favor. 







 
These perceived conflicts between anglers and boaters exist no where else 
in the Forest Service lands. Not on any river or creek. Not on any river 
outside of the Forest Service lands. Nowhere! Not even on other sections 
of the same river. The lower section of the Chattoga has no documented 
conflicts and anglers and boaters share the same river. Why are other 
rivers and other sections of the Chattoog conflict free but not the 
Headwaters? 
 
The EA does not address the damage done by the anglers to the river 
corridor. There is lots of documented data that the anglers do the most 
damage to the banks and the river bottom. The stir up the river bottom 
destroying the native trout habitat, create user trails that erode the 
banks, leave trash and fishing debris.  
 
The EA is not viable and breaks many basic rules and laws for preparing 
such documents. It is quite clearly not a scientific document; it is a 
philosophical and political one. It flies in the face of the successful 
AW appeal decision that required a user capacity analysis (which has not 
been conducted) and equitable treatment of all users if limits are needed 
to protect the resource. The new EA essentially claims that the river has 
a capacity of zero boating and a capacity of infinite hiking, angling, 
and camping. That is hardly equitable. The USFS hired qualified 
consultants and then ignored their input  
 
The proposed management action on the Chattooga will influence the 
management of rivers across the country and would create a selfishly 
motivated precedent that would negatively impact rivers, managers, and 
recreationist. Private landowners are seeking a monopoly on a Wild and 
Scenic public river, the Forest Service is seeking to strip basic 
protections from Wild and Scenic Rivers, and other stakeholders claiming 
zero-tolerance of paddlers are seeking to have paddling prohibited. 
Boaters are irrationally being singled out for adverse treatment, even 
while the Chief of the Forest Service directed that all users be treated 
equitably. 
 
The Chief of Forest Service overturned the previous decision and sent it 
back to Sumter Office with a directive to allow all users equal 
treatment. The new alternative fails to achieve that goal. It is still 
maintains the 30 year ban on boating. 
 







Thank you for considering these comments. Please consider conducting a 
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same 
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users. Paddling 
should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, 
except on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries. 
Thank you for considering these comments, 
 
Sincerely 
 
Eric Juday 
4112 Jeffery Lane Point 
High Point, NC 27265 
____________________________________________________________ 
Click for  FHA loan, $0 lender fees, low rates & approvals nationwide 
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL2141/fc/
Ioyw6i3mItj0Bnpy4wZRAJJzotlN1zLvtVCcXWiGwIA5AJUMVcHvgj/ 
 








From: April McEwen


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: upper chattooga
Date: 07/14/2008 10:59 AM


I am a local Chattooga kayaker, work for a rafting company, and grew up paddling 
on this river.  Local boaters of the Chattooga know that all of this uproar about the 
upper Chattooga is hardly warranted because these stretches of river are not even 
close to the quality runs of the Overflow, Big Creek, etc.  However, it seems as 
though some boating should be allowed on the upper Chattooga if fishermen and 
hikers are given unlimited access.  However, if kayaking is allowed on the upper 
Chattooga, it would be a travesty for the FS to cut in any additional roads, parking 
areas, restrooms, etc and destroy yet more wilderness area.  If kayakers want to 
boat on the upper Chattooga, they should be able to utilize the areas already 
designated as public (roads, trails, parking areas, etc) and no more impact should 
be made to the Chattooga.  The wilderness areas of the Chattooga must be 
preserved at all costs.  Maybe that means fishing should be regulated and permits 
granted for that as well to make it fair.  My concern is some fat kayaker coming up 
from Atlanta (i.e. AW bigshot Don Kinser who participated in the user capacity study 
last year) and wanting a road cut closer to the river so he doesn’t have to walk so 
far.  I am very disappointed with AW and the people who represent them.  A large 
group of people who provide AW with large donations went rafting at the company I 
work at.  These are rich people from Atlanta who only care about their access to the 
river and not the conservation and preservation thereof.  The Chattooga is not 
about commodity, it is about remoteness, beauty, and isolation.  If this new age 
group of kayakers goal is to use and abuse the natural resource they should want to 
protect the most, then something is amiss.
 
April McEwen
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From: Eric Gardner


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Headwaters
Date: 07/11/2008 08:55 PM


7-11-08


 


RE: Chattooga River Project Comments


 


Dear Sumter National Forest,


 


Hello- My name is Eric Gardner. I have been an avid boater, hiker, rock climber, caver, mountain biker and fisherman 
for the past 9+ years. I enjoy these pursuits personally and also have lead outdoor adventure trips for youth and 
college students for East Tennessee State University and East Carolina University. I currently live in Greenville, NC. 
I have paddled Section 3 of the beautiful Chattoga River and I implore you to re-evaluate your assessement and plan for 
the headwaters area of the Chattooga River.


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree 
with your analysis and your proposal.  Both treat me and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly and your proposal 
would not meet my interests.  Please consider the following concerns I have regarding this issue:


    * The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling on the Chattooga and has found none.  
It is time to open the river to boating.
    * The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  The AW appeal decision required a user 
capacity analysis.  Where is it?
    * No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on 
tributaries – without any justification.
    * The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river because they considers boating to 
be the only management variable, while other larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for limits. 
    * The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and 
allows only 0-6 days of limited boating on the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited 
numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!  
    * The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits
    * The EA lacks a full range of alternatives
    * The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and has wasted millions in tax payer 
money
    * The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input
    * The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a flawed measure that should be eliminated 
from any considerations. There is no way a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative burden for the 
agency.
    * Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga 
River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real user 
capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) 
will do so using all available indirect measures first.
    * The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers regardless of who owns the land along 
the river.
    * All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic Rivers should be protected on the entire 
river, not just in some areas.


 


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real user capacity analysis and immediately 
allowing boating in the same numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in 
a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.


 


Thank you for considering these comments,


 


Sincerely


 


Eric Gardner
Leadership and Team Training Specialist
104 Student Recration Center
East Carolina University
Greenville, NC 27834
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Use video conversation to talk face-to-face with Windows Live Messenger.
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From: jason cagle


Reply To: jasoncagle7@yahoo.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga
Date: 07/10/2008 12:02 PM


 


"The flow of the river is ceaseless and its waters are never the same.  The 
bubbles that float in the pools, now vanishing, now forming, are not of 
long duration: so in the world are man and his dwellings..."  Kamo No 
Chomei (1153-1216)


 


It is ashame that a few people and organizations feel that they should 
control the access to this great resource.  Paddlers are kind hearted 
people, who wish to promote and enjoy the all rivers and their 
surroundings.  We are only here for a little while and I think everyone has 
the right to enjoy any river, including the Chattooga in his or her own 
personal way.  Limiting the access to a river is just plain selfish, and the 
people who do this should be ashamed.


 


Jason Cagle


 


147 Birdsong Lane


Winchester, TN 37398


931-580-8013
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From: Elijah Smith


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatooga management plan comments
Date: 07/05/2008 02:42 PM


As a boater, a citizen, and someone who values the natural beauty of our 
public lands, I am outraged at the forest service's decision to select the 
Alternative #4 management plan.  I find Alternative #4 to be an utter 
disregard for the rights of boaters to enjoy the natural beauty of a wild 
and scenic river in a way that affects the surrounding environment far less 
than other means of use.  Anglers are shown clear preferential treatment 
in this decision.  It is obvious, not only by the specifics of the plan, but 
also by your statement: "Alternative 4 is designed specifically to protect 
and enhance outstanding trout fishing."  This plan essentially treats 
boaters as 2nd class citizens.  By its very nature, boating poses far less 
environmental impact than any activity involving travel across land, and 
any limitations to boaters beyond those posed on other users shows a 
distinct prejudice against boaters.  Furthermore, the fact that the plan 
dismisses any permitting or regulation of other users (which would allow 
for clear scientific study and management of the area), clearly shows that 
this plan is merely aimed at preventing boating, and not at preserving the 
aesthetic or environmental qualities of the river corridor.   
 
This decision shows a clear prejudice on the part of those people 
managing the river corridor, and I find it probable that there is a conflict 
of interest in light of such an outrageous decision.  I am outraged by this 
decision, but I would be even more outraged if this decision were allowed 
to stand without a thorough audit of those involved in crafting such a 
biased and unjust decision.   
 
Sincerely, Elijah L. Smith 
 
--  
Elijah Smith 
540-808-8268 
durableinnovations@gmail.com 
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From: Douglas Liu - QIAGEN


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/14/2008 01:24 PM


Dear Sumter National Forest
 
I am a business executive living in Bethesda, MD working in the biotechnology 
field.  I am also an avid outdoorsmen who enjoys hiking, fishing, camping and 
boating.  I am deeply concerned about how our countries beautiful natural 
resources are used and maintained for current and future generations.  I have 
visited the Sumter National Forest on several occasions an enjoy its scenic 
beauty as well as the unique river actives.  I have reviewed the Environmental 
Assessment (EA) regarding the recreational management of the Chattooga 
River.  I disagree with your analysis and your proposal.  Both treat me and my 
community of river enthusiasts unfairly and your proposal would not meet my 
interests.  Please consider the following concerns I have regarding this issue:


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits.  
●     The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the 


river because they considers boating to be the only management variable, 
while other larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for 
limits.  


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 
regardless of who owns the land along the river. 


●     All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real 
user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, 
places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed 
in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper 
Chattooga River and its tributaries.


Sincerely,


Douglas Liu
Vice President of Global Operations
Member of the Executive Committee
QIAGEN
19300 Germantown Road
Germantown, MD 20874
office        +1 240 686 7318
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mobile      +1 240 361 8120
fax           +1 240 686 7319
douglas.liu@qiagen.com
www.qiagen.com
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From: madline bunch


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject:
Date: 07/11/2008 09:16 PM


If it is the same old issue-- paddlers verses fishing, I do both, and at 
the same time. I do a lot of fishing from a white water kayak. What is 
the problem?
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From: Art Barket


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 09:33 PM


Dear Sumter National Forest,
My name is Art Barket, and I live in Chambersburg, Pennsylvania.   I am a seventh 
grade Technology Education as well as a whitewater kayaker.  Although the Upper 
Chattooga is hundreds of miles away from my local streams, I am deeply troubled 
that paddlers are not given the same recreational opportunities as other users.  
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  The only acceptable agreement is Article #8 
which allows paddler’s access to the Upper Chattooga.  I don’t believe the 
possibility of a few grumpy fishermen warrants a ban or partial ban on an entire 
group of recreation enthusiasts.  Imagine how the fishermen would feel if they 
were excluded from fishing on all but a few days, to be determined by adequate 
stream flow deemed to be insufficient for paddlers. 


●     The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling 
on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river to 
boating. 


●     The amount of erosions caused by fisherman trails greatly out ways any 
impacts that boaters would have on portaging. 


●     In Pennsylvania, once a section of river is determined navigable the entire 
stream is navigable and open to both boating and fishing.  How can the 
forest service break up a stream on a piecemeal basis. 


●     The plan is not equitable for all river users. 
●     Even with maximum access for paddlers the river is only navigable a 


maximum of 125 days a year on average.  This leaves 240 days a year for 
fisherman to use the river uninterrupted. 


●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper 
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited boating 
on the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited 
numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!   


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows 


boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows 
paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real 
user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter 
standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available 
indirect measures first. 


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 
regardless of who owns the land along the river.  I routinely paddle the 
Upper Youghiogheny, a Wild and Scenic River in Western, Maryland.  This 
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river runs through private land and for years there have been no problems 
between boaters, fisherman, or land owners. 


●     I trust that the Forest Service will do the right thing and allow all users 
equal access to the Upper Chattooga and all other Wild and Scenic Rivers. 


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real user 
capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, places, 
and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in a similar 
manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper Chattooga River 
and its tributaries.
 
Thank you for considering these comments,
 
Sincerely
Art Barket
 


The i’m Talkaton. Can 30-days of conversation change the world? Find out now. 



http://www.imtalkathon.com/?source=EML_WLH_Talkathon_ChangeWorld






From: Wesley Spooner


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 12:18 PM


Dear Sumter National Forest, 
 
I’ve reviewed the comments from the environmental assessment study on the 
Upper Chattooga.  I am confused to why the existing recreationalists that are 
already allowed access to this part of the river are, and boaters are still virtually 
banned.  My whole life I’ve always seen paddlers as one of the best stewards of the 
river.  For you to ban that, and to ban the experience some of our youth could 
experience by being able to venture to this part of the river and paddle is what is 
extremely irresponsible to me.  There is no basis for this discrimination.  The EA 
study that cost the tax payers millions of dollars, shows no evidence that boaters 
would cause any abstract enviromental problems.  With that said this seems to be 
nothing but a discriminatory act to prohibit boating by some private land owners and 
the politicians in their pocket.  The money wasted on this EA study could have been 
used to better protect the forest instead of trying to ban some people from floating 
down the river.  
 
However, I do have confidence that you will reassess your project and release a 
more reasonable plan that accompanies all recreationists(fishers, boaters, etc…_) 
alike.  This is not only important for us, but for our youth as well.  If you have any 
questions please don’t hesitate to contact me. 
 
Thanks for you time,
Wesley Spooner
Network Administrator
Xfone USA, Inc.
Office:  (601) 420-6491
Fax:     (601) 664-1190
email:  wesley.spooner@xfoneusa.com
 


 
 
The informationin this transmission is intended for the named recipient(s) only.  It may contain information that is 
privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient(s), or the 
employ or agent responsible to deliver to deliver this to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination, or taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmitted material is prohibited.  If you 
receive this material in error, please notify us by telephone immediately.  Thank you.
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From: Roy Whiddon


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River
Date: 07/06/2008 11:01 AM


The upstate of S.C. has more than enough boating area leave the River as it is '' 
NO BOATING'
ROY WHIDDON 
600 POINT RD
WESTMINSTER ,S.C.29693
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From: Ray Norman


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/15/2008 12:46 PM


Dear Sir/Madam:


I have reviewed the highlights of the Environmental Assessment regarding
the recreational management of the Chattooga River.  As a hydrologist
(formerly with the USGS, Dept. of the Interior) I continue to be confounded 
by the reasoning put forth to ban whitewater boaters from the upper
Chattooga.  As such, I cannot agree with your analysis and proposal.  I urge
you to reconsider and allow boating the same access given to other users in
the area.


Sincerely,


 


W. Ray Norman, Ph.D.
Dean, School of Mathematics, Engineering and Business
Messiah College
P.O. Box 3056
One College Ave.
Grantham, PA 17027
Tel. (717) 766-2511 ext. 2285
Mobile (717) 439-8079
Fax (717) 796-5207
E-mail: rnorman@messiah.edu
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From: David McDonald


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Boating Access on upper Chattooga-
Date: 07/14/2008 03:20 PM


Dear Sirs- 
 
Please do not go forward with any kind of boating access on the upper 
Chattooga. That is a wild and scenic river, and is a place of solitude that should 
not be RUINED by kayakers. Even one boat in there is one too many. That is the 
last best place in our state for solitude-- please do not throw it away. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Warm Regards,
 
David McDonald
Associate
The Delta Group, Inc.
1-800-711-8363 ext.307
www.thedeltagroup.com
 
 


The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and 
may contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or 
other use of this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. 
If you received this in error, please immediately contact the sender and delete the material from 
any computer. 
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From: Marion Smith


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/12/2008 09:59 AM


Dear Mr. Burnett,


I was recently made aware of the Forrest Service's release of its preferred
alternatives and recommendations concerning access by boaters to that
portion of the Chattooga River above the Highway 28 bridge.  Specifically, I
understand that the Forrest Service is recommending that that portion of the
Chattooga River down stream of County Line Trail Road in North Carolina and
upstream of Burrell's Ford Bridge be opened to boaters between December 1
and March 1 when the river's flow is 450 cfs or more.  While this is not the
proposal that I would have preferred, and I will comment on that later in
this e-mail, I do commend the Forrest Service for its creative approach to
preserving this lovely wilderness and quality fishery and minimizing
potential confrontational  contact between boaters and fishermen by limiting
boating to periods when few if any fishermen will be on the river.  While
this approach may not protect this delicate portion of the river's ecology
it will at least minimize the number of confrontational events between
boaters and fishermen.


First, if the Forrest Service's current proposal is to be implemented I
believe that it should have several additional caveats attached to its final
provisions. There certainly should be substantial monetary fines associated
with any violation of the boater access provisions or the final regulations.
For example, for anyone accessing the river before Dec 1 or after March 1 or
accessing it when the flow is less than 450 cfs or exceeding the daily limit
of 16 boaters should incur a hefty fine and forfeit their boat.
Additionally, anyone found abandoning a boat on or near the river or
littering should incur a substantial fine.  Furthermore, I think that the
Forrest Service needs to very precisely define exactly what type and size
boats should be permitted on this section of the Chattooga and provide for a
significant fine for its violation together with a forfeiture provision.
From my observations nothing larger than a kayak could possibly be
appropriate on this small body of water.  Lastly, in order to insure
compliance with the regulations, boating on this portion of the river should
be continuously monitored by the Forrest Service.


Next, while my residence has always basically been Atlanta, my grandparents
maintained their summer residence in Rabun County from the time of my
infancy in the mid 1940s until their deaths in the late 1960s.  As a result
of this I spent the majority  of every summer during my youth in the North
Georgia mountains.  Additionally, I attended summer camp in Rabun county
from 1953 through 1956 at The Athens Y Camp for eight weeks each summer in
addition to time with my grandparents.  While at AYC we canoed the
Chattooga, but downstream of the area in question and only after passing an
intense training course and rigorous swimming test.  Some of my fondest
childhood memories are of fishing for "specs" in the rivers and streams of
the Georgia, North Carolina and South Carolina mountains with my
grandfather. I also owned a second home in Rabun County for a number of
years and my wife and I currently have a home in the North Carolina
mountains.  Thus, I have always been involved in outdoor activities in the
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area.  Over the years much has changed, some for the good some not.  What
has changed very little is the Chattooga River above Highway 28 and the
Forrest Service should do everything in its power to keep it from changing
any more than it already has.


My comments also come from the perspective of a boater.  My formal
introduction to boating, other than canoeing at AYC, came at age twelve when
I attended Camp Seagull on the North Carolina coast.  In my fifty year love
affair with boating I have been continuously involved in personal education
and training about boating and boating safety.  I have mostly owned ocean
going sail boats but have also owned fishing boats, canoes, runabouts etc
and have covered the vast majority of the nation's eastern coastal and off
shore waters together with significant Gulf, Caribbean and Atlantic waters.
One of the things that I have learned in those fifty years is that very few
people operating boats know what they are doing. They do not know the rules
of the road, they do not know basic safety principals, and they have no
concept of common curtsey.  The worst, of course, are the PWCs, next are the
young unsupervised water skiers then comes the white water guys.


Years ago when my children were 10 or so, they are now late 30s and early
40s, we used to go swimming in the Chattooga.  We were down stream of the
Highway 28 bridge near the Highway 76 bridge and there were generally other
swimmers there.  The boaters coming down from the Bull Sluice shoals would
routinely run through swimming children and go through their "macho"
exercised so as to endanger the little children.  Today I trout fish from as
far south the Chattahoochee in Atlanta to North Georgia, western North
Carolina, the South Carolina mountains, northwestern North Carolina and
northeastern Tennessee in rivers which where fishermen and swimmers must
share the water with boaters.  Most of the time the boaters are at best a
nuisance and frequently they are a menace.  I have had them run over my
line, nearly hit me, they missed me only because I evaded them, and
intentionally interfere with my fishing.  I have observed others experience
the same treatment.  This type of conduct is inevitable on the Chattooga as
well and confrontation will occur on this small, narrow waterway.


Please understand that I am in no way generally opposed to various forms of
recreation sharing the nation's waterways.  I have and do use those
waterways in various capacities including fishing, boating, swimming, hiking
and otherwise participating with nature.  The thrust of my comments is
limited to the portion of the Chattooga above Highway 28 which is a small,
narrow, pristine and delicate body of water and surrounding environment.
Opening this area to boaters can only adversely affect the river and
surrounding environment and degrade the quality of the experience of its
non-boating users.  That degradation will drive away many of present users
who will simply go elsewhere rather than cope with the boaters.  The loss of
non-boating users will have a cascading negative effect as those user's
organizations such as TU, Audubon, other national and local interest groups
will no longer be concerned with the Chattooga and will direct their efforts
and money elsewhere.


There are many areas in the nation's national parks, national forests,
parks, monuments etc where fishing is prohibited, hunting is prohibited,
camping is prohibited, snowmobiling is prohibited and boating is prohibited
along with a host of other prohibited activities in specific locals and all
for good reasons.  There is no requirement that this particular very small,
narrow and delicate piece of water be subjected to aggressive white water
boating activities.  It will dramatically interfere with any other use which







is simultaneously occurring.  The boating activity which is contemplated can
not possibly benefit or improve this portion of the Chattooga or preserve it
for future generations, and I believe those are part of the National Forrest
Service's responsibilities.


Unfortunately, in pushing this issue the way it has, the whitewater boating
community is reflecting the worst in contemporary American values.  That is
be as self-centered and aggressively inconsiderate of and rude to all others
to get your own way regardless of how inappropriate.


Thank you for the opportunity to comment.


Yours truly,


Marion Smith
2485 Alton Road
Atlanta, GA 30305
404-355-5494








From: WNC


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatooga River Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 09:54 PM


Dear Sumter National Forest,


*Corey*


Asheville, NC.
I am a concerned citizen who has been made aware of the situation 
concerning the Chatooga River Project.
**


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River. I disagree with your analysis and 
your proposal. Both treat me and my community of river enthusiasts 
unfairly and your proposal would not meet my interests. Please consider 
the following concerns I have regarding this issue:


*[SELECT a subset of these bullet points or write your own – please 
personalize]*


    * The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit
      paddling on the Chattooga and has found /none/. It is time to open
      the river to boating.
    * The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.
      The AW appeal decision required a user capacity analysis. Where is it?
    * No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans
      on the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without
      any justification.
    * The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective
      of the river because they considers boating to be the only
      management variable, while other larger more impactful uses are
      not seriously considered for limits.
    * The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the
      upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days
      of limited boating on the remaining reach – while allowing all
      other existing uses in unlimited numbers.. This is not equitable
      and not acceptable!
    * The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits
    * The EA lacks a full range of alternatives
    * The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a
      year late and has wasted millions in tax payer money
    * The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input
    * The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred
      alternative is a flawed measure that should be eliminated from any
      considerations. There is no way a paddler can know this number and
      will be an administrative burden for the agency.
    * Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1)
      fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below
      Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows paddling on tributaries, 3) includes
      encounter standards based on a real user capacity analysis, 4)
      will /equitably/ limit /total/ use only when encounter standards
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      are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available
      indirect measures first.
    * The public should have the right to float on public Wild and
      Scenic Rivers regardless of who owns the land along the river.
    * All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and
      Scenic Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in
      some areas.


Thank you for considering these comments. Please consider conducting a 
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same 
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users. Paddling 
should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, 
except on the /entire /Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.


Thank you for considering these comments,


Sincerely
Corey + a nation of concerned citizens!








From: jeffrey swett


Reply To: raddog1b@yahoo.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: chattooga comments
Date: 07/10/2008 12:22 PM


Although it has been years since I had the pleasure of paddling section 3, I've 
always looked forward to eventually returning to the Chattooga river and had hoped 
to be able to enjoy the whole thing. After reviewing the alternatives, all except # 10 
 clearly written to minimize boating as much as possible, I have to state that is the 
only one remotely acceptable. In reality there is no reason to prohibit kayaking on 
this river. I acknowledge that there can be conflicts with fishermen, and that 
kayakers are to blame in many cases, although the fishermen are just as often 
responsible. As far as trash and litter, hands down it is not the kayakers leaving a 
mess behind. Too bad the fishermen can not honestly state the same. 


 


This forest is public land, and restricting non-motorized use to a point where it 
essentially prohibits use (IE: Alt 1 - 9 ) goes completely against the original intent. 
The forest service would be better served not wasting more time trying to restrict 
lawful access by those in compliance with the ethos of wild and scenic, and spend 
those resources enforcing the existing restrictions against litter, ATVs and game/
fish poaching. I'd suggest that the forest service try adding a new alternative that 
complies with the direction they had been given regarding this issue. None of the 10 
alternatives do.  
 
Jeff Swett 
 
"Wrinkles only go where the smiles have been" Jimmy Buffet 
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From: Dan Eskew


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: comments on Chatooga River Project
Date: 07/07/2008 12:10 PM


This is to let you know that I oppose any expansion of boating on the Chattooga 
River.  I live near the Chattooga and am in the area frequently.  I have personally 
used the river for boating, fishing, and hiking.  The serenity currently available on 
the upper Chattooga would, in my opinion, be significantly disrupted by the 
expansion of boating.  In contrast, the areas where boating are currently allowed 
provide a good boating experience in a scenic area.  But where there is boating, 
there is more noise,  more litter, and more soil erosion due to access of more 
people in larger groups, and it is just not as good for a quiet day of hiking or fishing.  
Let’s not change what is working.  
Dan Eskew
Seneca, South Carolina
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From: regncheri@juno.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject:
Date: 07/15/2008 01:11 PM


I SAY NO TO BOATING IN THE UPPER CHATTOOGA -- I reject the Forest Service proposal to implement Alternative 4 and open 
7 miles of the river to limited boating. Instead,I recommend that the Forest Service should implement “Alternatives 2 
or 3.” Both Alternatives 2 and 3 focus Forest Service resources on protecting the forest’s health instead of on 
ensuring recreation access for a small number of elite boaters. These no-boating alternatives would better protect and 
preserve the wild and scenic nature of the Upper Chattooga and its rare and unique wilderness values.


This head water portion of the river is very fragile and runs through the Ellicott Rock Wilderness. Boaters currently 
have access to over half of the Chattooga River. I feel the upper pristine stretch of this river should be preserved 
for wildlife and for people seeking quiet and solitude for hiking, camping, hunting, and for world-class trout fishing.


DO NOT PASS ALTERNATIVE 4!!


Cheri Smith
regncheri@juno.com


 


____________________________________________________________
Click for free info on getting an MBA, $200K/ year potential.
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL2141/fc/Ioyw6i3l7wXMNE8EhSVn2a6T7AjG2xzB9eCg2wJD6aWWMsiW4I7DM1/
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From: bob1may@optonline.net


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Environmental Assement
Date: 07/10/2008 12:30 PM


  The Wild and Scenic Upper Chattooga River borders North Carolina, 
South 
 Carolina, and Georgia, and has been banned to kayaking, canoeing and 
 rafting for over 30 years - without any basis. The US Forest Service has 
 prepared a new Environmental Assessment (EA) of the issue that 
 recommends maintaining the ban - once again with no basis.  
  
 The proposed management action on the Chattooga will influence the 
 management of rivers across the country and would create a selfishly 
 motivated precedent that would negatively impact rivers, managers, and 
 recreationists. Private landowners are seeking a monopoly on a Wild and 
 Scenic public river, the Forest Service is seeking to strip basic 
 protections from Wild and Scenic Rivers, and other stakeholders claiming 
 zero-tolerance of paddlers are seeking to have paddling prohibited. 
 Boaters are irrationally being singled out for adverse treatment, even 
 while the Chief of the Forest Service directed that all users be treated 
 equitably. Many river professionals and Forest Service personnel are 
 behind us, but it is up to us to stop this nationwide train wreck. 
  
 The EA follows the same format as the Forest Service's past 
 assessment of the issue: they list a string of ecological effects common 
 to all recreation, then discuss abstract user conflicts that have never 
 occurred and will never occur, and then make a recommendation that 
 essentially renews the ban on floating the Upper Chattooga River, while 
 allowing all existing recreational users unlimited access without 
 providing any rational basis for the discrimination. There are a few 
 differences though. They propose to allow a few people to paddle 
 roughly a third of the upper river somewhere between zero and six days a 
 year in the middle of winter at high water based on an impossible set of 
 logistical hurdles. This miniscule paddling allowance is so small and 
 bizarre it is realistically a total ban. The rest of the upper river 
 and its tributaries remain totally off limits to paddlers. A second 
 major difference is the exclusion of the uppermost section of the 
 Chattooga and its tributaries from even a cursory discussion. In 
 addition, this EA cost taxpayers several million dollars. 
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 The EA is not viable and breaks many basic rules and laws for preparing 
 such documents. It is quite clearly not a scientific document; it is a 
 philosophical and political one. It flies in the face of the successful 
 American Whitewater appeal decision that required a user capacity 
analysis (which has not  been conducted) and equitable treatment of all 
users if limits are 
 needed to protect the resource. The new EA essentially claims that the 
 river has a capacity of zero boating and a capacity of infinite hiking, 
 angling, and camping. That is hardly equitable.


 
Robert May 
Suffern, NY 








From: Davis, Don


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Comment on Upper Chattooga River Draft EA
Date: 07/07/2008 07:05 PM


I thought this issue had been settled many years ago.
 
I favor Alternative 1. I could live with Alternative 3 if I had to.
 
I do not wish to share the Chattooga River above Highway 28 with boats.
 
Donald E. Davis
301 Church St.
Dacula, GA  30019
678.640.8134
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From: Sean Cave


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Management Issue
Date: 07/10/2008 11:08 PM


Hello, 
 
I have fished a great deal of trout waters in the South East, but the 
Chattooga hold something that many rivers don't. SECLUSION, and the 
ability to provide a great fishing GET-AWAY! There have been days on the 
river I have not seen an other person or campsite (or fish...). Other rivers 
that are more open don't allow one to feel separated from the stresses of 
the everyday and experience the great outdoors like a famous explorer! I 
fear that these "boaters" will take for granted what has been given to 
them and slowly they will not obey the regulations and they will begin to 
expand their use of the river further than what is allowed and use outside 
their season and water flow levels. In addition this will create more traffic 
to the area, which I have found receives a great deal of use and abuse, 
and will consequently deteriorate the amenities and natural beauty found 
in this lush forest preserve. On a final note paddlers have plenty of great 
water to float/paddle all over the south east but we "fishers" have only so 
much water at certain times of the year that we can fish. 
 
 
--  
Sean Cave 
Accounting, Senior 
Clemson University 
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From: Ben Berry


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: The report on the chattooga river is unfair
Date: 07/12/2008 01:16 PM


I would ask that the recommendations for access to the chattooga river be 
revised.  There needs to be a user capacity analysis done to ensure that 
all who wish to use the area can up to the limits that may damage the 
ecosystem.  The prohibition of paddlers in the area is unjustified and 
unfair.  Paddlers are generally respectful of rivers and care about the 
scenic and ecological integrity of the areas that they use, and we deserve 
reasonable access to areas. 
 
Please be reasonable 
Ben Berry (kayak) 
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From: Robert Alexander


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Alternative 1 Comments
Date: 07/14/2008 05:30 PM


Subject: Chattooga River Project, Alternative 1.
 
 
From: Robert L. Alexander, Pres.
Rabun County Coalition
 
If the Alternative really becomes necessary to 
implement I assume that we could live with it. 
However, this had better not be a "first step" to a 
change later on; that we probably could not live 
with.  Actually there should be absolutely no boat 
traffic on the upper Chattooga River at any time of 
year.
 
I have over 63 years of fishing the river and I see 
no reason for this upper section to be turned into 
a boat yard!  The boaters have from the 28 Bridge 
South and I see no reason for them to encroach into 
an area that should be utilized only by fishermen. 
They are a nuisance on the the part they have 
anyway. 
 
I was discussing the problem with one of a Boating 
Organizations head man and this was his comment.  
He stated that he had boated the upper Chattooga 
from Burrells Ford to the 28 bridge on numerous 
occasions and that other entities had done the same 
and will continue to do the same.  His further 
comment was that he did not care if the Forest 
Service decided  to close the River to boaters that 
he had no intention of staying off the River. That 
he would continue to float it at any time he 
desired.
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These are the type people you are dealing with. 
They do not care what you think but will do what 
they want anyway!
 
Get ready to patrol the River with helicopters 
because the infractions will be many. They are not 
content to stay off the River until December-March.
 
Respectfully Submitted,
 
 
 
 
Robert L. Alexander
 
 
 








From: Jennifer Dawson


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: No to Boating on Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/15/2008 01:37 PM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
I'm writing to ask you to oppose Alternative 4 which would open the 
Upper Chattooga to boating.  Alternative 2 or 3 are viable options that 
do not allow boating.  
 
Alternative 4 does not take into the account the needs of people who 
visit the Upper Chattooga for traditional pastimes such as swimming, 
hiking, camping, and the opportunity to experience the beautiful 
solitude of this location.  Further the Forest Service proposal for 
boating does not commit the law enforcement and resource protection 
personnel necessary to regulate this new, intrusive form of recreation 
or to education that public about new rules in this part of the river 
corridor.
 
I'm also concerned that the proposal does not protect the various 
native plant species found in this corridor.
 
Whitewater enthusiasts and "creek boaters" who want Alternative 4 
already have miles and miles of challenging white water nearby on the 
36 miles of the lower Chattooga, on Overflow and Holcomb Creeks and 
on the West Fork, where boating is already legal and permitted.
 
We need to protect the Upper Chattooga and say no to Alternative 4.
 
Jennifer M. Dawson
ADI Performance 
864-467-0495
www.adiperformance.com
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From: Ed Travis


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


cc: Ed Travis


Subject: Comments on Upper Chatooga River access
Date: 07/10/2008 11:58 PM


Please support kayaking, canoeing, and rafting on the Upper Chatooga 
River. These activities are currently banned or restricted to the point that 
they are essentially banned. These restrictions should be lifted 
immediately. 
 
Kayaking, canoeing, and raftings do not, in themselves, result in any 
degradation of environmental quality in the areas where they are 
practiced. It is indefensible to restrict or prohibit these activities without 
clear justification based on solid scientific data. Any other decision is 
nothing but an arbitrary decision based on an unrelated interest.
 
Regards,
 
Ed Travis
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From: Zasha Mickey


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


cc: info@gafw.org


Subject:
Date: 07/15/2008 02:14 PM


 
Please reject the Forest Service proposal to implement Alternative 4 and open 7 
miles of the river to limited boating. Instead, I recommend that the Forest 
Service should implement “Alternatives 2 or 3.” Both Alternatives 2 and 3 focus 
Forest Service resources on protecting the forest’s health instead of on ensuring 
recreation access for a small number of elite boaters. These no-boating 
alternatives would better protect and preserve the wild and scenic nature of the 
Upper Chattooga and its rare and unique wilderness values. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Zasha Mickey 
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From: Eric.W.Larson@Dartmouth.EDU (Eric W. Larson)


Reply To: Eric.W.Larson@Dartmouth.EDU (elar)


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/14/2008 07:55 PM
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From: charlotte shollenberger


Sent By: charlotte.shollenberger@gmail.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River EA - Comments from a concerned constituent
Date: 07/12/2008 05:56 PM


I oppose the recently released Environmental Assessment of the upper 
Chattooga that recommends limiting boating access on some of the upper 
sections to a very narrow, window of opportunity and totally banning 
boating on other sections of the Upper Chattooga.
 
I grew up in the area and have frequently kayaked, hiked and camped 
within the Wild and Scenic River Corridor.  Every user contributes to the 
ecological impact to the area whether they be fishing, kayaking, rafting, 
hiking, camping, or simply strolling on a paved pathway.  Yet, I have 
never experienced or seen any enforcement of existing regulations toward 
any group other than boaters.  Once again, boaters are being singled out 
with this EA.
 
It's okay to not like kayakers, canoers, and/or rafters on a river.  But, it's 
not okay to ban them from a river without merit.  I'm not aware of a 
recent a user capacity analysis justifying the ban; but if there is one, I'll 
reconsider my position.  
 
As of today, I consider this most recent management plan of the Upper 
Chattooga to be discriminatory and I strongly oppose it.
 
Charlotte Shollenberger
971 West Beaver Creek Blvd
Avon, Colorado 81620
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From: ww seal


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Euitable Access to Upper Chattooga River - EA Analysis
Date: 07/10/2008 12:33 PM


Dear Sumter National Forest,
My name is Jim McCool.  I'm a whitewater kayaker from
Middle Tennessee and have been paddling all over the
United States, Chile, Canada, and Mexico.  I have had
the pleasure of paddling Sections III and IV of the
Chattooga many times over the past twelve years.  I am
writing to voice my interest in paddling the upper
stretches of the Chattooga currently limited to
fishermen, hikers, and campers.


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding
the recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I
disagree with your analysis and your proposal.  I ask
you to treat me and my community of river enthusiasts
with the same regard as existing outdoor enthusiast
utilizing this natural area of Sumpter National. 
Please consider the following concerns I have
regarding this issue:


The periods where kayakers and whitewater enthusiasts
will most likely choose to paddle Sections OO and OI
are unlikely to interfere with fishermen as the river
levels will be unsafe for wading or floating in tubes;


The most likely periods for rain in the region of the
Chattooga sections mentioned are during the late fall
and early spring which are also seasons that
experience lower visitation by fishermen, hikers, and
campers;


Boaters generally cause less environmental wear and
tear due to time spent on the river versus building
campfires, trampling vegetation, leaving behind
garbage, and bait containers;


Boaters generally carry safety and rescue equipment
and watch out for each other.  Campers, hikers, and
fishermen don't carry rescue equipment and require
assistance from Park Service Rangers or other rescue
personnel.


The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a
reason to limit paddling on the Chattooga and has
found none.  It is time to open the river to boating. 
The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not
reference one.  The AW appeal decision required a user
capacity analysis.  Where is it? 


No alternative is acceptable because they all include
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boating bans on the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and
on tributaries – without any justification. 
The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or
protective of the river because they considers boating
to be the only management variable, while other larger
more impactful uses are not seriously considered for
limits.  


The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on
2/3 of the upper river, a ban on tributary boating,
and allows only 0-6 days of limited boating on the
remaining reaches – while allowing all other existing
uses in unlimited numbers.  This is not equitable and
not acceptable!   


The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits


The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
The EA is no better or different than the last one, is
at least a year late and has wasted millions in tax
payer money 
The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored
their input 
The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the
preferred alternative is a flawed measure that should
be eliminated from any considerations. There is no way
a paddler can know this number and will be an
administrative burden for the agency. 
Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative
8 that 1) fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga
River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows paddling on
tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on
a real user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit
total use only when encounter standards are
consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all
available indirect measures first. 


The public should have the right to float on public
Wild and Scenic Rivers regardless of who owns the land
along the river. 
All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of
Wild and Scenic Rivers should be protected on the
entire river, not just in some areas.  


Please consider conducting a valid user capacity
analysis and immediately allow boating in the same
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing
users to enjoy this beautiful, natural resource. 
Paddling should be allowed in a similar manner to your
alternative number 8, including the entire Upper
Chattooga River and its tributaries.


Thank you for considering these comments,


Sincerely


Jim McCool







Mount Juliet, TN  37122


      








From: Matt Bohler


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga alternative plans
Date: 07/08/2008 02:41 PM


To Whom It May Concern.
 
Good Day.
 
I spend a good amount of time on the Chattooga in the affected area and 
enjoy hiking and fishing the remote areas along the river between Burrell’s 
and the 28 bridge.  I hope Alternative 4 is selected as it will provide some 
paddling for those who want to do so but will reduce the amount of 
encounters between paddlers and anglers.  A continued boating ban is 
actually my preferred choice but I see little possibility of it being kept in 
place in this day of lawsuits and litigation. 
 
I enjoy both forms of recreation and can see both sides of the issue.  
Alternative 4 is not a perfect solution but is probably the best one to allow all 
parties to participate in their chosen recreation and should discourage bad 
encounters between the two user groups.  The fishermen get to use the river 
for most of the year and the paddles can use it when the levels are good for 
that and fewer anglers are fishing.  
 
Keeping the boaters up above Burrell’s Ford is a good idea.  As a paddler I 
find it somewhat puzzling that the boaters want to paddle the upper section 
so bad.  I have found that most years the levels are too low for decent 
paddling.  You will do a lot of dragging under those conditions.  That is no 
fun.
 
I have encountered “bootleg” paddlers in the section below Burrell’s Ford on 
two occasions.  In one instance they were totally unprepared for the Big 
Bend falls and the Rock Gorge and had no idea what they were doing.  They 
ended up hiking their kayaks out of the river and back up the trail to the 
Burrell’s Ford bridge.  The second encounter was with 2 “extreme” (their 
word) kayakers who were very rude and obnoxious when I pointed out that 
paddling was not allowed in that area.  I got ‘the finger’ and a rude “F--- 
you!” in response as they proceeded to paddle right over my fly line and then 
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“played’ in the pool I was fishing.  I caught not one single fish after they 
passed by.  Up to that point I was slaying them.  It made me mad to say the 
least and does nothing to encourage me to support any plan that includes 
opening more of the river to boaters.
 
Thanks for listening.  
 
Sincerely, Matt Bohler
 
 
Matt Bohler
Office Services
High Museum of Art
404-733-4408
matt.bohler@woodruffcenter.org
 
 
 The High offers great exhibitions, programs, and lectures all year - reserve tickets 
or become a member today! http://www.high.org  
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From: Matt Jordan


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga Comments
Date: 07/02/2008 02:55 PM


I think the proposed new management plan is ridiculous.  Boater access should be 
unlimited.  Conflicts between boaters and fishermen will be few, if ever, because 
water levels will dictate when each activity is acceptable.  Low water, with good 
visibility is good for fishing, but it would be impossible to navigate the river at those 
flows.  In contrast, when water levels are good for boating, it would be dangerous 
for wading and too cloudy to fish.   
  
What is the real reason behind keeping paddlers off the Chattooga? 
  
Matt Jordan 
 


Don't get caught with egg on your face. Play chicktionary! 
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From: Douglas Shields


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Boating Access
Date: 07/11/2008 09:45 AM
Attachments: Chattooga response 07102008.pdf 


Please review my attached response 
 
--  
Doug Shields 
864-426-8634 
doug.shields@gmail.com 
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July 11, 2008 



U.S. Forest Service 



Chattooga River Project 



4931 Broad River Road 



Columbia, SC 29212 



 



RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 



  



Dear Sir or Madam: 



 



I have been following the Forest Service review of the recreational management of the 



Chattooga River.  I am in strong disagreement with the announced proposal.  It is not 



reasonable for the boating community to be relegated to such second class status on the 



Chattooga.  Here are my issues: 



• A segment of the USFS leadership has sought a reason for over 13 years limit 



paddling on the Chattooga and has failed to find any.  It is time to open the river 



to boating. 



• No user capacity analysis is cited by the environmental assessment as required by 



the American Whitewater appeal. 



• No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the upper 



Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any justification. 



• The USFS singled paddlers out in the preferred alternative with a total ban on 2/3 



of the upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and allowing only 0-6 days of 



limited boating on the remaining reach.  At the same time, the USFS would allow 



all other existing uses in unlimited numbers.  This is not equitable and not 



acceptable!   



• The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and has 



wasted millions in tax payer money. 
• Why did the USFS hire qualified consultants and then ignore their input? 



• The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger cited as acceptable for boating in the 



preferred alternative is going to be impossible for paddlers to verify and for the 



agency to enforce. 



• Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that: 



• fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes 



Bridge 



• allows paddling on tributaries 



• includes encounter standards based on a real user capacity analysis 



• equitably limits total use only when encounter standards are consistently 



exceeded 



• uses all available indirect measures first, before limiting boating. 



• The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 



regardless of who owns the land along the river. 
• All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic Rivers 



should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 











Please conduct a real user capacity analysis and immediately allow boating in the same 



numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed 



in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except it should be allowed on the 



entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.  



Thank you for considering my comments.  I have forwarded a copy of my comments to 



my Representative, Bob Inglis, and to my Senators, Jim DeMint and Lindsey Graham.  



Sincerely, 



Douglas M Shields 



330 River Hills Road 



Union, SC  29379 



864-427-4123 



 



 













From: Ed McDowell


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River
Date: 07/15/2008 03:23 PM


Gentlemen:
 
I reject the Forest Service proposal to implement Alternative 4 and open 7 
miles of the river to limited boating. Instead, I recommend that the Forest 
Service should implement “Alternatives 2 or 3.” Both Alternatives 2 and 3 
focus Forest Service resources on protecting the forest’s health instead of 
on ensuring recreation access for a small number of elite boaters. These 
no-boating alternatives would better protect and preserve the wild and 
scenic nature of the Upper Chattooga and its rare and unique wilderness 
values.
This headwater portion of the river is very fragile and runs through the 
Ellicott Rock Wilderness. Boaters currently have access to over half of the 
Chattooga River. Forest Watch feels the upper pristine stretch of this river 
should be preserved for wildlife and for people seeking quiet and solitude 
for hiking, camping, hunting, and for world-class trout fishing.
 
Ed McDowell
 


Ed McDowell  
209 Cartwright Drive  
Bonaire, Ga 31005-3903  
478.929.1267  
478.396.8901 (cell)  
ed.mcdowell@cox.net 
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From: Jeff Sharpe


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/14/2008 09:48 PM


U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us 
 
  
 
July 14th, 2008 
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 
 
 
Dear Sumter National Forest, 
 
I am a river enthusiast and whitewater kayaker from Hanover, NH where I 
am a full-time graduate student at Dartmouth College. I have traveled 
extensively throughout North America and paddled over one hundred 
different rivers. Rivers are my passion as well as the subject of much of my 
academic research. 
 
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and 
your proposal.  Both treat me and my community of river enthusiasts 
unfairly and your proposal would not meet my interests.  Please consider 
the following concerns I have regarding this issue: 
 
    * The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit 
paddling on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river 
to boating. 
    * The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  The 
AW appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it? 
    * No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on 
the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any 
justification. 
    * The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the 
river because they considers boating to be the only management variable, 
while other larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for 
limits.  
    * The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper 
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited 
boating on the remaining reach – while allowing all other wilderness 
conforming existing uses in unlimited numbers..  This is not equitable and 
not acceptable!   
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    * The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
    * The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
    * The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late 
and has wasted millions in tax payer money 
    * The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
    * The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a 
flawed measure that should be eliminated from any considerations. There is 
no way a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative 
burden for the agency. 
    * Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully 
allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) 
allows paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a 
real user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when 
encounter standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all 
available indirect measures first. 
    * The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic 
Rivers regardless of who owns the land along the river. 
    * All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 
 
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a 
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same 
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling 
should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except 
on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeff Sharpe 
78 S. Main St. #4 
W. Lebanon, NH 03784 








From: Ed Gates


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/12/2008 09:41 PM


Please open the Upper Chattooga River to kayaks, just like The Lord intended.  
Today.
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From: Woody Austin


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Headwaters
Date: 07/10/2008 01:42 PM


To whom it may concern,


I would like to voice my disappointment in regards to the recent
environmental assessment of the Chattooga Wild and Scenic River. There
is absolutely no basis to ban paddlers who wish to float the river. In
fact, paddlers are less likely to create a harmful environmental
impact than anglers, hikers, or campers. There is very little risk of
litter involved with paddling. We are not disturbing the wildlife,
(and at least not catching it and then eating it like anglers) we are
not harming anyone else, and we are only enjoying a hobby that is fun,
much like anglers, hikers, and campers. It is hardly equitable that
one group of people should be excluded on no factual basis while
others who are more detrimental to the environment are allowed to
continue their activities.


I find it blatantly ignorant and selfish that such a ban should be
imposed, especially after supposedly considering a claim against the
ban. I deplore you to actually take a look at the situation and
realize that paddlers are no more detrimental to the ecosystem than
any other group. I would also encourage research into the mindset of
most paddlers. We wish to encourage environmental protection, moreso
than most of the general population.  Please, be intelligent about
this decision and take a look at what is really going on.


Sincerely,
Woody Austin
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From: Nancy Oppenheimer-Smolen


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/08/2008 07:02 PM


Dear Forest Service 
 
Please do not allow boating of any kind in the upper Chatooga 
River. Boaters have the entire remainder of the river to use for 
this activity. …..keep more of our wilderness wild! So little is left 
sacred anymore….please leave it alone for the next generation to 
enjoy. 
 
Thanks
 
Tom Smolen
 
Seneca SC
 
oppenheimerart@bellsouth.net
www.nancyoppenheimer.com
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From: Wade Vagias


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: EA Comments
Date: 07/02/2008 03:14 PM


July 2, 2008
 
 
To whom it may concern:
 
ALTERNATIVE #4 IS UNACCEPTABLE FOR THE 
FOLLOWING REASONS:


 
1.       The Upper Chattooga is a public river that has never been open 
to boating.  Limiting boating without extended user trials (opening it 
for a certain period of time during which scientific study is 
undertaken) or empirical evaluations of impacts (sociological/
ecological) is both WRONG and UNJUSTIFIED.  Thus, Alternative #8 
is the only justifiable alternative proposed by the USFS and 
Alternative #4 should be abandoned in favor of Alternative #8.


 
2.       By including use stipulations for boaters, the preferred EA is 
ILLEGAL according to the Wilderness Act.  Thus, Alternative #8 is the 
only justifiable alternative proposed by the USFS and Alternative #4 
should be abandoned in favor of Alternative #8.


 
3.       By including use stipulations for boaters, the preferred EA is 
ILLEGAL according to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.  Thus, 
Alternative #8 is the only justifiable alternative proposed by the USFS 
and Alternative #4 should be abandoned in favor of Alternative #8.


 
4.       You state 450 cfs is the highest level for fishing and an optimum 
for boating.  Thus, fisherman are allowed access for an entire flow 
‘window’ (lowest flows to what is considered maximum for fishing) 
while boaters only get ‘half a window’ (from optimum boating flow to 
what is considered maximum).   This is unfair for potential boaters 
with no empirical evidence to suggest this is the best alternative.  
Further, according to the stipulations detailed in Alternative #4, 
boaters will only have, on average, 6 days of sufficient flows/year.  
THIS IS UNACCEPTABLE FOR A PUBLIC RIVER!  Thus, Alternative #8 
is the only justifiable alternative proposed by the USFS and 
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Alternative #4 should be abandoned in favor of Alternative #8.
 


5.       Without empirical analyses, there is no evidence that conflict 
between boaters and anglers would occur on the upper river.  Thus, 
EA (#4) is based on unsubstantiated claims and is UNJUSTIFIED.  
Alternative #8 is the only justifiable alternative proposed by the USFS 
and Alternative #4 should be abandoned in favor of Alternative #8.


 
6.       Why limit boating to periods between 12/1 & 3/1?  Again, no 
empirical evidence to suggest a seasonal time constrictions is 
justified.   Thus, Alternative #8 is the only justifiable alternative 
proposed by the USFS and Alternative #4 should be abandoned in 
favor of Alternative #8.


 
7.        Alternative #8 is the only justifiable and defensible alternative 
offered by the USFS.  However, it is my opinion that you included the 
point “allows the use of rafts, a craft type no considered in any other 
alternative” to nullify any consideration of this alternative.  It is my 
position that the USFS change its preferred alternative from #4 to #8 
and eliminate the use of rafts from the upper river.  


 
Your management direction regarding boating on the upper river has, for 
the past 30 years, been inconsistent with the management of other, similar 
federally managed rivers.  Please take this opportunity to show that you are 
capable of making the correct decision and choose Alternative #8.  This 
would show your management to be consistent with the laws and acts that 
you operate under.  Any option other than #8 is ILLEGAL, UNJUSTIFIED, 
and is INCONSISTENT with other federally managed Wild and Scenic 
Rivers.   
 
In sum, I am in completed disagreement with preferred EA #4 and 
respectfully request you eliminate #4 in favor of #8.
 
Thank you for you consideration.
 


/s/ Wade Vagias
 
Wade Vagias
107 Hartwell Drive
Seneca, SC  29672







wadev@clemson.edu
(724) 355-0985
 
 








From: Smthdbr608@aol.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: (no subject)
Date: 07/10/2008 02:49 PM


i am not a fan of the proposed measures allowing the boating on such a small 
section that really doesn't need any more pressure than it already has.  I dont 
think it is beneficial to the river in any way to add user pressure upstream of the 
prime fishing areas due to siltation and sediments which area problem in the river 
as is.  It will result in few angler boater conflicts yes but i am not sure it is wort h 
the extra resources and manpower it will take to monitor and police this
 
 
 


Get the scoop on last night's hottest shows and the live music scene in your area - 
Check out TourTracker.com!
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From: ejuday@juno.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/15/2008 12:31 AM


U.S. Forest Service
Chattooga River Project
4931 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29212.
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
Dear Sumter National Forest,
As a long time outdoors enthusiast I feel compelled to write regarding
the Chattooga River Headwaters.  As an avid outdoors enthusiast I have
been fishing and boating for more than 35 years. I have been on more than
100 different rivers and creeks. 
Being on the water for water ever reason is a passion for me. 
Chattooga Alertanaive #4 is not an alternative it is still a ban on
boating 
There are sections will not be open to boating. If one section can be
opened up when water levels are above 450cfs because that’s too high for
fishing then all sections should be open for the same reason.
The decision is not based on scientific data, if it was, then the highest
water months of March and April would be open to boating. Why would March
and April be excluded from boating above 450cfs? If they intend to open
up for boating when it’s not good for fishing then March and April should
be open for boating because those months have the highest average water
levels. 
Determining when levels of the river are above 450cfs is a management
nightmare. There are no other rivers that use this type of restriction.
Mainly because you can’t predict accurately what water levels will be in
the future. The only possible way to determine what a day’s level will be
is at the end of the day.
The only reason for maintaining this ban on boating is perceived conflict
between anglers and boaters. Historically these conflicts have included
local anglers attacking and harassing boaters with verbal assaults,
throwing rocks, slashing boaters tires and pulling firearms on boaters.
The boaters were victims of these events and the local Forest Service
Sumter Office victimized the boaters even more by banning them from the
Headwaters sections. This ban is just a continuation of this government
sponsored discrimination. Seems the local Sumter Office may have the
anglers in their pockets if not the least in their favor.
These perceived conflicts between anglers and boaters exist no where else
in the Forest Service lands. Not on any river or creek. Not on any river
outside of the Forest Service lands. Nowhere! Not even on other sections
of the same river. The lower section of the Chattoga has no documented
conflicts and anglers and boaters share the same river. Why are other
rivers and other sections of the Chattoog conflict free but not the
Headwaters?
The EA does not address the damage done by the anglers to the river
corridor. There is lots of documented data that the anglers do the most
damage to the banks and the river bottom. The stir up the river bottom
destroying the native trout habitat, create user trails that erode the
banks, leave trash and fishing debris. 
The EA is not viable and breaks many basic rules and laws for preparing
such documents. It is quite clearly not a scientific document; it is a
philosophical and political one. It flies in the face of the successful
AW appeal decision that required a user capacity analysis (which has not
been conducted) and equitable treatment of all users if limits are needed
to protect the resource. The new EA essentially claims that the river has
a capacity of zero boating and a capacity of infinite hiking, angling,
and camping. That is hardly equitable. The USFS hired qualified
consultants and then ignored their input 
The proposed management action on the Chattooga will influence the
management of rivers across the country and would create a selfishly
motivated precedent that would negatively impact rivers, managers, and
recreationist. Private landowners are seeking a monopoly on a Wild and
Scenic public river, the Forest Service is seeking to strip basic
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protections from Wild and Scenic Rivers, and other stakeholders claiming
zero-tolerance of paddlers are seeking to have paddling prohibited.
Boaters are irrationally being singled out for adverse treatment, even
while the Chief of the Forest Service directed that all users be treated
equitably.
The Chief of Forest Service overturned the previous decision and sent it
back to Sumter Office with a directive to allow all users equal
treatment. The new alternative fails to achieve that goal. It is still
maintains the 30 year ban on boating.
Thank you for considering these comments. Please consider conducting a
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users. Paddling
should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8,
except on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.
Thank you for considering these comments,
Sincerely
Eric Juday
4112 Jeffery Lane Point
High Point, NC 27265
____________________________________________________________
Click here for great computer networking solutions!
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL2141/fc/Ioyw6i3oHgMjdZuDfrCjpP2yFp0wnwujkLvH4BssqfPnvQnUNVe6Zb/








From: Lauren Goulding


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Comments on Chattooga EA
Date: 07/12/2008 10:51 PM


To whom it may concern:


I am deeply concerned over the draft Environmental Assessment for the  
Upper Chattooga river. I have had the opportunity to kayak lower  
sections of the Chattooga twice over the past several years, and have  
come to appreciate the special qualities of this wild and scenic river.


The draft EA essentially continues the paddling ban of the Upper  
Chattooga that has been in effect for the past 30 years. Opening 1/3  
of the river up for an average of 6 days a year in the middle of  
winter is simply not a substantive change of current conditions.


To suggest that the upper Chattooga river cannot support recreational  
boating is simply ludicrous. It privileges anglers over kayakers  
without basis in logic or fact; kayaking and angling are not mutually  
exclusive activities, and recreational boating would in no way  
detract from the excellent trout-fishing that exists in these waters.


Recreational boating, like hiking, backpacking, and angling, is a low- 
impact wilderness activity, and the waters of the Chattooga should be  
open to kayakers, rafters, etc.


The draft EA is an inequitable document. It's recommendations on  
recreational boating are political rather than scientific, and they  
set a dangerous precedent for all those who love wild and scenic rivers.


Sincerely,
Lauren Goulding


Lauren Goulding
21 E. San Miguel St.
Colorado Springs, CO
80903
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From: Curtis walk


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatooga River EA comments
Date: 07/11/2008 09:58 AM


U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us 
July 11, 2008
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
 Dear Sumter National Forest,
 I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River and I disagree with your analysis and 
your proposal.  It is hard to believe that this is the final result after all the 
time and hard work that has gone into this process. The chosen alternative 
has no basis in fairness for all users of this area and should be reconsidered 
before proceeding any further. The following points are just a partial list of 
issues that I believe to be wrong with the current EA.
 


●     The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling 
on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river to boating. 


●     The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  The AW 
appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it? 


●     No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the 
upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any justification. 


●     The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river 
because they considers boating to be the only management variable, while 
other larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for limits.  


●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper river, 
a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited boating on the 
remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited 
numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!   


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
●     The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
●     The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and 


has wasted millions in tax payer money 
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
●     The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a 
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flawed measure that should be eliminated from any considerations. There is 
no way a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative burden 
for the agency. 


●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows 
boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows 
paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real 
user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter 
standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available 
indirect measures first. 


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 
regardless of who owns the land along the river. 


●     All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 


  
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a 
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same 
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should 
be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the 
entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.
Thank you for considering these comments,
 Sincerely
Curtis Walk, AIA
Legerton Architecture, P.A.
21 North Liberty Street
Asheville, NC 28801
 
Email:   curtis@legertonarchitecture.com
Phone:  828.251.9125
Fax:      828.281.1287
www.legertonarchitecture.com 
 



mailto:steve@legertonarchitecture.com

http://www.legertonarchitecture.com/






From: Ray  Gentry


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Alternative 4 Comments
Date: 07/09/2008 09:15 AM
Attachments: Ray Gantry- Alltel.vcf 


U S Forest Service Alt 4 Memo 7-8-08.doc 


Please review my comments in the attached letter.
 
Ray
 
 
Ray E. Gentry 
404-680-6736
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To:


U S Forest Service



4931 Broad River Road



Columbia, SC 29212



From:
Ray E. Gentry


White County, Georgia



Date:
July 8, 2008


Subject: Chattooga River Project Zoning - Alternative #4 Comments


US Forest Service:



I first would like to express my sincere thank you for all the hard work in evaluating the current issues between user groups on the Chattooga River. This process has been very thorough, fair, professional and a credit to all Forest Service staff, Wildlife Professionals and user groups who have participated in this effort. The zoning of competing user groups is the best way to protect this precious resource and the Forest Service has selected an Alternative that protects this vital resource for my grandchildren and I thank you. 



I have reviewed Alternative #4 and I support this alternative but I believe there are four comments that will make this alternative stronger and more practical for user groups and for the management of this valuable resource.


Comment 1:


“ Maximum 4 groups per day between County Line Road trail and Bull Pen and a maximum 4 groups per day between Bull Pen Bridge and Burrells Ford Bridge”.



The U S Forrest Service must have a web based permit plan to issue “on line” and printable permits to boaters for these sections. The permits will only be available for issue on the days a “boatable day” has been declared.


Comment 2:



“…the corresponding number of “boatable” days is the estimated number of days when the water level would be predicted to average 450 cfs over the course of a 24 hour period, not simply when the flow level is expected to hit450 cfs for a limited time.”




The Forrest Service must be the fact finder and decision maker for issuing a green light for each authorized “boatable” day. The Forrest Service should have the above web site publish a go or no-go for the predictable 24-hour flow average “boatable” day.  No permits should be issued until the green light is on and then the permitee can fill out and print his permit and have it when he leaves home for the Chattooga. When the authorized permit quota for a particular section is filled for the day, no more permits for that day will be issued by the U S Forest Service.


Comment 3:



Alternative #4 does not specify fees for violations. To do so would show serious management and control. Fees for violations should be published and equal to other license violations for other user groups in this and other licensed user activities. A second violation by an individual user should require a significant deterrent with impoundment of equipment and/or loss of permitting privileges.


Comment 4:


“Manage encounters using adaptive management strategy …”


Management of the new Chattooga corridor will be intense and filled with user issues, conflicts, permits, “boatable” day disputes, violations, honest disagreements and questions. This corridor must have a knowledgeable long term dedicated professional on site and directed solely to managing this valued resource.


Alternative #4 is very good but the addition of the above suggestions will make it fair, more “user friendly” and infinitely easier to manage.


Respectfully;



Ray E. Gentry



White County, Georgia







From: Daniel Spencer


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatooga Headwaters recreational management plan
Date: 07/02/2008 04:00 PM


Dear US Forestry Service,
 
 
The Chatooga headwaters is an excellent resource.  I am upset that the Forestry 
Service officials chose recreational management proposal alternative #4.  This is a 
proposal that excludes one group of recreational users, (boaters), while allowing 
another, (trout fishermen), unrestricted access.   This is unfair.  As a hiker, I see far 
greater impact to the Chatooga headwaters from recreational anglers who trash the 
place and leave fishing line in the stream as well as lots of other trash on the 
banks.  If you can limit boater access due to projected conflicts with boaters, then 
you should limit angler access to prevent anglers from destroying the enjoyment to 
other groups of recreational users.  Will you be limiting angler access on boatable 
days to prevent conflict between the 2 groups?   If this is a truly prime trout hatchery 
that must be protected, then I find it hypocritical to allow anglers unrestricted access 
since they have a far greater impact on trout viability than any other recreational 
user group.  
 
Please reconsider you management plan to make it fair to all recreational user 
groups and don’t exclude one group to the exclusive benefit of another.   That is the 
type of fair management plan we expect out of our US government officials.
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Spencer
2029 Mountain Ave.
Scotch Plains. NJ 07076
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From: RussMartin78@aol.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Boating Ban
Date: 07/15/2008 03:41 PM


Fair and equal access for all in the Chattooga Headwaters.
 
You all have got to be just as sick of the mess as we are. We have all wasted 
enough time and money on this. And in this lengthy process done nothing but 
drive the boating vs fishing rift even deeper than it already was. I see an 
enforcement nightmare for already strapped and over worked staff in this area. I 
would much rather them be able to focus on real life safety issues going on night 
and day year round under their purview.  
 
Why is a couple of miles of creek such a big deal to boaters around the Country? 
Case history for the next area boating is attempted to be banned by our Forest 
Service. Throw that in with your area surely being one of the most beautiful areas 
East of the Rockies and anyone being objective should be able to see what all 
the fuss about.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Martin
Richmond,VA 
 
 
 


Get the scoop on last night's hottest shows and the live music scene in your area - 
Check out TourTracker.com!
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From: John.D.Pruitt@jci.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/09/2008 05:41 PM


 
Dear Sumter National Forest,  
 
 My name is John Pruitt and I live in Atlanta Georgia.  I learned to paddle 10 
years ago and my first few trips down a river was on the Chattooga.  Even 
before I was a paddler I spent many weekends fishing on the upper stretches of 
the river.  I love the Chattooga River and look for  a reason to go as often as I 
can.  
 
When I first started boating I always found it odd that there was an imaginary 
line between what I could and could not boat.  Not because of private property 
but because the government felt like I might get in a fight with a fisherman (and 
since I fish that means with myself).  I was excited to learn that I would have an 
opportunity to boat the upper reaches and have even more reasons to visit a 
river I love.  
 
But all those hopes were crushed when I read the Environmental Assessment 
regarding the recreational management of the Chattooga River that was issued a 
week or so ago.  I disagree with your analysis and your proposal.  Both treat me 
and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly.  
 
Here is a summary of a few of my issues:  
 
It seems that you have limited my right to use the river but no one else.  Can 
fisherman still use the river when it's "boating season"?  If so that even makes 
less sense  
 
The way the boating is allowed will limit the number of users so severely that no 
one other than people who live within 15 min of the river will be able to use it.  I 
would assume you tried to allow boating in your decision because you knew it 
was the right thing to do but you put so many restrictions on it you really have 
continued the ban for myself and many others.  
 
What if we have a huge rain and the river is running in the middle of July.  Why 
can't we boat it?  I there is no valid reason for limiting boating  
 
The average daily mean flow is only know after the fact so that is not a valid 
way to tell if I can run the river.  If you followed this rule you would have to wait 
and see what it was after the fact and if it was too low arrest people that were 
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on the river.  This needs to be taken out.  
 
How will you control the number of groups on the river.  How do I now if I'm 
group 1 or group 5.  I definitely won't know till I get there.  
 
There still is no basis for limiting boating listed in t he decision so the ban still 
does not make sense  
 
I would prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that was purposed earlier in 
this process  
 
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real 
user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, 
places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in 
a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper 
Chattooga River and its tributaries.  
 
Thank you for considering these comments,  
 
Sincerely  
 
John Pruitt 
Account Executive 
Johnson Controls, Inc. 
1350 Northmeadow Parkway, Suite 100 
Roswell, GA 30076 
Phone: 770-870-2634 
Fax: 770-663-1490 
Cell: 404-867-2262 
e-mail: John.D.Pruitt@jci.com 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, and any attachments to it, is 
intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may 
contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any unauthorized review, use, 
disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, or 
the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, 
please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original 
message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive 
communication through this medium, please so advise the sender immediately.








From: Judy Lampert


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Please do not allow boating on the Upper Chattooga
Date: 07/15/2008 04:08 PM


Thank you,
Judy Lampert
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From: Norm Ferris


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Boating on the Chatooga River
Date: 07/02/2008 04:14 PM


As someone who was opposed to boating on the Chatooga River I can live with 
alternative 4.
   
                                                 Norman Ferris
                                                 Columbia, SC
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From: Kevin McInturff (Engineering)


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Proposal
Date: 07/10/2008 02:53 PM


Dear Sir or Madam:
 
I am writing in response to the preferred alternative for the Chattooga River – 
Alternative 4.
 
As background, I am an avid fisherman and fish most weekends. I also do a 
considerable amount of paddling (not nearly as much as I fish), and probably my 
very favorite pastime is combining my two hobbies by fishing while paddling, so I 
feel that I am more than qualified to respond to the Alternative 4.
 
I think the proposal has a few absolutely fatal flaws.
 


1.  Why does this proposal still ban boating below Burrell’s Ford? The section 
below Burrell’s Ford is an outstanding resource that should be shared by all. 
There is no logical basis to keep the paddling ban in place on this section. 


2.  The minimum flow requirement is arbitrary and will be impossible to enforce 
as well as impossible for a paddler to adhere to. What if a group of paddlers 
put on the river at the minimum flow level and the flow drops while they are 
on the river to below the minimum? There is no way to predict what the 
mean flow for the day will be without extensive hydrogeological predictions. 


3.  The very worst provision in the entire proposal is the one that limits the 
number of groups per day. I understand the maximum number of people in a 
group, but limiting the number of groups during a day is another provision 
that will be impossible to enforce, and will be completely impossible for 
paddlers to follow. If a couple of paddlers drive four hours to paddle the river 
only to find that the four groups are ahead of them, are they just supposed to 
turn around and drive four hours back home? Are all the paddlers in the 
southeast supposed to call each other up the night before a rainstorm and 
figure out who is going and who is staying at home? Keep in mind that there 
will be no way to issue a permit system, like on Tallulah, since the upper 
Chattooga’s flows are based entirely on unpredictable rainfall rather than 
predictable dam releases. 


 
The main point of the alternative seems to be trying to limit the conflicts between 
boaters and fisherman. A much better compromise to limit this conflict is to 
establish the Chattooga and its tributaries upstream of Hwy 28 as a seasonal trout 
stream, like many other streams in Georgia, and allow boating anywhere in the 
watershed upstream of Hwy 28 when trout season is closed. This compromise will 
mean zero conflicts between trout fisherman and paddlers, and will probably 
improve the trout population’s health, size, and numbers. There is no need to set 
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water level limits as paddlers will establish their own limits. Keeping the group size 
down is fine, but limiting the total number of groups in a given day is a very bad idea 
with no way to implement. The very nature of the run will limit the number of groups. 
 
Please feel free to contact me if you wish to discuss further.
 
Thanks,
 
Kevin McInturff, P.E.
770-983-5768
kmcinturff@hallcounty.org
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From: Sean Cobourn


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject:
Date: 07/11/2008 10:11 AM


U.S. Forest Service
Chattooga River Project
4931 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29212.
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us
 
July 11, 2008 
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
 
Dear Sumter National Forest,
 
I am an avid paddler, outdoor recreation advocate, attorney  and a parent of 
two young daughters I wish to instill with a love of the outdoors and a 
respect for government and the sometimes convoluted processes we must 
sometimes go through to get the government to do the correct thing.
 
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and your 
proposal.  Both treat me and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly and 
your proposal would not meet my interests.  Please consider the following 
concerns I have regarding this issue:
 


●     The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling 
on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river to boating. 


●       
●     The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  The AW 


appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it? 
●       
●     No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the 


upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any justification. 
●       
●     The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river 


because they considers boating to be the only management variable, while 
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other larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for limits. 
●       
●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3’s of the upper 


river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited boating 
on the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited 
numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!  


●       
●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits. 
●       
●     The EA lacks a full range of alternatives. 
●       
●     The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and 


has wasted millions in tax payer money.  This angers me. 
●       
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input. 
●       
●     The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a 


flawed measure that should be eliminated from any considerations. There is 
no way a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative burden 
for the agency. 


●       
●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows 


boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows 
paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real 
user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter 
standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available 
indirect measures first. 


●       
●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 


regardless of who owns the land along the river. 
●       
●     All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 


Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 
  
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a 
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same 
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should 
be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the 
entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.
 
Thank you for considering these comments,







 
Sincerely
 
Sean Cobourn
123 Carbandy Drive
Inman, SC  29349 
 








From: James Pressley


Sent By: jameskpressley@mac.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chatooga River access
Date: 07/12/2008 11:36 PM


I would urge the council to not make any changes in this area. Some  
places are just meant to be wild and inaccessible without great  
difficulty. This maintains the spirit and adventure in those areas.  
THe beauty and glory of being alone.


Please do not make any changes to the current status of this area.


James Pressley
GCF Inc.
(C) 770-757-3616
(F) 404-521-4085
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From: Carol Meyhoefer


Reply To: weekdaymtbiker@yahoo.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga river access
Date: 07/15/2008 01:25 AM


Our tax money shouldn't restrict whitewater canoeing and kayaking when the river levels aren't conducive to fishing. 
Free our rivers & quit misusing our taxes. It's fishermen and swimmers who leave trash, desecrate campgrounds & support 
stocking of fish that compete with the naturalized fish. Let's limit fishing and swimming to 5 days a year.


Carol Meyhoefer
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From: Rob Maxwell


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Headwaters EA Management Plan: Choose Alternative #8
Date: 07/11/2008 10:41 AM


Dear Sir,
 
I am an avid whitewater paddler, backpacker and day hiker. Over the past 
25 years I have had the pleasure of hiking, camping and boating in and 
around the Chattooga wilderness area. I have recently reviewed the latest 
Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational management of the 
Chattooga River and find that after five years of meetings, study periods, 
comments and delays, the USFS has decided to support a management 
plan that not only unjustifiably discriminates against one user group in 
favor of another, but also does not go far enough to protect the 
wilderness area.
 
The following is a list of my concerns with Alternative #4:
 
>> Boating in the headwaters is heavily restricted and still banned in the 
Chattooga Cliffs area and the tributaries of the headwaters. These 
restrictions and bans are unjustified and should be replaced with 
unrestricted boating access to all sections of the Chattooga River and its 
tributaries. I am in favor of justifiable restrictions on user groups in order 
to protect the wilderness and the wilderness experience as long as it is 
done in a fair and equitable manner. The Forest Service has failed to 
complete a competent study of boating and its effects in the Chattooga 
Headwaters to support any ban or restrictions. Furthermore, the Forest 
Service has chosen to ignore proof that boating would have no negative 
impact on the wilderness or the wilderness experience.
            
>> Unrestricted boating should be allowed on all sections of the 
Chattooga River and its tributaries because it will not impact other user 
groups. All the Forest Service needs to do is look at the "Chattooga 
Headwaters User Capacity Study" held on January 5 & 6 of 2007 to prove 
this point. In two days of boating the entire stretch of the Chattooga 
Headwaters at near minimum water levels, the boaters didn't see a single 
angler, hiker, camper, bird watcher or swimmer. Its obvious that boating 
takes place in weather conditions and water levels unfavorable to most 
user groups. Thus, boating will have little to no impact on other user 
groups' wilderness experience.
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>> Unrestricted boating should be allowed on all sections of the 
Chattooga River and its tributaries because it will have negligible impact 
on the environment. Any environmental damage concerns the Forest 
Service has can be eliminated by visiting neighboring Overflow Creek. 
Overflow is similar in structure and environment to the headwaters. It is 
considered one of the crowned jewels of boating in the southeast and is 
boated regularly after heavy rains. With over 25 years of boating use, it 
shows almost no signs of environmental damage. Boaters don't even leave 
footsteps.
            
>> Heavily restricting and banning boating in the Chattooga Headwaters 
is also legally dubious. No other federally managed river has such bans or 
restrictions on boating. Therefore, this decision is out of step with the 
management principles of similar federally managed rivers. Unjustified 
restrictions and bans are illegal according to the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act and the Wilderness Act. Restricting and banning boating without 
similar measures being applied equally to other user groups is simply 
unfair and discriminatory. Boaters deserve equal protection under the 
laws. 
 
>> For over a decade the the Forest Service has had time to research the 
effects of boating on the environment and the wilderness experience in 
the Chattooga Headwaters. To date, the Forest Service has released no 
quantifiable data or user capacity analysis to prove why boating should be 
restricted or banned. The Forest Service has simply placed restrictions and 
bans on boating in order to continue, as much as possible, the status quo. 
If the Forest Service has significant quantifiable data to support boating 
restrictions and bans in the headwaters, please release this information to 
the public. Otherwise, without proof to the contrary, unrestricted boating 
should be allowed in the headwaters and its tributaries.
 
>> Heavliy restricting and banning boating in the headwaters is also not 
in keeping with USFS management standards. The Office of the Chief of 
the USFS stated that the original boating ban was baseless and needed to 
be reassessed. If the original boating ban was baseless, it is logical to 
assume the new restrictions and bans, without supporting data or analysis 
are similarly baseless. Again, if the Forest Service has significant 
quantifiable data to support boating restrictions and bans in the 
headwaters, please release this information to the public. Otherwise 







without proof to the contrary, unrestricted boating should be allowed in 
the headwaters and its tributaries. 
 
>> Alternative #4 is simply a continuation of the 30 year-old total boating 
ban. It essentially makes it impossible to boat the Headwaters of the 
Chattooga River legally. With an average of less than 10 legal boating 
days a year and under severe restrictions of group size, number and daily 
frequency, only a lucky handful of boaters will ever be able to expereince 
the Chattooga Headwaters legally. For all intents and purposes, this is still 
a total boating ban.
 
>> The many prescribed restrictions for boating the headwaters are, in 
effect, an undue burden on would-be boaters and an administrative 
burden to the Forest Service. How will the "daily average mean of 450cfs" 
be quantified? Who will declare it a boatable day? If its a daily average 
mean, the day will be declared boatable after it has passed! How will the 
permitting system work? Will permits be available at only one very out of 
the way Forest Service station? Will permits be handed out before the day 
is declared boatable, thus making the permit itself illegal? Who will count 
the number of times a boater runs the river to insure they run it only 
once? Who will make sure there are less than six boaters in each group? 
Who will make sure they don't run the banned sections? How will you 
educate the boating public on the banned and legal sections of rivers. How 
will you educate the boating public on the confusing array of restrictions 
and bans? The restrictions are so severe that, like in the past, some 
boaters will continue to boat the headwaters illegally. The Forest Service 
will then be faced with administering the confusing array of boating 
restrictions, while still chasing illegal boaters on legal as well as illegal 
boating days. Thus, adding to the Forest Service workload instead of 
allowing them to efficiently manage the wilderness. Obviously, these 
restrictions were never ment to honestly allow boating. Again, It 
essentially makes it impossible to boat the Headwaters of the Chattooga 
River legally. 
 
>> The Forest Service has chosen to control and restrict much more 
environmentally damaging user groups with indirect measures. So, hikers 
who blaze their own trails; campers who trample an area; and fishermen 
who damage the river banks, leave fishing line in  trees, and fish stocked 
non-native trout are allowed almost unfettered access to the wilderness 
area. All this while the enviromentally friendly, seldom seen boater is 







blacklisted with unjustified severe restrictons and bans. Again, it is time 
the forest service did the right thing and allowed unrestricted access to 
the Chattooga Headwaters and its tributaries to boating.
 
The Forest Service's recommended management plan, Alternative #4, is 
heavily flawed and should be withdrawn from consideration in favor of 
Alternative #8. I find Alternative #8 acceptable, with a few adjustments:
 
>> Allow unrestricted boating on the entire Chattooga River and its 
tributaries below Grimshawes Bridge.
 
>> Don't allow rafts. Rafts are not an appropriate boat for the tight nature 
of the headwaters. Restrict boats to more appropriate water craft such as 
duckies, kayaks and canoes.
 
>> Allow limited removal of LWD. Removing LWD in locations dangerous 
to boaters, such as in rapids or swift current increases the safety of the 
runs without effecting the ecology of the river. The Forest Service has 
been sent, and has available, a significant amount of data showing that 
limited LWD removal will not alter the ecology of the river.
 
>> Use a permit, or similar quantifiable tracking system, as the backbone 
for the "adaptive management approach." 
 
>> Include encounter standards based on a real user capacity study. This 
can then be used to fairly limit total use when encounter standards are 
consistently exceeded.
 
>> If the encounter standards are consistently exceeded use indirect 
measures to limit encounters before reverting to bans or restrictions.
 
>> Ban the introduction of non-native species or plant life in the 
wilderness areas. The wilderness is not Disneyland to be physically altered 
or added to for the enjoyment of user groups. It is to be protected in its 
natural state. Please consider banning the introduction of anything non-
native into the wilderness area.
 
I applaud the Forest Service to offering Alternative #8. It is a flexible and 
insightful plan that treats all environmentally friendly user groups equally 
and complies with the Wilderness Act and the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 







I strongly encourage the Forest Service to abandon Alternative #4 and 
approve an adjusted Alternative #8, as the final management plan.
 
Sincerely,
Robert Maxwell
Atlanta, GA 
 








From: Karl Koon


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga Environmental Assessment
Date: 07/15/2008 09:05 AM


                                                                                                                                
                                                                                Karl N. Koon
                                                                                                                                
                                                                                177 Jones Cove Road
                                                                                                                                
                                                                                Asheville, NC   28805
                                
                                                                                                                                
                                                                                July 14, 2008
 
U S Forest Service
Chattooga River Project
4931 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC   29212
 
RE:          Chattooga River
 
Dear Sumter National Forest,
 
                As a native and lifelong resident of Western North Carolina, I have had the 
pleasure to grow up experiencing the natural resources that this area affords.  For the 
past 37 years I have enjoyed the unique features and experiences that the Chattooga 
River provides and have been introducing my family to the special area that is the North 
Carolina section of the Chattooga River.
 
                With the release of the Upper Chattooga Environmental Assessment, I feel 
compelled to provide my comments to ensure that the experiences I have enjoyed can 
continue for my children and future generations.  Having kayaked the Chattooga in the 
past, I strongly believe that there is currently ample opportunities for paddling the river 
and do not think it is in the best interest of the river or the myriad of  users who do not 
adopt paddling as a pastime to further expand boating on the river.
 
                I understand that the proposed alternative is a compromise to address the 
needs of many different users.  I believe that three important points needs to be included 
in the final Assessment for clarity and accuracy.
 
                The first point is that angling above Bull Pen was never studied, and as a 
result the fishing at higher water levels on the upper river is greater than the Assessment 
reports.  I have been able to find excellent fishing above Bun Pen at almost any water 
level and at any time of year.
 
                Secondly, the Assessment assumes that the river is impacted by flows equally 
along the entire length from Highway 28 up to the Sliding Rock in North Carolina.  This is 



mailto:Karl@ashevilleoil.com

mailto:comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us





not true.  The river decreases in size as you move upstream and the biggest issue I face 
in fishing the upper reaches of the river is insufficient flow, not excessive flows.   By 
using the flow analysis from South Carolina, North Carolina anglers are being punished.  
By beginning boating below Bull Pen, anglers can be protected on the North Carolina 
section of the Chattooga.
 
                Lastly, the Chattooga is the only stream in the area that is being managed to 
lessen the disturbances created by boating.  Allowing any additional boating should be 
assessed with the understanding that this will eliminate the only option available to 
anglers to enjoy their recreation at boatable water levels.
 
                I ask that in reviewing the Environmental Assessment, you consider the 
impacts to North Carolina anglers caused by basing the assessment on South Carolina 
data.  A policy that starts boating at Bull Pen would allow al least one segment of the 
river in North Carolina to remain protected.
 
                Thank you for including my comments in your final Environmental Assessment.
 
 
                                                                                                                
                                                                                Sincerely,
                                                                                                                
                                                                                Karl N. Koon       
 
 
Cc:          Senator Richard Burr
                Senator Elizabeth Dole
                Congressman Heath Shuler
 
 
 
 
 








From: Richard Stout


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Coments
Date: 07/13/2008 04:51 PM


To Whom it may concern, 
 
I support Alternative 8.  It is highly preferable to any other alternative, as it is the 
only one that provides a meaningful opportunity for whitewater boating.  While I 
understand the need for restrictions to protect the quality of the resource, I 
strongly oppose a prohibition on running any section of river. 
 
Increased sedimentation as a result of portage trails is negligible and not sufficient 
justification to limit boating access. Page 21 of the draft says as much, "None of 
the alternatives are likely to create cumulative impacts across the Chattooga 
watershed." 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments.   
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Stout 
 


Use video conversation to talk face-to-face with Windows Live Messenger. Get 
started. 
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From: David Cannon


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Boating Issue
Date: 07/10/2008 03:52 PM


While compromise is almost always the best means for resolving an issue, it simply 
is not in this case. Any "equality" or "fairness" that is pushed on this stretch of the 
Chattooga in the way of allowing boaters to boat will result in anything but 
"equality" or "fairness" for many of the other user groups that enjoy the area for its 
unique qualities; qualities that exist because of the glaring absence of people using 
anything other than their two feet to explore this wonderful place.  
  
Simply put, when a boater floats down a stretch of river, he or she affects every 
other person and creature that they pass. Conversely, an angler or bird-watcher or 
photographer or hiker can avoid others who are trying to enjoy the solitude this 
area so uniquely provides. So when many of the users who drive for hours (almost 
a four hour drive each way for me and I make it about six times a year) to reach 
this special place arrive only to have their solitude interuppted by boaters floating 
down an uninteruppted river, we will all suffer. 
  
If boating is allowed on any portion of the upper 21 miles of the Chattooga River, 
how will that be "fair" to anyone except the boaters? The rest of us will watch as 
the prized Chattooga transforms from a wonderfully primitive area to "just another 
river." Please make the right call on this and leave what is right alone. 
  
Thank you very much for your time. 
 
David Cannon 
Morris National Magazines 
(770) 656-7230 


Need to know now? Get instant answers with Windows Live Messenger. IM on your 
terms. 
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From: jljames2@catamount.wcu.edu


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/09/2008 06:59 PM


U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project
4931 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29212.
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us
 
July 16, 2008
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
Dear Sumter National Forest,
I am Logan James, a 23 year old local Clayton Georgia paddler and fisherman.  I 
have been paddling the lower sections of the Chattooga for over 15 years and have 
been fishing all of the Chattooga for over 15 years.  I care about this river and its 
tributaries because being a local paddler it is close to the house for convenince and 
have always wanted to paddle it, but can't because of the ban that has been in 
affect my entire life.
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and your 
proposal.  The proposal treats me, my community of river enthusiasts, and my dad 
and a few other local paddlers unfairly and your proposal would not meet my 
interests.  Please consider the following concerns I have regarding this issue:


●     No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the 
upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any justification. 


●     The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river 
because they considers boating to be the only management variable, while 
other larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for limits.  


●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper 
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited boating 
on the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited 
numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable!   


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
●     The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
●     The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and 


has wasted millions in tax payer money 
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
●     The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a 


flawed measure that should be eliminated from any considerations. There is 
no way a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative 
burden for the agency. 


●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows 
boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows 
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paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real 
user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter 
standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available 
indirect measures first. 


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 
regardless of who owns the land along the river. 


●     All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 


  
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real user 
capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, places, 
and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in a similar 
manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper Chattooga River 
and its tributaries.
Thank you for considering these comments,
Sincerely
Logan James
826 New Hope Church Rd. 
Clayton Ga, 30525
(706) 490-0881
jljames2@catamount.wcu.edu 
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From: Truman Nicholson


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: comments
Date: 07/02/2008 05:13 PM


To whom it may concern,
It makes me sad to know that the Forest Service is weak in their decisions. 
However, most people knew what would happen anyway.
This was just a formality that  fooled some  people into thinking that they 
actually had a voice. When in reality it was decided in favor of whoever had 
the 
loudest wheel, most money, or lobbying our politicians. I don’t believe that 
the decision was made with sound environmental practices and local people 
in mind.
How many places do you think will soon have a river name like “ painted 
rock”. This is a named place in the lower section of the Chattooga River. 
This was named because boaters were
hitting their boats on a rock leaving the color of their boat behind for 
everyone to see. Also, the decision should have been made by the people 
that know the river
the best. (Local people) It seems that most of the time when decisions are 
made like this they are done by folks that don’t live here. Also, I believe 
that American Whitewater was using this to get their teeth into the Yellow 
Stone. As you already know I’m totally against any changes from the 
current standards. Rehabilitating the river bank camp sites and trails is the 
only exception that I agree with.
If the Forest Service chooses to stick with alternate 4 handicap parking or 
people 62 years old or older should be allowed to park next to the bridge 
for fishing. Also, what about from Burrells Ford
Bridge to Hwy. 28. This is not mentioned in the Pre-Decisional 
Environmental Assessment. 
 
Thanks,
Truman Nicholson
Mountain Rest, SC
 
 


<< ella for Spam Control >> has removed Spam messages and set aside 
Newsletters for me 


You can use it too - and it's FREE!  www.ellaforspam.com
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From: Nan Ryals


Reply To: fnryals@yahoo.com


To: Comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: proposed Alternative #4
Date: 07/11/2008 11:31 AM


Thank you and your staff, for choosing a fair and 
balanced option Alternative #4, for this North, Ga. 
treasure! I am a 30 year fan of the qualities, which 
you are charged with protecting, on this rare jewel 
of a natural resource! Please also consider a 
dedicated on site manager to monitor this resource, 
as this and other changes occur, and the resource 
is more heavily impacted! Thanks again for a job 
well done!  
 


  Nan Ryals 
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From: Farrell, John


To: akimbell@fs.fed.us


cc: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Headwaters Access should be prohibited to kayakers-(I am a 
whitewater kayaker)


Date: 07/15/2008 09:06 AM


Take this input for what it's worth.  I've been a whitewater kayaker for the last five 
years and I have indeed seen many fabulous places made less fabulous by 
kayakers.  One of the most beautiful places on earth is the Tallulah Gorge.  I've 
had to stop going just because of the loud music in the parking lot.  The illicit 
material smoked on both the stairs on the way down and on the river.  The 
yelling and the swearing and the rock concert type attitude that comes from it.  
I've boated most of the sections of Chattooga and it's a magnificent place.  The 
upper stretch that is the area of concern in my opinion isn't worth the amount of 
energy that some folks (AW) and some other people are putting into it.  I think it's 
a place that if you want to go there you should hike it the access points aren't 
very good for kayaks anyways.  Again in my opinion it's an entitlement attitude 
that certain parties in the boating community have.  They think that they have the 
"right" when in actuality it's a privilege to paddle any "navigable" waterway.  If I 
was on the committee I would stand on the boating ban for this section of the 
Chattooga that said I would also make sure that the fisherman are clearing away 
their monofilament line since that is a personal pet peeve of mine.  I've seen too 
many birds wrapped up in a snarl of fishing line.  
 
Regardless I know you've been getting a ton of heat from a ton of kayakers etc.  
But in reality there's maybe 20 people in the country that would even put the 
effort into kayaking that section anyways.  The rest of them are just yelling to be 
yelling.  
 
Just my take.  Thanks,
 
 
John C. Farrell
Risk Analyst, Risk Management Department
Home Depot Store Support Center
2455 Paces Ferry Road, Bldg C, Floor 8
Atlanta GA 30339
770-433-8211 Ext. 86406
John_Farrell@HomeDepot.com
www.HomeDepot.com
 
Go Red Sox!
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From: Joe Berry


Reply To: Joe Berry


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/13/2008 06:12 PM


Dear Sumpter Nationa Forest,
My name is Joseph Berry. I live and work in Greensboro NC. I have been 
paddling the Chattooga River for over 35 years.
 
After reviewing the Environment  Assessment  regarding recreational 
management of the Chattooga river, I disagree with your analysis and your 
proposal. The ban should be lifted completely and immediately.
 
Boater impact will be less than the other users. We are respectful of the 
environment. We will put money into the local economy just like the trout 
fishermen already do. You will not really even notice us on the river. We will be 
stewards of your home.
 
Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that  allows paddlers full 
access below Grimshawes Bridge. Paddlers should have the right to float on 
public Wild and Scenic Rivers regardless of who own the land along the river.
 
Please consider conducting a real user analysis and immediately allowing 
boating in the same numbers, places and seasons you allow existing users. 
Paddling should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, 
except on the entire Upper Chattooga RIver and its tributaries..
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely.
Joseph M. Berry
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From: John Haddock


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River - EA Comment Letter
Date: 07/10/2008 03:59 PM
Attachments: Chattooga Letter.doc 


Dear Sumter National Forrest,
 
Please see my attached Chattooga River - EA Comment Letter.  I 
appreciate your consideration of the points made within the letter.
 
Regards,
 
John Haddock
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U.S. Forest Service


Chattooga River Project


4931 Broad River Road


Columbia, SC 29212.


comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


 July 10, 2008


 


RE: Chattooga River Project Comments



 



Dear Sumter National Forest,



 



My name is John Haddock and I am originally from Henderson, NC. I currently hold a career in Public Accounting in Washington, D.C.  I graduated from the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 2006 and the UNC Master of Accounting Program in 2007.  



Ever since I can remember, being submersed in the outdoors has been a vital element of my life.  Only in high school, now eight years ago, did I realize my passion for navigating rivers and creeks using a kayak.  Kayaking has become my lifestyle, rather than a simple hobby.  As a result, I have become interested in the preservation of both the natural stream environment and recreational opportunities on navigable streams. 


As such, I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I strongly disagree with your analysis and your proposal.  Each treats me and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly and simultaneously disregards our rights as U.S. citizens.  Please consider the following concerns I have regarding this issue:


· In the past thirteen years spent searching for a reason to limit paddling on the upper reaches of the Chattooga and its tributaries, the USFS has failed to find any reason(s) to do so.


· The AW appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  This analysis is absolutely not included in the EA. 



· The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river, as they consider boating to be the only management variable. What about other larger user groups causing excessive environmental impact?


· The EA offers no basis for the suggested boating bans and limits 


· The EA is a waste of millions of dollars of taxes, as it is essentially the same as prior versions.  


· The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 



· The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers regardless of who owns the land along the river. 



· All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 


As a final note, please consider the following:  I have never once seen a group of boaters pass a piece of trash floating in the river and not pick it up.  I’ve kayaked many rivers and I’ve seen a lot of trash removed by kayakers. We are an environmentally responsible user group and we demonstrate that every day, whether it be picking up a piece of trash or holding frequent river cleanups.  Why would you restrict the use of such a responsible group, while leaving other user groups free to roam?


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a legitimate user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.


 



Sincerely,


 



John Haddock


1507B Colonial Terrace



Arlington, VA 22209







From: Brent Steadman


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/09/2008 10:15 PM


July 9, 2008 


RE: Chattooga River Project Comments


Dear Sumter National Forest,


I am a physician from Winston Salem, NC.  I started kayaking 12 years 
ago when I was in college at Furman University.  My first and favorite river 
was the Chattooga.  Over time as I became a more experienced and 
capable kayaker, I came to learn about a 30 year ban on kayaking the 
upper reaches of the Chattooga River.  I asked "How can that be when it 
is a wild and scenic river?"  The answer was a bureaucrat in the NFS made 
an arbitrary decision in the 1970s to ban flotation in the upper Chattooga 
to the exclusion of all other outdoor uses permitted within the confines of 
the Wild & Scenic Act.  This was and is unjust.   


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and 
your proposal.  Both treat me and my community of river enthusiasts 
unfairly and your proposal would not meet my interests.  Your proposed 
Environmental Assessment is unjust, period.  It denies privileges to one 
user group to the exclusion of others.  Other words describe this type of 
action: RACISM, SEXISM, BIGOTRY, CHAUVINISM.  It surprises me 
that such actions can still be found in our modern government.  Perhaps it 
can be expected from a NFS based in South Carolina.  You make me sick 
to be from the South.   


Consider these points:  
 


●     The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit 
paddling on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open 
the river to boating. 


●     The EA is not a user capacity analysis and does not reference one.  
The AW appeal decision required a user capacity analysis.  Where is 
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it? 
●     No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans 


on the upper Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any 
justification. 


●     The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of 
the river because they considers boating to be the only 
management variable, while other larger more impactful uses are 
not seriously considered for limits.  


●     The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the 
upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of 
limited boating on the remaining reach – while allowing all other 
existing uses in unlimited numbers..  This is not equitable and not 
acceptable!   


●     The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
●     The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
●     The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year 


late and has wasted millions in tax payer money 
●     The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
●     The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative 


is a flawed measure that should be eliminated from any 
considerations. There is no way a paddler can know this number 
and will be an administrative burden for the agency. 


●     Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully 
allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes 
Bridge, 2) allows paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter 
standards based on a real user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably 
limit total use only when encounter standards are consistently 
exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available indirect measures 
first. 


●     The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic 
Rivers regardless of who owns the land along the river. 


●     All aspects of the "Outstanding Remarkable Values" of Wild and 
Scenic Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in 
some areas.


  


Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a 
real user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same 
numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling 







should be allowed in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, 
except on the entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.


 


Thank you for considering these comments,


 


Sincerely


 


Brent T. Steadman, MD, PHD


1130 Folkstone Ridge Lane


Winston Salem, NC  27127 








From: Jeff Ennis


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga
Date: 07/02/2008 08:36 PM


To whom it may concern; 
 
The proposed Upper Chattooga usage plan is far too restrictive and provides too 
much preferential treatment to fishermen. Please adopt a more equitable plan and 
truly open this jewel for the public to enjoy in their respectively chosen forms of 
recreation. It is not right to use public monies to maintain the river as a private 
reserve for Trout Unlimited. 
 
                                                                   Sincerely, thanks. - Jeff Ennis 
 


Do more with your photos with Windows Live Photo Gallery. Get Windows Live-Free 
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From: wheuser@yahoo.com


Reply To: wheuser@yahoo.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Use
Date: 07/11/2008 12:12 PM


 


Dear fellow citizen,


 


I am writing to express my concern that paddling interests on the 
Chattooga River have not been given equal rights as other Chattooga 
River users.


 


This is a Wild and Scenic River.  The propoased paddling limits are 
unprecedented in National Forests.


 


Use studies have not been completed.  The paddling community is not 
given equal access to the River.


 


Use of the river should be based on scientific evidence rather than political 
and special interests.  The river is a public recreation resource that should 
be open to all forms of legitimate recreational activities.


 


Please include paddling activities and provide equal usage rights.


 


Regards,



mailto:wheuser@yahoo.com
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Wallace Heuser


206 N 22 ST


Wilmington, NC 28405


 
 








From: Mike Williams


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga Boating Ban
Date: 07/15/2008 09:34 AM


Dear Sirs:
 
I still feel very strongly that the boating ban should remain in place on the Upper 
Chattooga. There is so much more water for boaters than water that holds wild 
trout. It has worked for over 30 years and should continue to preserve the solitude 
and peacefulness of the area on this section of the river. However, that being said, I 
feel Alternative IV would be an acceptable second choice although AWA wants 
100% access. Real nice guys!
 
Thanks for all the work the USF has put into this project!
 
Mike Williams
Worldwide Express/DHL Sales Partner
(O) 678-625-0141
(F) 678-625-0373
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From: Mark Hall


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chatooga River Use
Date: 07/13/2008 07:54 PM


Please prohibit boating/canoeing/kayaking in the upper Chatooga River. It is best 
left for other users to appreciate without experiencing regular disturbance by 
floating conveyances. 
 
Thanks you.
 
Mark and Jeanne Hall 
828-877-4147
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From: Johnson, Larry


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: CHATTOOGA W & S RIVER ASSESSMENT
Date: 07/10/2008 04:02 PM


I am an avid whitewater boater and outdoor enthusiast.  I am 
very disappointed in the effectiveness of the Forest Service 
to complete a scientific and data based impact assessment.  I 
plan to continue supporting follow-up action until a fair and 
objective assessment is produced.
 
 
Larry Johnson APQP Engr 
ARC Automotive, email ljohnson@arcautomotive.com
PH 865-583-7854; Mobile: 865-776-6434 Fax: 865-583-7714
Address: 1729 Midpark Road, Knoxville TN, 39721
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From: Mike Felts


Reply To: Mike Felts


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


cc: patrick.mchenry@mail.house.gov; elizabeth.dole@senate.gov; richard.
burr@senate.gov; senator_burr@burr.senate.gov; senator@burr.senate.gov; 
senator_dole@dole.senate.gov; senator@dole.senate.gov


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 12:23 AM


U.S. Forest Service 
Chattooga River Project 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212. 
comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us
 
 
07/10/2008 
  
RE: Chattooga River Project Comments
 
Dear Sumter National Forest,
 
My name is Mike Felts.  I live in Hickory, NC and work as a business and 
technology consultant based in Charlotte, NC and working in Washington, DC 
and Raleigh, NC.  As well, I spend as much time as I can outside and a portion 
of that time is spent on the beutiful waterways within NC and surrounding states.
 
I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your analysis and your 
proposal.  Both treat me and my community of river enthusiasts unfairly and 
your proposal would not meet my interests.  Please consider the following 
concerns I have regarding this issue:
 
    * The EA and preferred alternative are not equitable or protective of the river 
because they consider boating to be the only management variable, while other 
larger more impactful uses are not seriously considered for limits.  
    * The USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper 
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited boating on 
the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in unlimited 
numbers.  This is not equitable and not acceptable!   
    * The EA offers no basis for the boating bans and limits 
    * The EA lacks a full range of alternatives 
    * The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and 
has wasted millions in tax payer money 
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    * The USFS hired qualified consultants and then ignored their input 
    * The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger in the preferred alternative is a 
flawed measure that should be eliminated from any considerations. There is no 
way a paddler can know this number and will be an administrative burden for 
the agency. 
    * Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully allows 
boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2) allows 
paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a real user 
capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when encounter standards 
are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all available indirect measures 
first. 
    * The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 
regardless of who owns the land along the river. 
    * All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas.
 
Thank you for considering these comments.  Please consider conducting a real 
user capacity analysis and immediately allowing boating in the same numbers, 
places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed in 
a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except on the entire Upper 
Chattooga River and its tributaries.
 
Thank you for considering these comments,
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Michael Felts II
2325 25th Avenue Ct NE
Hickory, NC 28601








From: stoudemirej@bellsouth.net


To: <


Subject: Upper Chattooga Boating
Date: 07/03/2008 07:52 AM


I am a native of Oconee County.  Educated in the school system and have 
enjoyed living here except for college, law school and military service.  I began 
to fly fish about 25 years ago out west.  The management in the West and in 
Canada is much more preferable to what we have.  The native fish, the Brook 
Trout, has been destroyed essentially due to misinformation and 
mismanagement of the Chattooga fishery.  We put rainbow trout in the river and 
in many places, particularly in the Salmon rivers of Canada, they do not want 
them.  We are so stupid.  Rainbow are predator fish.  We need to fish them out, 
not put any more in the river, reintroduce Brook trout, cut out taking any fish 
but Rainbow and have a catch and release fishery and enforce it.  The 
Republican administrations have done little to restore our river.  To allow any 
more boating is wrong.  It should be regulated and restricted as is the Middle 
Fork of the Salmon River in Idaho.  I have traveled the West rafting and fishing.  
I have traveled the Gaspe peninsula in Canada.  We need to learn from the 
mistakes of others and take the good.  More stringent restrictions should be 
applied, not less.  I want my elementary age grandchildren to have the 
opportunties I have had and more.  Unless we conserve, we will have nothing.
 
Julian L. Stoudemire
401 North Church Street
Walhalla, South Carolina 29691
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From: Terry Rivers


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: alternative #4 comments
Date: 07/10/2008 07:48 AM
Attachments: Comments by Terry Rivers on Alternative#4.doc 


Thanks
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Comments by Terry Rivers on Alternative #4 proposed plan for the Chattooga above Hwy 28:


I can accept this alternative as it will give most users the remoteness& solitude with less impact on each group.



With additional law enforcement and a good management plan for the user groups and strict enforcement of the zoning issues I thinks this alternative can work. I’m still concerned around the Burrell’s Ford area as far as impact is concerned. That is when the limited camping and parking issues are needed to be really looked at or protected.



I would like to thank the people that have been in this process for the last several years and have come up with a plan that they think will work, even though I would have preferred “ no change”. With good education and a sure way to keep the groups in control


I think this will work      








From: Chuck Neese


Reply To: chuckneese1@yahoo.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Alerternative 4
Date: 07/03/2008 09:06 AM


This decision is unfair to those of us who would paddle whenever the 
water level allows us. 


 


As an avid trout fisherman and whitewater paddler I do not see where all 
the fuss is coming from. When the water levels are up, paddlers enjoy the 
river but this makes fishing hard. When the water is down the fishing is 
good and the paddlers stay away. There could be some overlap in usage 
but not much.


 


What you are saying with this decision is people fishing have more rights 
than everyone else and not taking into account the rights of the paddlers.
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From: ahaef928@aol.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Ban on paddling the Upper Chattahooga
Date: 07/10/2008 04:05 PM


Please fairly consider the Environmental Assessment when determining 
whether to lift the ban on paddling on the Upper Chattahooga River.  
Please remain fair and open-minded and do not allow private land 
owners opinions and preferences to determine the course of action.  This 
river is no more ecologically sensitive than any other Wild and Scenic 
River.  As other Wild and Scenic rivers such as the Buffalo River in 
Arkansas have demonstrated, the paddlers impact on the environment is 
minimal to nil.  Thank you.    


The Famous, the Infamous, the Lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now! 
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From: Dave Lew


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga boating
Date: 07/11/2008 12:26 PM


This is unreasonable to me. I'm sad my tax dollars have come to 
this conclusion, and hope that the Chattooga is opened to 
boaters, as legally it should have been allowed for the last 30 
years. 
 
David Lew
st5eelpot@gmail.com
 
The EA follows the same format as the Forest Service's past 
assessment of the issue: they list a string of ecological effects 
common to all recreation, then discuss abstract user conflicts 
that have never occurred and will never occur, and then make a 
recommendation that essentially renews the ban on boating the 
Upper Chattooga River, while allowing all existing recreational 
users unlimited access without providing any rational basis for 
the discrimination. There are a few differences though. They 
propose to allow a few people to paddle roughly a third of the 
upper river somewhere between zero and six days a year in the 
middle of winter at high water based on an impossible set of 
logistical hurdles. This miniscule paddling allowance is so small 
and bizarre it is realistically a total ban. The rest of the upper 
river and its tributaries remain totally off limits to paddlers. A 
second major difference is the exclusion of the uppermost 
section of the Chattooga and its tributaries from even a cursory 
discussion.  
In addition, this EA cost taxpayers several million dollars. 
 
The new EA essentially claims that the river has a capacity of 
zero boating and a capacity of infinite hiking, angling, and 
camping. That is hardly equitable.
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From: Todd Rutherford


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: chattooga
Date: 07/14/2008 12:27 AM


I fish the Chattooga around fifty times a year. I am very happy with things 
the way they are. I fish it every week rain or shine, water high, water low, 
hot or cold it doesn’t matter. That river is my peace and quiet, my stress 
relief. I wish things could stay as they are. I don’t think the proposed 
changes would ruin my fishing but I feel very strongly that if it starts here it 
will eventually end with year round boating. I take my children there and 
one day would like to take grandchildren to the same river, just as it is 
unspoiled. We all know that this river is like no other PLEASE LEAVE IT AS 
IS!  Thanks for taking the time to here my opinion ,
Todd Rutherford
(864) 947-4309  
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From: JONATHAN SIMPSON


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Upper Chattooga River
Date: 07/15/2008 10:27 AM


In response to an article I read in the local newspaper, I see there is high consideration being given to 
allow boating on the upper Chattooga River.
 
I would just like to say I see no reason to fix something that isn’t broken. I buy a Sportsman’s license 
every year so I can fish and hunt the areas of this state where I was born and raised, and protect it 
by doing so. When I read comments being given in by pro floaters, I happened to notice that it 
seemed most of them were from people from outside this state. Would they take care of the region 
surrounding the river? I doubt it! I fish the Upper Chattooga from fall to spring. To me it would be 
devastating to the fishing experience that myself and so many others enjoy to have boaters interrupt 
that moment of joy when you finally coax that big trout into almost biting just to have it spooked by a 
passing boat. L
 
Again I say don’t try to fix something that isn’t broken. Boaters are allowed in most every place in the 
state. Why do they want this one so badly?
 
If something like this does pass I just hope it’s going to be a one or two month trial, where officials 
can really observe the problems that will arise. Then everyone will see just how bad an idea this truly 
will be.


Jonathan Simpson
 
Lab Specalist III
Department of Physics and Astronomy
Clemson University
 
rasimp@clemson.edu
(864)656-5311
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Sounding Rocket Chemical Release. Poker Flats, Alaska 2/13/07
 








From: Larry Stewart


Sent By: love2kayak@gmail.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 04:07 PM


U.S. Forest Service


Chattooga River Project


4931 Broad River Road


Columbia, SC 29212.


comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


 


July 10, 2008


Dear Sumter National Forest,


My name is LARRY STEWART. I live in Knoxville, TN where I work as an 
industrial maintenance technician. I am 41 years old and have been a 
fisherman all of my life and a whitewater paddler for 20 years. Some of 
my most fond memories are fishing with my dad and paddling with my 
wife and friends. I do not feel that either activity should discriminate 
against the other and BOTH should equally be available on ALL of the 
Chattooga River and it's tributaries.


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment regarding the recreational 
management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with the analysis and the 
proposal.  Both items treat me and my community of river enthusiasts 
unfairly and the proposal would not meet my interests.


 
  In their boating prohibition, The Forest Service; without explanation, 
without fact, without logic, without reason, without science, and without 
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legal merit, has chosen to:


1.       disregard Supreme Court rulings


2.       ignore the Public Trust Doctrine


3.       circumvent federal law


4.       fail to recognize state statutes


5.       overlook their own federal-issued USFS Manual & USFS Handbook, 
these being the policies and procedures for all Forest Service activities


6.       failed to heed a directive from a superior compliance officer of the 
DC Office of The Forest Service that the Chattooga boating ban has 
"always been unjustified"


    I will only support an immediate and total lifting of all bans and 
restrictions on paddling on the upper reaches of the Chattooga.  That is 
the only civil, legal, and sensible outcome to resolve this untenable 
situation.
 
I am OPPOSED to the illegal boating ban on the Chattooga Headwaters! 
There is NO justification for discriminating against boaters. NONE! Boating 
is the least impact of all activities included in the Wild and Scenic 
designation. Hiking leaves long trails, Fishing takes fish from the rivers ... 
and leaves trails, tackle, and injured fish. GIVE UP THIS FIGHT NOW! You 
know it's neither morally nor legally justified. We just want equal rights to 
enjoy the river and will not stop until we get it.
Your very own 1971 report puts boating at the FRONT of the list for 
compatible uses:
http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms/documents/1971WSSRChapter10part1.
pdf page 85
 
"Compatible uses on the Chattooga River are FLOATING, ... hiking, .... 
hunting, fishing, and primitive camping"
 
 
Sincerely,
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Larry Stewart
6816 Strawberry Farms Way
Knoxville, TN 37914








From: Robb Wetzel


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River use alternatives
Date: 07/15/2008 10:31 AM


Dear Sirs,
 
While I would prefer that there be no change to the existing regulations, I 
feel that Alternative 4 is the best of the available options.  It preserves the 
backcountry experience for anglers during prime fishing water levels, while 
allowing boaters access during high flow.
 
While not a perfect solution for me as an angler, it is one that I can live 
with.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robb Wetzel
114 Glenn St
Decatur, GA  30030
robbwetz@gmail.com
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From: Michelle Burnett


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@FSNOTES


Subject: Fw: Chattooga Boating Access
Date: 07/14/2008 08:07 AM
Attachments: Chattooga response 07102008.pdf 


 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Michelle Burnett 
Public Affairs Officer 
Francis Marion & Sumter  
    National Forests (South Carolina) 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212-3530 
 
Phone: (803) 561-4091 
Fax: (803) 561-4004 
Cell: (803) 920-6167 
E-mail: michelleburnett@fs.fed.us 
Website: http://www.fs.fed.us/r8/fms 
----- Forwarded by Michelle Burnett/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 08:06 AM ----- 
 
Jerome Thomas/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 07:59 AM 


 
To Tony L White/R8/USDAFS, Michelle Burnett/R8/


USDAFS@FSNOTES, Mike Crane/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject Fw: Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
Chattooga Comment. 
 
___________________________________________ 
Jerome Thomas, Forest Supervisor 
Francis Marion and Sumter National Forest 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC  29212 
Email:  jthomas01@fs.fed.us 
Telephone:  (803) 561-4081 
Confidential Fax:  (803) 561-4082 
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July 11, 2008 



U.S. Forest Service 



Chattooga River Project 



4931 Broad River Road 



Columbia, SC 29212 



 



RE: Chattooga River Project Comments 



  



Dear Sir or Madam: 



 



I have been following the Forest Service review of the recreational management of the 



Chattooga River.  I am in strong disagreement with the announced proposal.  It is not 



reasonable for the boating community to be relegated to such second class status on the 



Chattooga.  Here are my issues: 



• A segment of the USFS leadership has sought a reason for over 13 years limit 



paddling on the Chattooga and has failed to find any.  It is time to open the river 



to boating. 



• No user capacity analysis is cited by the environmental assessment as required by 



the American Whitewater appeal. 



• No alternative is acceptable because they all include boating bans on the upper 



Chattooga Cliffs reach and on tributaries – without any justification. 



• The USFS singled paddlers out in the preferred alternative with a total ban on 2/3 



of the upper river, a ban on tributary boating, and allowing only 0-6 days of 



limited boating on the remaining reach.  At the same time, the USFS would allow 



all other existing uses in unlimited numbers.  This is not equitable and not 



acceptable!   



• The EA is no better or different than the last one, is at least a year late and has 



wasted millions in tax payer money. 
• Why did the USFS hire qualified consultants and then ignore their input? 



• The 450 CFS average daily flow trigger cited as acceptable for boating in the 



preferred alternative is going to be impossible for paddlers to verify and for the 



agency to enforce. 



• Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that: 



• fully allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes 



Bridge 



• allows paddling on tributaries 



• includes encounter standards based on a real user capacity analysis 



• equitably limits total use only when encounter standards are consistently 



exceeded 



• uses all available indirect measures first, before limiting boating. 



• The public should have the right to float on public Wild and Scenic Rivers 



regardless of who owns the land along the river. 
• All aspects of the “Outstanding Remarkable Values” of Wild and Scenic Rivers 



should be protected on the entire river, not just in some areas. 











Please conduct a real user capacity analysis and immediately allow boating in the same 



numbers, places, and seasons that you allow existing users.  Paddling should be allowed 



in a similar manner to your alternative number 8, except it should be allowed on the 



entire Upper Chattooga River and its tributaries.  



Thank you for considering my comments.  I have forwarded a copy of my comments to 



my Representative, Bob Inglis, and to my Senators, Jim DeMint and Lindsey Graham.  



Sincerely, 



Douglas M Shields 



330 River Hills Road 



Union, SC  29379 



864-427-4123 



 



 












________________________________________________ 
 
----- Forwarded by Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 07:54 AM ----- 
 
Silvia Ramirez/R8/
USDAFS  
 
 
07/14/2008 07:12 AM 


 
To Jerome Thomas/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Chris Liggett/


R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES, James Fenwood/R8/
USDAFS@FSNOTES 


cc  
Subject Fw: Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
 
 
Silvia M. Ramirez 
Executive Assistant 
USDA Forest Service, Southern Region 
Tel. 404-347-7930 
----- Forwarded by Silvia Ramirez/R8/USDAFS on 07/14/2008 07:11 AM ----- 
 
Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS  
 
 
07/11/2008 03:13 PM 


 
To Ken S Arney/R8/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
cc Chris N Brown/WO/USDAFS@FSNOTES 


Subject Fw: Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
 
Rosanne Rowe 
Executive Assistant to the Chief 
WO, Office of the Chief, Yates 4NW 
Office: 202-205-8439 
Cell: 202-384-7412 
Fax: 202-358-4063 
Email: rosannerowe@fs.fed.us 
 
----- Forwarded by Rosanne Rowe/WO/USDAFS on 07/11/2008 03:13 PM ----- 
 







"Douglas Shields" <doug.shields@gmail.com>  
 
 
07/11/2008 12:06 PM 


 
To akimbell@fs.fed.us 
cc  


Subject Chattooga Boating Access 
 
  


 
 
 
 
--  
Doug Shields 
864-426-8634 


doug.shields@gmail.com  
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From: Margaret Richardson


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Against opening the Chattooga
Date: 07/11/2008 01:18 PM


Hello,
 
I do not believe that boaters should be allowed on Section 1, no matter the 
time of year.  I know change happens, but there are so few places protected.  
When a person swims out of his or her kayak, water bottles, Styrofoam, 
caribeaners, etc. all fall into the river and get caught in the river.  People will 
take advantage of this new freedom and before you know it there will be a 
slew of kayakers floating down the river after a big April rain.  Who is going 
to stop these people?  Again, I strongly disagree with any alternative that 
allows boaters in places where they have been previously banned.  
 
I have been a kayaker since I was 13 years old, and feel blessed to be able to 
raise my daughter on a river that is so well protected.  There are plenty of 
places within an hours drive for a kayaker looking for something bigger.  
When there is high water, the Five Falls and Overflow creek are what the 
Chattooga offers the people that want a challenge.  The Green River is an 
hour and a half away.  
 
Is there not enough headwater damage from development?  The beautiful 
moss covered rocks, will not be moss covered after kayakers “boof” off of 
them for fun and don’t look back.  Instead of moss you will see paint.
 
Once more, I strongly disagree with any alternative that opens more of the 
Chattooga to kayakers.
 
 
Margaret Richardson
 
 
 
 
 
No virus found in this outgoing message. 
Checked by AVG. 
Version: 7.5.524 / Virus Database: 270.4.7/1546 - Release Date: 7/11/2008 6:47 
AM 
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From: Kent_French@vfc.com


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: Chattooga River Project Comments
Date: 07/10/2008 09:11 AM


CC: Senators Elizabeth Dole, Richard Burr - NC


The Sumter National Forest area incorporates the Chattoga river, which has
its headwaters in North Carolina.  It has been designated a Wild and Scenic
River by the US Government, yet is being tightly held by one user group, at
the expense of others that would like to have access to its beauty.


7/10/2008


RE: Chattooga River Project Comments


Dear Sumter National Forest,


I am a manager in a large multinational corporation whose headquarters are
in Greensboro, NC.  Having lived here more than 15 years, I have found that
the Carolinas are a beautiful place to live and raise my family.


One of the things that make the Carolinas unique is the access we have to
beautiful rivers, forests, and mountains, found in few places within the
US.  I am a kayaker that enjoys the beauty and excitment of the rivers
within our area.


That access, which has been great within most of the forest service areas
in the Carolinas,  is being unfairly restricted within your management
area.


I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment (EA) regarding the
recreational management of the Chattooga River.  I disagree with your
analysis and your proposal.  Both treat me and my community of river
enthusiasts unfairly and your proposal would not meet my interests.  Please
consider the following concerns I have regarding this issue:


The USFS has spent thirteen years searching for a reason to limit paddling
on the Chattooga and has found none.  It is time to open the river to
boating.


The EA I refered to above is not a user capacity analysis and does not
reference one.  A federal appeal decision brought on by a suit filed by
American Whitewater required a user capacity analysis.  Where is it?


You have offered alternatives in the EA, but all  are unacceptable because
the USFS preferred alternative includes a total ban on 2/3 of the upper
river, a ban on tributary boating, and allows only 0-6 days of limited
boating on the remaining reach – while allowing all other existing uses in
unlimited numbers..  This is not equitable and not acceptable.


Paddlers prefer an alternative similar to Alternative 8 that 1) fully
allows boating on the entire Chattooga River below Grimshawes Bridge, 2)
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allows paddling on tributaries, 3) includes encounter standards based on a
real user capacity analysis, 4) will equitably limit total use only when
encounter standards are consistently exceeded, and 5) will do so using all
available indirect measures first.


Thank you for considering these comments,


Sincerely, Kent French
4818 Hickory Woods Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410


This email is intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it
is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential
or otherwise required to be protected from disclosure. If the reader of
this email is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying or other use of this communication or
its attachments is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
communication in error, please delete it as well as all copies or backups
of it entirely from your email system and notify me that you received this
email in error.  Thank you.








From: oconeefarmgarden@bellsouth.net


To: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us


Subject: no boating
Date: 07/03/2008 10:05 AM


CHATTOOGA PLANNING TEAM,
 
AS PRESIDENT OF OCONEE PRESERVATION UNLIMITED STEWARDSHIP 
TRUST I AM SPEAKING AGAINST ALLOWING BOATING ON THE SECTION 
OUTLINED IN YOUR PROPOSAL.  THE AREA IN QUESTION HAS BEEN 
PRESERVED FROM THE EXTRA TRAFFIC BROUGHT ON BY BOATERS 
FROM THE TIME OF ITS SCENIC DESIGNATION.  I TRULY SEE NO 
REASON TO ALTER ITS USE OPTIONS.  WITH THIS NEW PLAN, HOW 
WILL ENFORCEMENT BE APPROPRIATED.  HOW CAN WE GUARANTEE 
THAT THE LEAST ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT POSSIBLE WILL BE 
PROVIDED WHEN IT IS OBVIOUS THAT WE CAN NOT TRULY CONTROL 
THE ACTIONS OF CERTAIN INDIVIDUALS WHO USE THIS SECTION NOW, 
AS EVIDENCED BY THE NEED TO CLOSE OR RESTRUCTURE "USER 
CREATED CAMPSITES AND TRAILS."  WHAT FURTHER DAMAGE TO THIS 
AREA WILL BE CAUSED BY INCREASED TRAFFIC BY BOATING USE?  A 
THREE MONTH WINDOW WITH NORMAL LOW WATER LEVELS WILL NOT 
BE VERY USEFUL FOR THE BOATERS AGENDA.  HOW MUCH USE WILL 
THESE PEOPLE ACTUALLY REALIZE IN PROPORTION TO THE IMPACT IT 
WILL CREATE.  I REALIZE THAT THE BOATING COMMUNITY HAS BEEN 
TRADITIONALLY A GOOD STEWARD OF THE RIVER.  MY QUESTION IS 
WHY DOES EVERY LAST SPOT UNTOUCHED BY BOATING TRAFFIC HAVE 
TO BE CONQUERED.  LET THE RIVER REST FROM AT LEAST ONE OPTION 
THAT WILL ONLY INCREASE PRESSURE ON THE FLOW OF LIFE.             
EDDIE MARTIN
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