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From: Nathan Schnetzler


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:52 PM


Sent on behalf of nschnetzler@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Nathan H. Schnetzler 
60 Sadler Way  
Greenville, SC 29607-5948  








From: Wilfred S. Brown


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 04:01 PM


Sent on behalf of wstevebrown@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Wilfred S. Brown 
72 Outer Drive 
Oak Ridge, TN 37830-4065 








From: Tommy Mullis


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 09:42 PM


Sent on behalf of tsm1993@mac.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
This is a very special place that I visit often. Please help to keep it such 
a special place. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Tommy Mullis Jr 
62 Slick Fisher Road 
Lake Toxaway, NC 28747-8733 








From: Gary Griffin


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 02:51 PM


Sent on behalf of garygriffin@charter.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gary Griffin 
598 Jupiter Road 
Weaverville, NC 28787-9526 








From: anthony precopio


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:20 PM


Sent on behalf of birddog49@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
anthony precopio 
535 Glenmeadow Ter  
Midlothian, VA 23114-3021  








From: jeff sturgill


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of JEFFSTurgill3@msn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
jeff sturgill 
975 Central Ave  
Surveyor, WV 25932-9609  








From: Gloria Sappier


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:34 PM


Sent on behalf of spirtshadow@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gloria Sappier 
510 Mica Cir  
Crossville, TN 38572-6515  








From: dennis love


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:22 PM


Sent on behalf of dlove8176@alltel.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
So I ask you respectfully to please keep this beautiful river as natural as 
possible,but still let it be used in its natural state.Certainly not to be used 
for commerical recreation of any kind. 
 
Sincerely,Dennis F.Love Sr. 
 
Donalsonville,Ga. 
8176 Lake Carroll Dr  
Donalsonville, GA 39845-5423  








From: Willie L. Hinze


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of hinze@wfu.edu: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Willie L. Hinze 
1825 Faculty Dr  
Winston Salem, NC 27106-5239  








From: Tracy McCoy


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 12:43 AM


Sent on behalf of gamtnlaurel@windstream.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely, Tracy McCoy 
 
The Georgia Mountain Laurel Magazine 
PO Box 2218  
Clayton, GA 30525-0056  








From: Zachary Tarleton


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 04:32 PM


Sent on behalf of zstarleton@gmail.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Zachary Tarleton 
1191 DaAndra Dr. 
Watkinsville, GA 30677-1584 








From: Jonathan Hires


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 09:42 PM


Sent on behalf of rickhires@BEX.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
It would be a real shame if the canoe HATCH was to be unleashed on the 
beautiful 
Chattooga River. I fish in northern Michigan and the canoes completely 
remove 
the wild and scenic from any river.There must be some very selfish 
boaters behind 
this and some people who really don`t care about wild and scenic. 
 
Sincerely 
 
J. Eric Hires 
11000 Pineview Lane 
Temperance, MI 48182-9596 








From: Charles Dotson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:02 PM


Sent on behalf of cdotson@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Charles Dotson 
677 Big Island Rd. 
Forest City, NC 28043-7269 








From: James Kilgore


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:31 PM


Sent on behalf of jms_kilgore@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I hope greatly this is reconsidered for the fact disturbing such a beautiful 
area can only bring more problems, that a inch is given and a mile is taken.
As 
we have seen with ATV's.I think we have given the boaters more than 
their fare 
share so lets give something back to those who would love nothing more 
than to 
leave a great thing as is.please! 
 
Sincerely 
 
James Kilgore Jr. 
138 Meadow Green Dr  
Ringgold, GA 30736-6602  








From: Michael Irwin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of Mirwin579@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Michael Irwin 
6926 Washington Pike 
Knoxville, TN 37918 








From: LRWILCOX@aol.com


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:34 PM


Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper Chattooga 
River watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a “Wild and 
Scenic” designation, possesses what has been described as “one of the unique, 
premier trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude 
in the southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited in the southeast.
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest Service 
has dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga issue, 
and I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations. 
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the “pre-decisional” 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for protecting 
and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today and 
future generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns:
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal of large 
woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the natural flow regime 
of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The proposal also fails 
to protect the various sensitive native plant species found in the corridor.
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the law 
enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new rules in 
this part of the river corridor.
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river’s boat-limited uniqueness compared to 
other rivers in the southeast.
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan.
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Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen a 
couple of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining wild rivers in the southeast.
 
Larry R. Wilcox 
Predictive Maintenance Group 
1022 Hunter's Lake Dr. 
Johnson City, TN 37604 
423 283 7022 
 
 
 


Looking for a car that's sporty, fun and fits in your budget? Read reviews on AOL 
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From: LTC Myron Opfermann


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:22 PM


Sent on behalf of ltcopfermann@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
With so much of the river already available and trout such a relatively 
fragile 
fish we need to protect their habitat. 
 
Please retain this upper portion undisturbed as much as possible.  
 
Sincerely 
 
LTC Myron W. Opfermann (Ret) 
302 Habersham Rd  
Martinez, GA 30907-9511  








From: Marks Arnold


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of marnold@smithlaw.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Marks Arnold 
2701 Glenwood Gardens Ln Unit 201 
Raleigh, NC 27608-1398 








From: Brian Knickrehm


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:31 PM


Sent on behalf of bknickrehm@biltmore.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Brian W. Knickrehm 
90 Beale Rd  
Apt 5 
Arden, NC 28704-8495  








From: Donald Atkinson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 05:21 PM


Sent on behalf of donatkinson@bex.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I would like to add that I have hiked, camped and fished throughout North 
America, 
including the upper Chattooga North of Highway 28 bridge. I have been 
proudly 
using the upper Chattooga wilderness since 1976 shortly after it was 
designated 
as a Wild & Scenic River. I walked down the mountains on roads that had 
been 
freshly restored to native grasses the first time I visited. I have watched it 
flourish as it returned to the Wild and Scenic place it had once been. I have 
many memories and lessons forged on the upper Chattooga. I have 
caught and released 
my share of trout. 
 
I also like boating. I do not believe boating activities belong on such a 
pristine, 
genuine wilderness area as this. The river is small and the banks and trails 
are part of a fragile ecosystem. Large rivers, like some in Alaska, and 
others 
in GA (Lower Chattooga) and NC may not suffer the damage from boating 
like a small 
river.  
 
Large wilderness areas may have enough space to allow for many 
different activities 
without losing the solitude and tranquility that can only be found in a true 
wilderness. 
 
What matters to me most is not boating or fishing. What matters to me is 
that 
the upper Chattooga wilderness area is one of the last remaining 
wilderness areas 
in the east. We must keep it that way. I sincerely appreciate the Forest 
Service' 
efforts in trying to reach a compromise of interested parties. I could accept 
Alternative 4 with the provisions stated above but I strongly favor 
Alternative 
3. 
 
I will send you another email with a scan of an article that I received from 







the Clayton, GA newspaper, published just several days ago. It states the 
wilderness 
situation quite well. Thanks for your efforts and your hard work. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Donald R. Atkinson 
4455 Falconhurst Ct. 
Sylvania, OH 43560-3437 








From: Jacob Wharton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of jwharton@wcsr.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jacob S. Wharton 
4110 Stonehenge Ln  
Winston Salem, NC 27106-3680  








From: Dave Wilson


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:51 PM


Sent on behalf of admpepper@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Once a river suffers significant damage it takes decades to repair the 
damage. 
Boats are allowed on lower stretches, lets try to limit them to where the 
damage 
caused is minimal. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Dave Wilson 
516 Shoreline Dr  
Matthews, NC 28104-7398  








From: Larry Ross


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of lross3871@charter.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Larry W. Ross 
22 Tubbs Mtn Rd Ext  
Travelers Rest, SC 29690-1665  








From: David Bott


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:41 PM


Sent on behalf of dwbott@westco.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David W. Bott 
124 Ohio Ave  
Westover, WV 26501-4039  








From: Sandie Dodson


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 01:12 AM


Sent on behalf of sldodson1@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Sandie Dodson 
2099 Thomas Rd Ste 1  
Memphis, TN 38134-5638  








From: Charles Dotson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:02 PM


Sent on behalf of cdotson@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Charles Dotson 
677 Big Island Rd. 
Forest City, NC 28043-7269 








From: David Dickard


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 11:51 PM


Sent on behalf of ddickard1159@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David Dickard 
1159 Freeman Bridge Road 
Easley, SC 29640-7696 








From: Paul Burke Journey Home


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:31 PM


Sent on behalf of journeyhome@cox.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Paul Burke Journey Home 
5425 Club Head Rd  
Virginia Beach, VA 23455-6816  








From: Dave Walters


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of davewalt@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Please don't allow this valuable asset to be minimalized. I am a full time 
resident of Georgia and enjoy a secondary mountain retreat in the western 
North 
Carolina mountains. The 'unique remoteness and solitude' mentioned 
above is well 
worth protecting. Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Dave walters 
140 Cardigan Circle 
Lilburn, GA 30047-2154 








From: Beverly Hollingsworth


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:38 PM


Sent on behalf of feathersinging@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Beverly Hollingsworth 
20 Altman Cir  
Savannah, GA 31404-3029  








From: Brian Moore


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:51 PM


Sent on behalf of bitstream5@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
There are so few places left like the Upper Chattooga. This is an 
opportunity 
for the USFS to fulfill its obligation not only to the citizens but to our 
children 
and their progeny as well. Moreover, it is in the preservation of these wild 
places 
that we preserve a part of ourselves that may never be regained if lost. I 
may 
enjoy trips to the Upper Chattooga on an irregular basis but just knowing 
that 
it is there waiting for my next visit adds to my quality of life.  
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Brian R. Moore 
329 Sumpter St  
Lynchburg, VA 24503-4429  








From: Ralph Duncan


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of ralphduncan@adelphia.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ralph Duncan 
5255 Kings Hill Dr 
Cumming, GA 30040-5890 








From: Russell Collins


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:41 PM


Sent on behalf of ccruze2@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Russell Collins 
288 Rose Dr  
Winchester, KY 40391-8250  








From: Francee Levin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:08 AM


Sent on behalf of francee@belllsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Francee Levin 
307 Summit Townes Way  
Columbia, SC 29229-7723  








From: Franklin Tate


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:02 PM


Sent on behalf of ftate@warren-wilson.edu: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Even though the upper part of this document is cookie cutter in content, I 
have 
read and support the points presented. 
 
Please take responsible action and protect what remaining habitat we 
have as 
citizens! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Franklin Tate 
82 Lanvale Ave 
Asheville, NC 28806-2641 








From: Kevin Kubach


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 11:51 PM


Sent on behalf of kevinkubach@yahoo.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
In addition to being unique from a recreational standpoint, the Chattooga 
River 
has tremendous biogeographical significance. This is exemplified by the 
fish 
fauna of the upper Chattooga River.  
 
Located at the edge of the Eastern Continental Divide, the Chattooga River 
exhibits 
faunal qualities that suggest geologic exchange among major river basins. 
The 
Chattooga River, in the headwaters of the Atlantic slope, harbors several 
fish 
species that otherwise occur predominantly in the adjacent Tennessee 
River basin 
on the other side of the Eastern Continental Divide. These include mirror 
(Notropis 
spectrunculus), Tennessee (N. leuciodus), and warpaint (Luxilus 
coccogenis) shiners. 
The Chattooga River is one of the few, if only, Atlantic slope drainages 
where 
these species are known to occur. 
 
Furthermore, the Chattooga River supports several other fish species at or 
near 
the extreme southeastern periphery of their ranges. Included in this group 
are 
longnose (Rhinichthys cataractae) and blacknose (R. atratulus) dace as 
well as 
mottled sculpin (Cottus bairdi). 
 
Similar biogeographical scenarios likely exist in other fauna and flora of the 
Chattooga River and are extremely valuable both ecologically and 
scientifically. 
 
 
Species in these contexts--in rare biogeographical settings or at the 
peripheries 
of their ranges--are inherently more likely to decline as a watershed is 
impacted 
by human activity. Any alternative that results in increased human access 







or 
disturbance has the potential to adversely affect such unique ecological 
components 
and should not be implemented.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Kevin Kubach 
2 Tanner Chase Way 
Greenville, SC 29607-6400 








From: John Rackus


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of rainbowtrout47@earthlink.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John Rackus 
413 Knotts Ct  
Lexington, SC 29073-7293  








From: Douglas Delgado


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 06:12 AM


Sent on behalf of d2delgado@cox.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Douglas Delgado 
38 Dunnshire Ter  
Hampton, VA 23666-2131  








From: Timothy Gotsick


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 07:31 PM


Sent on behalf of timothy.gotsick@gmail.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Timothy Gotsick 
1681 Kenbrook Trace NW 
Acworth, GA 30101-3523 








From: David Schmidt


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 12:01 AM


Sent on behalf of djschm@aol.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I too have fished many of the great rivers across our country and Canada. 
The 
greatest distraction while fishing a wilderness river is a "hatch" of canoes 
or 
kayaks. My home state of Michigan has many beautiful trout streams and 
many of 
my days, when everything was perfect, have been disrupted by a noisy 
group of 
well-meaning canoeists. Generally they are not seeking the same type of 
thrill 
that I enjoy; the thrill of catching a fine trout that has risen to my fly. The 
canoeists and the kayakers (especially the kayakers) seek the thrill of fast 
water 
and running the rapids. It seems to me there is plenty of fast water on 
other 
rivers like the Lower Chattooga that they can use to there hearts content. 
Even 
though I would really rather see no boating at all I can accept Alternative 4 
which opens the Upper Chattooga to limited boating. Alternative 3 would 
be my 
first choice though! 
If Alternative 4 is accepted I would certainly hope that the natural aquatic 
habitat can be preserved. There are few places in the southeast where 
such a 
pristine wilderness environment exists. My experience on the AuSable 
River in 
Michigan is that there is generally a trail of debris left behind by well-
meaning 
canoeists or kayakers. Any time a canoe or kayak capsizes things can be 
lost. 
Michigan has adopted a ten cent bottle/can deposit to try to eliminate the 
can/bottle 
liter. It has helped, but there are always a few that get away and end up 
on 
the bottom of the river. Canoes and kayaks on the Chattooga will certainly 
deliver 
there share of can/bottle liter. Policing the river to prevent other damage 
to 
habitat will be very difficult in the face of general budget cuts that face 
most 







branches of state and federal government. 
Again I strongly support Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 
with reservations. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this very 
sensitive 
issue.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David J. Schmidt 
4044 W. Rauch Rd. 
Petersburg,, MI 49270-9721 








From: Gene Minton


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:02 PM


Sent on behalf of WESSMINTON@AOL.COM: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gene Minton 
2618 Scenic Highway 
Gadsden, AL 35904 








From: Barry Loy


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:51 PM


Sent on behalf of barryloy@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Barry Loy 
2132 
graham, NC 27253 








From: Gene Smiht


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:51 PM


Sent on behalf of genesmith9655@earthlink.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gene Smith 
1307 Timberland Dr SE  
Marietta, GA 30067-5124  








From: jim pickens


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:32 PM


Sent on behalf of jtpickens@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerelyjim pickens 
 
jim pickens 
154UShwy19N 
weston, WV 26452 








From: Greg Goodman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:38 PM


Sent on behalf of goodman2001@skybest.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Greg Goodman 
291 Jonas Ridge Dr  
West Jefferson, NC 28694-8420  








From: Max Mansur


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 08:48 AM


Sent on behalf of maxgang@aol.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Max Mansur 
6250 Welton Dr  
Centreville, VA 20120-3921  








From: Joseph Konieczka


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 07:51 PM


Sent on behalf of joek6176@yahoo.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I prefer Alternate #3 but Alternate #4 is acceptable as amended by the 
Trout 
Unlimited. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Joseph Konieczka 
774 S Cherry St 
Gardner, KS 66030-8132 








From: Reid Leggett


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 08:40 AM


Sent on behalf of reidleggett@hotmail.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Reid G. Leggett 
1701 Brandon Road 
Charlotte, NC 28207-2103 








From: Tim Wilhelm


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:11 PM


Sent on behalf of twilhelm@carolina.rr.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Tim Wilhelm 
7626 Bedfordshire Dr. 
Charlotte, NC 28226-7522 








From: Christopher Smith


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:01 PM


Sent on behalf of wvyou@comporium.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Please note that the Upper Chattooga watershed, as it stands now, could 
marginally 
be considered a wild and scenic destination. My few experiences have 
shown the 
river's campsites and trails to be heavily used, and the subsequent 
damage to 
the watershed due to erosion and runoff have adversely impacted the 
reproduction 
of trout and aquatic insects. My preference would be an adoption of 
Alternatives 
1, 2, or 3. 
 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Christopher Smith 
1911 Camber Woods  
Fort Mill, SC 29708-8405  








From: Michael Irwin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of Mirwin579@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Michael Irwin 
6926 Washington Pike 
Knoxville, TN 37918 








From: don mcnamee


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:01 PM


Sent on behalf of mcnameeinky2@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
We need to preserve our wild and scenic areas....... 
 
Sincerely 
 
Don Mcnamee 
132 Greenwing Ct  
Georgetown, KY 40324-9010  








From: Thomas Rinehart


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:32 PM


Sent on behalf of greenfrog42@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Boating that is still using the 2 cycle outboard engines are bad for the 
water 
environment as many studies have shown. 
Please keep that in mind when making your decision.  
 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Thomas Rinehart 
147 Overton Rd  
Victoria, VA 23974-2832  








From: Richard Loller


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:38 PM


Sent on behalf of richard@storyhouse.org: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Richard Loller 
2213 Pennington Bend Rd  
Nashville, TN 37214-1015  








From: Ralph Artigliere


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of skywayra@tds.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ralph Artigliere 
573 Ridge Rd  
Blue Ridge, GA 30513-8042  








From: Kenneth Wingeier


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 08:48 AM


Sent on behalf of kgwingeier@aol.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Kenneth G. Wingeier 
555 Mount Vintage Plantation Dr  
North Augusta, SC 29860-9264  








From: Ernest Hahn


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 08:21 PM


Sent on behalf of eahahn@comcast.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
We need to preserve some of "Wild and Scenic" America for future 
generations. 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
E.A.Hahn 
8 Highview Dr 
Sewickley, PA 15143-8359 








From: Roger Moon


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 08:40 AM


Sent on behalf of rsmoon@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I know that boaters want to have fun too, but there are plenty of places for 
this. Trout streams are disappearing quickly. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Roger S. Moon 
272 Creekridge Dr. 
Spartanburg, SC 29301-1212 








From: Henry C. Hudgins


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:17 PM


Sent on behalf of henryclay@gatorzone.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
The solitude necessary for the enjoyment of wild trout fishing (particularly 
fly fishing) is very limited in the southern appalachains region of North 
Georgia, 
and those areas of North Carolina and Tennessee bordering Georgia. With 
all the 
areas in this region open to kayaking and conoeing on other rivers that do 
not 
support wild trout populations, why are we willing to deminish if not 
destroy 
this fragil area's solitude and wild trout habitat. Options 1 and 3 are the 
only 
acceptable alternatives. Option 4 is a compromise that on the surface 
appears 
manageable but with annual battles over budget cuts it will be 
inconsistently 
enforced.It will likely deteriorate toward the more liberal options. But, I'll 
take option 4 if that's only option remaining.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Henry C. Hudgins, TU Life Mem. 
PO Box 1509 
Flowery Branch, GA 30542-0026 








From: Jerry Ayers


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:01 PM


Sent on behalf of boatnsun@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
As an avid boat fisherman and a stream trout fisherman, I have come to 
realize 
that there are times when the two activities are best separated. This 
situation 
with the Chattooga River seems one of them. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jerry C. Ayers 
221 Stanaford Rd  
Winston Salem, NC 27104-2721  








From: Thomas Coleman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:01 PM


Sent on behalf of byrdhouse2@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Thomas Coleman 
4657 Crystal Dr 
Columbia, SC 29206-1062 








From: Ryan Roberts


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:42 PM


Sent on behalf of RDRoberts1980@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
There too many natural resources in this country slipping away on a daily 
basis. 
Let's do the right thing and keep this one around, okay? 
 
Sincerely 
 
Ryan Roberts 
10054 Wood Wind Ct  
Louisville, KY 40223-5327  








From: Martha Williams


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:38 PM


Sent on behalf of marthaw200@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
The Earth is not "ours" to do with as we wish. All life MUST BE HONORED 
AND 
VALUED. Humans are not the superior Beings in this Universe - if we were, 
we would 
not be making the choices, that we are making. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Martha A. Williams 
PO Box 13691  
Roanoke, VA 24036-3691  








From: Ed Dout


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 08:48 AM


Sent on behalf of autek@comcast.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ed Dout 
698 Gordon St  
Chickamauga, GA 30707-1421  








From: Matt Seaman


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 08:51 PM


Sent on behalf of mattseaman@numail.org: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Matt Seaman 
132 The Boulevard 
Newnan, GA 30263-6251 








From: Natalie Abram


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 08:41 AM


Sent on behalf of natalieabram@yahoo.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Natalie Abram 
11416 United Blvd 
Louisville, KY 40229-2572 








From: JOHN-PAUL SCHRADER


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:22 PM


Sent on behalf of schrader.bouchayer@gmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Unique areas are precious resources that change forever alters. To 
increase 
boating access will diminish the wilderness experience by providing 
increased 
ease of access. The Gatlinburg portal to the Smokies is a blueprint of the 
worst 
of public availability of our natural resources, destroying the trust you are 
empowered to protect. 
 
Sincerely 
 
John-Paul & Michele Schrader 
2949 RIVERSIDE 
ASHEVILLE, NC 28804 








From: Jim Oxyer


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:01 PM


Sent on behalf of kylthrfaerie@insightbb.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Rev Jim Oxyer 
1210 S Brook St Apt 1  
Louisville, KY 40203-2789  








From: Robert Martin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of cole.martin@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Robert C Martin 
4302 Highland Vw NE  
Roswell, GA 30075-2006  








From: Helen Renqvist


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:01 PM


Sent on behalf of helen@pemtel.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Helen Renqvist 
PO Box 5  
121 Farrier Lane 
Newport, VA 24128-0005  








From: Randy McMillan


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:42 PM


Sent on behalf of mcdesign@4u.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Randy McMillan 
341 Deerfield Ln  
Lexington, KY 40511-8794  








From: Blaine Reyes


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:39 PM


Sent on behalf of Blaine_Reyes@Yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Blaine Reyes 
6301 Stevenson Ave  
Unit 1102 
Alexandria, VA 22304-3527  








From: Bryan Moore


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:52 AM


Sent on behalf of bmoore@tu.org: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Bryan K. Moore 
787 Twin Oaks Dr  
Bridgeport, WV 26330-1645  








From: Clinton Massey


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of cmassey11@nc.rr.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I rcognize the boaters desire to access the river, however theaddition of 
boaters 
to this area negatively impacts the fishing, while continuing to restrict 
access 
does not negatively impact the boaters. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Clinton Massey 
117 Leafwood Dr  
Goldsboro, NC 27534-8913  








From: David Johnson


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 08:51 AM


Sent on behalf of dcjassoc@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Dave Johnson 
10018 Devonshire Dr  
Huntersville, NC 28078-6106  








From: Floyd Malone


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 09:40 PM


Sent on behalf of floyd0101@alltel.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Floyd L.MAlone 
205 Pinehill Circle 
Byron, GA 31008-7077 








From: Ryan Cox


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 10:10 AM


Sent on behalf of cox.ryanj@gmail.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Trout are way to sensitive of a fish to withstand constant boating pressure 
and waste materials emitted from the boat motors. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Ryan Cox 
24 macaulay place 
augusta, GA 30907-3193 








From: Michael Finley


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:22 PM


Sent on behalf of fheeman@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Michael Finley 
424-A Cross Creek Rd. 
Knoxville, TN 37923-6413 








From: Howard Filley


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:13 PM


Sent on behalf of hfilley@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I,for one,would not like to see the upper portions of the Chattooga opened 
to 
boaters.I am a kayaker as well as a trout fisherman and don't see the 
justification 
in opening that section up.There are few rapids on that section and the 
scenery 
on the lower sections is unbeatable.The trout fisherman needs to be able 
to enjoy 
the tranquility and freedom from interuption as well as the boater does. 
 
Sincerely,Howard Filley 
 
Howard Filley 
207 Scuffleboro Rd  
Eatonton, GA 31024-7791  








From: Richard Bramblett


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:21 PM


Sent on behalf of rbramblett@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I have backpacked and trout fished in the Upper Chattooga River area for 
many 
years. I think that it is critical for the river to remain in as natural and 
unadulterated a state as possible to provide adequate habitat for trout and 
enjoyment 
of the natural setting for hikers and for people who fish. 
 
I just returned from a fishing trip in interior Alaska where the river has 
been 
untouched by developers and managers for thousands ... maybe 
millions ... of years. 
It is an exceptional wilderness fishery for trout, salmon, and other species 
largely, 
I think, because it has not seen human interference or "management". 
 
I hope that more areas in Georgia ... including the Upper Chattooga ... can 
be treated that way for us and future generations. 
 
Thank you very much for helping to preserve the wilderness character of 
this 
increasingly rare and outstanding area!!!!! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Richard M. Bramblett, Ph.D. 
2204 Country Club Ct  
Augusta, GA 30904-3506  








From: Nate James


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:42 PM


Sent on behalf of ncjames1@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
The mark of man often ruins rivers and bodies of water, bringing a whole 
new 
crowd of river-goers whose boats pollute and destroy natural habitats and 
the 
natural harmony of the body of water. Please let us keep one of the last 
rivers 
we have in pristine, natural condition by disallowing boat traffic. A no-
boating 
Alternative would meet my goals much better than any of the other 
proposed Alternatives, 
yet I see Alternative 4, limited boating, as a somewhat worthy 
compromise. It 
is our duty to protect the natural beauty of this planet that has been given 
to 
us, and that is a duty we must carry out. Please, seriously consider the 
things 
that I and my other fellow Trout Unlimited members have placed before 
you. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Nate James 
4211 Tallwood Dr  
Greensboro, NC 27410-4523  








From: Donald Hoff


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:39 PM


Sent on behalf of dhoff@msn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Donald Hoff 
275 Baker Lane Rd  
Smyrna, TN 37167-4729  








From: Jeffrey Erwin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:51 AM


Sent on behalf of jae38119@Yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jeffrey Erwin 
4208 E Mallory Ave  
Memphis, TN 38111-7819  








From: Ralph Zobel


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 09:03 AM


Sent on behalf of rzobel911@aol.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
The Chatooga is without a doubt one of the country's most beautiful and 
pristine 
rivers. I feel that it should be controled as any wilderness area is. Please 
do not ruin this beautiful gift of the South East.  
I am opposed to any consideration other than Alternative 3. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Ralph E. Zobel 
911 Tally Ho Ct  
Charlotte, NC 28212-7114  








From: Mike Warren


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 10:59 AM


Sent on behalf of mikewarren@comporium.net: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Mike Warren 
626 Andover Lane 
Tega Cay, SC 29708-8541 








From: george Carner Jre


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 09:41 PM


Sent on behalf of pcarner@lprconst.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
G. Louis Carner Jr 
POB 153 
Masonville, CO 80541-0153 








From: Tom Hargett


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:39 PM


Sent on behalf of cthargett@hotmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Tom Hargett 
1301 N Courthouse Rd 
Arlington, VA 22201 








From: Michael Beech


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:13 PM


Sent on behalf of mandjbeech@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Michael E Beech 
411 Howell St  
Waynesville, NC 28786-4389  








From: Chris Reddick


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of irishcsr@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Chris Reddick 
2 Pristine Dr  
Greer, SC 29650-4464  








From: Robert Gendron


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:21 PM


Sent on behalf of remeredyth@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Robert Gendron, Jr. 
1252 Andrew Ave  
Winchester, VA 22603-5735  








From: Brian Atwood


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:42 PM


Sent on behalf of batwood@theasminc.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Brian Atwood 
418 Oakrun Dr  
Mount Washington, KY 40047-6131  








From: Charles Byrd


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:39 PM


Sent on behalf of byrdc@uga.edu: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Charles Byrd 
370 Duncan Springs Rd  
119 Joseph E. Brown Hall 
Athens, GA 30606-4808  








From: Andy Lynn


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:51 AM


Sent on behalf of ascottlynn@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Andy Lynn 
3671 Colonial Trl  
Bush Sucks Cack 
Douglasville, GA 30135-1108  








From: Joel Miller


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:13 PM


Sent on behalf of jmiller1948@earthlink.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Joel B Miller 
3720 11th St NE  
Hickory, NC 28601-9637  








From: Becky Hulsey


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:41 PM


Sent on behalf of rahulsey@hotmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Becky Hulsey 
239 Arbor Hills Road South 
Talking Rock, GA 30175 








From: Brian Cain


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of blcain@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Brian Cain 
209 Marvista Ct  
Cary, NC 27518-9197  








From: Scott Houghton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 09:12 AM


Sent on behalf of scott.houghton@dalton.k12.ga.us: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Scott Houghton 
45 Boxwood Dr  
Ringgold, GA 30736-2891  








From: Keith Forry


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of kforry@wwlnk.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Keith R. Forry 
952 Meander Run Rd  
Locust Dale, VA 22948-4807  








From: Tony Evett


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:21 PM


Sent on behalf of tevett@volkert.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Anthony S. Evett 
4329 Norcross Rd  
Hixson, TN 37343-4814  








From: John Lettieri


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:42 PM


Sent on behalf of jtlet@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
As a "life" member of Trout Unlimited and a long time member of the local 
and 
stat wildlife societies, I am particulary concerned about the long term 
preservation 
of the Chattooga headwaters environment. 
 
Sincerely 
 
John T. Lettier, MD 
PO Box 27067  
Greenville, SC 29616-2067  








From: David Marker


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:39 PM


Sent on behalf of damarker@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David Marker 
6048 25th Rd N  
Arlington, VA 22207-1258  








From: William Hilton


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 10:54 PM


Sent on behalf of hilton0994@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I would hate to see this portion of the river ruined due to the boating that 
will take place.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Billy Hilton 
1300 Hanover Rd. 
Anderson, SC 29621-2917 








From: C. Anthony Parsons


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 11:48 AM


Sent on behalf of parsonsca@charter.net: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
C. Anthony Parsons 
81 Players Ridge Road 
Hickory, NC 28601-8839 








From: Gene Brannock


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:21 PM


Sent on behalf of genebrannock@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gene Brannock 
6561 Wh Stowe Rd  
Clover, SC 29710-9165  








From: Peter Hens


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:41 PM


Sent on behalf of pandkhens@earthlink.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Peter Hens 
1009 West Pinnacle Drive 
Salem, SC 29676-3227 








From: Charlie Breithaupt


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of knc615@windstream.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Charlie Breithaupt 
194 Kitchins Ln  
Clayton, GA 30525-2716  








From: Joe Duket


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 09:21 AM


Sent on behalf of downhiller@windstream.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the USFS proposed action for 
the 
Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. As a fly fisherman and 
member of 
Trout Unlimited who appreciates the beauty and pristine seclusion of this 
area 
for trout fishing, I oppose Alternative 8 under consideration. 
 
However, I accept Alternative 4 as a compromise solution for both boaters 
and 
fishermen. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Joe Duket 
8179 Stacy Ln  
Blairsville, GA 30512-5135  








From: Tim Krofcheck


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:21 PM


Sent on behalf of tim.krof@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Tim Krofcheck 
4925 Algonquin Trl  
Antioch, TN 37013-3501  








From: Jesse Braxton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:31 PM


Sent on behalf of lynnae1993@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
As a child I spent many happy hours fishing with my grandfather. I would 
like 
to be able to do the same with my nieces and nephews. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jesse Braxton 
718 Gulfwind Rd  
Chesapeake, VA 23320-3198  








From: Gary Beard


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:43 PM


Sent on behalf of flyfish382@msn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gary Beard 
8522 Fairburn Dr  
Springfield, VA 22152-3224  








From: Patrick Kenny


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of patrickkenny123@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Patrick Kenny 
1028 Granada Rd  
Ashland City, TN 37015-4717  








From: J Mark Daniels


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 11:01 PM


Sent on behalf of jmdaniels@cox.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
J Mark Daniels 
202 Sabre Dr 
Bonaire, GA 31005-3543 








From: Grant Olson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 11:48 AM


Sent on behalf of norseman46@aol.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Thank you again for your many hours of work  
to develop a proposals for the public's consideration. Alternate 3 is my first 
choice however Alternate 4 with improvements as listed above would also 
be acceptable. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Grant Olson 
2221 Cadden Road 
Augusta, GA 30906-4705 








From: John Taylor


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 09:31 AM


Sent on behalf of john_taylor@amoy.ajinomoto.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John F. Taylor 
3512 Belridge Ln SE  
Smyrna, GA 30080-1630  








From: Billy Sanders


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 12:01 PM


Sent on behalf of billy.sanders@owenscorning.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I could support Alternative # 4 as amended by Trout Unlimited, but prefer 
alternative 
#3. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Billy Sanders 
1735 Peachtree St. NE Unit # 521 
Atlanta, GA 30309-7015 








From: Duane Murphy


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 03:51 AM


Sent on behalf of duane.murphy@earthlink.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I plan to fish this area soon and appreciate your protecting it. Board 
Member, 
NVATU.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Duane Murphy 
9222 Byron Ter 
Burke, VA 22015-2061 








From: Brad Hays


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:43 PM


Sent on behalf of bthays@mindspring.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Brad T. Hays 
7230 Briardale Dr 
Cumming, GA 30041-2125 








From: Brandy Cole


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:21 PM


Sent on behalf of marsha5959@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Brandy Cole 
520 Starliner Dr  
Nashville, TN 37209-2815  








From: Laura Worman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:31 PM


Sent on behalf of laurakhayman@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Laura Worman 
120 Briarwood Ln  
Louisville, KY 40229-3203  








From: Jimmy Harris


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 04:51 PM


Sent on behalf of abl@alltel.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jimmy Harris 
152 Lakeside Dr  
Cornelia, GA 30531-2525  








From: Mathew Kushner


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:52 PM


Sent on behalf of mathew@kushnerlaw.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Mathew Kushner 
6739 Fairview Rd  
2nd Floor 
Charlotte, NC 28210-3375  








From: Gregg Chason


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of gchason@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gregg Chason 
5175 Southlake Dr  
Alpharetta, GA 30005-4335  








From: kimberlyfawn@gmail.com Thomas


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of kimberlyfawn@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
kimberlyfawn@gmail.com Thomas 
247 Basil Ln  
Gerrardstown, WV 25420-4400  








From: Matthew Hertner


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 09:52 AM


Sent on behalf of mjh71@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Matthew J Hertner 
568 Vinton Sq  
Memphis, TN 38104-4376  








From: Kevin Hatch


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 08:58 AM


Sent on behalf of khatch59@charter.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Kevin J. Hatch 
109 Mystic Court 
Simpsonville, SC 29681-5791 








From: Matt Deeb


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 01:18 PM


Sent on behalf of matt.deeb@healinghospital.org: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Matt Deeb 
1425 Ardee Avenue 
Nashville, TN 37216-2803 








From: Duane Thewlis


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 03:52 PM


Sent on behalf of dethew17@gmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Duane E. Thewlis 
17 Sassafras Trail NE 
Cartersville, GA 30121-6025 








From: John Eagar


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:21 PM


Sent on behalf of johneagar@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John Eagar 
2482 Old Orchard Ct  
Dunwoody, GA 30338-5962  








From: John & Laurie Fischer


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:41 PM


Sent on behalf of jff54@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John & Laurie Fischer 
1141 Buttercup Ln  
Wake Forest, NC 27587-7136  








From: Deborah Scott


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:00 PM


Sent on behalf of littlebee7@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
My personal thought, You are the voice of the Chattooga, Please protect 
her, 
even if it mean less/no fishing or boating, you have my support. 
 
A flyfisherman 
 
Deborah Scott 
5530 Williamson Dr  
Gainesville, GA 30506-2311  








From: Gus Orologas


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:52 PM


Sent on behalf of gus.orologas@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gus Orologas 
1806 Danforth Dr  
Marietta, GA 30062-5556  








From: Joanne and Jim Fraser and Family


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of j01028fraser@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Our family strongly supports the position protecting the Upper Chattooga 
from 
further incursions. We have rafted on the Chattooga many times and want 
the upper 
portion to remain unspoiled for the sake of our grandchildren. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Joanne and Jim Fraser 
400 Lydgate Dr  
Columbia, SC 29210-4266  








From: Jeffrey Fancher


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of jtfancher@dow.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jeffrey Fancher 
61 Peachtree Hills Ave NE  
Atlanta, GA 30305-4301  








From: Liz Collins


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:42 PM


Sent on behalf of lizbizis@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Liz Collins 
649 N Illinois St  
Arlington, VA 22205-1139  








From: Doug & Eedee Adams


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:01 AM


Sent on behalf of edadams1@alltel.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Alternative 4 also preserves a "foot travel only" backcountry through the 
Rock 
Gorge segment and the Delayed Harvest segment, which I believe is a 
very important 
stipulation. Alternative 4 is designed to minimize conflict between visitors 
to the upper Chattooga.  
 
Very simply, my vision for the Upper Chattooga river corridor is for a place 
where future generations can experience solitude, remoteness and 
wildness that 
is free of user conflicts. 
 
I believe that the Forest Service's preferred alternative is a compromise 
that 
is fair to all stakeholders. It is obvious that not all recreation activities 
are compatible. Stewardship encompasses far more than picking up litter; 
it includes 
the protection of the aesthetic values of natural resources such as 
remoteness 
and wildness, the proper regard for the rights of others to solitude, and the 
responsibility of preserving these values intact for future generations.  
 
The question we should be asking, "What is best for the Upper 
Chattooga?" 
 
Thank you for considerations of my comments. 
 
I have been a visitor to the Chattooga River since 1955 and a member of 
Trout 
Unlimited since 1983. 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Doug Adams 
PO Box 65 
Rabun Gap, GA 30568-0065 








From: Donald Benton


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 09:01 AM


Sent on behalf of t.doc@cox.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely,respectfully, 
 
Don Benton 
125 Woodmere Trl 
Macon, GA 31210-4004 








From: JEFF NEWMAN


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 01:21 PM


Sent on behalf of klujics@comcast.net: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I am one voice for the fish and the river..........PLEASE DO THE RIGHT 
THING 
TO PROTECT ME!!!!!!!! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jeff Newman, the river and the fish. 
8024-B Boston Lane 
HIXSON, TN 37343-1683 








From: Rickey Farlow


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:01 PM


Sent on behalf of rick-dauby@comcast.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I am a power boating and kyacking enthusiast maintaining memberships 
in the 
U.S. Power Squadron and the Palm Beach Pack and Paddle Club. However, 
I do not 
believe all waters should be wide open to all boating activities especially 
where 
fish, wildlife, aquatic life and other non-boating recreation are a concern 
such 
as the fragile waters of the Upper Chattooga River. I've seen what boating 
overuse 
can do to such waters. I would support boating activities that could be 
monitored 
and controlled to maintain the fish, wildlife, and solitude for fishing, 
hunting, 
camping and simalar activities. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Rickey B. Farlow 
9895 Royal Cardigan Way 
West Palm Beach, FL 33411-6613 








From: Martin Schrodt


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:21 PM


Sent on behalf of BigCatBlue@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Martin Schrodt 
6503 Lake Shadows Cir  
Hixson, TN 37343-3572  








From: cynthia neal


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:17 PM


Sent on behalf of lola323042@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
cynthia neal 
3592 Royal Arms Dr  
Memphis, TN 38115-4710  








From: Sid & Adam Elliott


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:53 PM


Sent on behalf of sid.elliott@gra.org: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Sid & Adam Elliott 
7685 Brigham Dr 
Atlanta, GA 30350-5619 








From: Frank Pittman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of fsp4@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Frank S. Pittman, IV, CPA 
342 Valley Green Dr NE  
Atlanta, GA 30342-3428  








From: Eric Dennis


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of tribefan1970@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I myself have spent several days in this exact area enjoying the solitude it 
offers and the great fishing. Please do what is the best for all involved to 
help 
preserve what valuable fishing and natural areas that we have left. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Eric L. Dennis 
4417 Burls Ln  
Rock Hill, SC 29732-8361  








From: Jerry Burke


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:53 PM


Sent on behalf of jabjbb1961@mountain.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jerry Burke 
9 Point Dr  
Petersburg, WV 26847-9608  








From: mike finocchiaro


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:22 AM


Sent on behalf of fino1340@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
mike finocchiaro 
2255 Daffin Dr  
Savannah, GA 31404-5627  








From: Ralph Evans


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 09:02 AM


Sent on behalf of rmevans57@mindspring.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I've fished and boated many of the other streams available in the region, 
and 
of all the rivers, the Chattooga is my favorite. Why? Because it is remote 
and 
not easily accessible, meaning you can have a true wilderness experience. 
Increasing 
access in some of the proposed manners would go completely against the 
original 
intent of protecting this unique environment.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Ralph Evans 
4510 Outlook Drive 
Marietta, GA 30066-8800 








From: William Rascher


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:31 PM


Sent on behalf of wrascher@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
William Rascher 
75 Alexander Ct  
Christiansburg, VA 24073-1099  








From: Jon Warren


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:17 PM


Sent on behalf of jonwarren@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jon G. Warren 
6330 Queensbury Ct  
Charlotte, NC 28269-0899  








From: Ken Parker


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:53 PM


Sent on behalf of kpgonefishing@msn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
TU has said it better than I could, therefore I am using this letter. Surley 
you can reconize the value of having this much needed protection. It 
would be 
like having the Goverment build a race track in your front yard, or an 
amusement 
park in a place you go to seek solitude. Proserve and protect, it's all we 
have 
left, because we can't make more. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Ken Parker 
RR 4 Box 30  
Grafton, WV 26354-9303  








From: William Mabrey


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of rrtujim@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
William Mabrey 
759 Shea St 
Concord, NC 28025-9554 








From: Stephen McDonald


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of smcdon6968@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Stephen McDonald 
10340 Shallowford Rd  
Roswell, GA 30075-3231  








From: Patrick Hylant


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 01:21 PM


Sent on behalf of patrick.hylant@hylant.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I see what happens happens on Michigan rivers when unlimited boating is 
allowed. 
Don't let the same things happen here 
 
Sincerely 
 
Pat Hylant 
6174 Lower Shore Drive 
Harbor Springs,, MI 49740-8931 








From: Richard Waldrep


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:21 PM


Sent on behalf of clark.waldrep@gmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
R. Clark Waldrep 
24 Faris Circle 
Greenville, SC 29605 








From: Kenneth Bradshaw


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:22 AM


Sent on behalf of kshaw01@mindspring.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ken Bradshaw 
65 Cumberland Way  
Dallas, GA 30132-2083  








From: David Mazure


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 01:43 PM


Sent on behalf of eeporders@hotmail.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David Mazure 
370 Buckner Branch Rd 
370 Buckner Branch Rd 
Mars Hill, NC 28754-6888 








From: c.mark walker


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 10:02 AM


Sent on behalf of mjcmwb20@etcmail.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
There are ENOUGH touristy areas in North Georgia and North Carolina.
ENOUGH!!The 
Toccoa river is full of boats now making it hard on us waders.Leave 
protected 
areas protected. 
Let these overpaid guides stay in the overfished rivers they are allready in 
and give us little timers a break! 
 
Sincerely 
 
c.mark walker 
20 sweetwater trl 
jasper, GA 30143-3343 








From: Robert Holliday


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:32 PM


Sent on behalf of FlyChamps@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Robert Holliday 
PO Box 1590 
Lexington, SC 29071-1590 








From: John Henderson


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:31 PM


Sent on behalf of henderson7039@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
please do not do this!!!! I am in compleat opposition to this!! more money 
comes 
in from fishermen in the upstate of south carolina, my home state than 
from boaters. 
this will only cause a conflict beween people that can only be a bad thing, 
besides 
the fact that there is allready boating water below the highway 28 bridge 
that 
is more suitted for boating than the upper section, especially while we are 
presently 
in a major drought.  
 
Sincerely 
 
John A Henderson 
300 Anita Ct  
Williamston, SC 29697-9370  








From: Joseph Richards


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:53 PM


Sent on behalf of tbird23@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Joseph L. Richards, Jr. 
4581 Cougar Trl  
Douglasville, GA 30135-3587  








From: Jeff Wade


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:21 PM


Sent on behalf of flyfishertn@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jeff Wade 
409 Rose Bailey Rd  
Kingston, TN 37763-4807  








From: edith rose katolick-chambers


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:54 PM


Sent on behalf of edithrosechambers@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
edith rose katolick-chambers 
PO Box 1832  
Etowah, NC 28729-1832  








From: Jonathan Connor


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of jwconnor@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jonathan Connor 
508 Ashe St  
High Point, NC 27262-4628  








From: Jeff Sellers


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of jfsellers21@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Please do not open upper Chatooga to boaters and others, it is one of the 
few 
quiet, untouched areas left, and we can't afford to lose anymore. Thanks  
 
Sincerely 
 
Jeff Sellers 
1442 Bridford Pkwy Apt L  
Greensboro, NC 27407-2417  








From: Darryl Romanyszyn


Reply To: darryljromanyszyn@yahoo.com


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:22 PM


  Dear Jerome Thomas,
I would like to take this opportunity to thank you and your fellow Forest Service 
personnel for giving me the opportunity to comment on the proposed Draft EA for 
the Chattooga River.  I have spent many wonderful days enjoying this unique 
resource and I am grateful for it's existence. I have concerns, however, regarding 
the proposed alternative changes to the boating provisions. My largest is that any 
alternative, with the exception of Alternatives 2 or 3, will detract from the "wild 
and scenic" experience that is so unique to the Chattooga.  With the diverse 
opportunities available to recreational boaters in the nearby areas, I feel that the 
Chattooga should remain a boat free zone. Another concern I have is the 
obvious regulation of any proposal involving boating. With limited manpower to 
enforce any violations will your Agency be implementing additional officers to 
regulate the use by boaters? How will the limits on the flow rate/maximum 
boaters be regulated? I have reviewed a great deal of the emails that are posted 
on the USFS website. From my observations the majority of pro-boaters seem to 
live outside of our wonderful state. With all of the available areas, including the 
lower Chattooga, do they really need to encroach upon this resource? In parting 
let me say I hope that you will take all the commentaries into consideration and 
keep the Chattooga "wild and scenic" for the residents of both South Carolina 
and Georgia.    
                                                                                Sincerely,        
                                                                                Darryl Romanyszyn
 



mailto:darryljromanyszyn@yahoo.com

mailto:darryljromanyszyn@yahoo.com

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






From: matthew breeding


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:41 PM


Sent on behalf of liewho2@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Matthew Breeding 
310 Headrickview Dr  
Maryville, TN 37804-3878  








From: James Mattox, Jr


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:41 PM


Sent on behalf of mattoxh@truvista.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
James H Mattox, Jr. 
1989 Old Chester Road 
Winnsboro, SC 29180-7137 








From: Henry Collins


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 10:12 AM


Sent on behalf of ccollins@maloneypartners.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Henry C. Collins 
755 Sturges Way 
Alpharetta, GA 30022-6230 








From: Chase Luddeke


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:22 AM


Sent on behalf of Chase@sledgehammercharlies.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Chase Luddeke 
110 church st 
lenoir, NC 28645 








From: Aaron Hensley


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:53 PM


Sent on behalf of a.hensley@insightbb.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Aaron Hensley 
656 Poplar Springs Ln  
656 Poplar Springs Lane 
Lexington, KY 40515-6082  








From: Stephanie Jackson


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:02 PM


Sent on behalf of minnie2686@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Stephanie Jackson 
5112 Tinston Ct  
Summerville, SC 29485-8688  








From: Peter Kuch


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:53 PM


Sent on behalf of kuchp@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Peter J. Kuch 
7216 Oriole Ave  
Springfield, VA 22150-3505  








From: Charles Laughton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of chiplaughton@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Charles H Laughton 
241 Freeman Creek Rd  
Zirconia, NC 28790-9622  








From: Joseph McGurrin


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 02:03 PM


Sent on behalf of jmcgurrin@tu.org: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Joseph McGurrin 
401 Annette Ave 
Stevensville, MD 21666-3159 








From: Teri Blanton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:54 PM


Sent on behalf of t.blanton@roadrunner.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Teri Blanton 
118 Baugh St  
Berea, KY 40403-1044  








From: Kenneth Bradshaw


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:22 AM


Sent on behalf of kshaw01@mindspring.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ken Bradshaw 
65 Cumberland Way 
Dallas, GA 30132-2083 








From: Douglas Atkinson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 02:41 PM


Sent on behalf of douglas.b.atkinson@gmail.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Douglas B. Atkinson, Pittsburgh PA 
717 Elm Road 
Bradford Woods, PA 15015-1219 








From: Nathan Kreuter


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of nathankreuter@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Nathan Kreuter 
514 Rainbow Ridge Rd  
Faber, VA 22938-2336  








From: Don Warden


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:02 PM


Sent on behalf of dwarden@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Don Warden 
3324 Turnstone Ct  
Norcross, GA 30092-4911  








From: Rick Morrison


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:03 PM


Sent on behalf of rick_morrison@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Rick L. Morrison 
4715 Scotney Ct  
Suwanee, GA 30024-3358  








From: Brad Blair


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:23 PM


Sent on behalf of brad@blairgroupinc.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
W. Bradley Blair, II 
3554 Bohicket Rd  
Johns Island, SC 29455-7223  








From: Jason Morrell


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:41 PM


Sent on behalf of jemorrell77@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jason Morrell 
1287 Lanier Blvd NE  
Atlanta, GA 30306-3365  








From: Greg Aucremanne


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:51 PM


Sent on behalf of Aucremanne73@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Greg Aucremanne 
1229 River Road 
Morgantown, WV 26501 








From: Steven Roberson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 10:12 AM


Sent on behalf of outdrs@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Steven C.Roberson 
4950 Old Trail 
Chattanooga, TN 37415-1812 








From: George L Clauer III


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:13 PM


Sent on behalf of clauerg@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
George L Clauer III 
84 Starboard Tack Dr  
Salem, SC 29676-4036  








From: Cornell Feldesman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:54 PM


Sent on behalf of CJFlyFishing@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
TU recommends implementing Alternative 4 with all described 
enforcement, management 
and monitoring. 
 
Alternative 4 is acceptable 
Alternative 3 is preferable 
Alternative 8 is unacceptable 
 
Sincerely 
 
Cornell Feldesman 
61 Deer Rdg  
Hoschton, GA 30548-2193  








From: John Conner


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:32 AM


Sent on behalf of redhumpy13@hotmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John "Jesse" Conner 
P. O. Box 361 
Lynn, NC 28750 








From: Bonnie Knight


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 03:12 PM


Sent on behalf of bknight@madison.k12.ga.us: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Bonnie Knight 
1020 Acorn Creek Court 
Bishop, GA 30621-1373 








From: Keith Mitchell


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of kmitchell@mitchelladvisers.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Keith Mitchell 
190 Ardsley Ln  
Alpharetta, GA 30005-8605  








From: Wayne McDonald


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:02 PM


Sent on behalf of trout22@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
More boating water is not needed on the upper Chattooga. This is one of 
several 
attempts by American Whitewater to win a landmark ruling, with the 
ultimate goal 
of opening Yellowstone Park to boating. Please do not contribute to this 
cause. 
No boating should be allowed, and no changes are necessary. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Wayne McDonald 
20 Hemlock Dr  
Greenville, SC 29601-3816  








From: John Spence


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:32 PM


Sent on behalf of jdspence@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
As a cancwe survivor, I really appreciate the opportunity for the healing 
quietness 
of a wild river. Please keep this resource for those of us who need it. 
 
Sincerely 
 
John D. Spence 
40 Chamberry Cir  
Louisville, KY 40207-3653  








From: tlsolesby@gmail.com solesby


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 09:51 PM


Sent on behalf of tlsolesby@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
tlsolesby@gmail.com solesby 
209 Davis Dr  
Black Mountain, NC 28711-3101  








From: CRAIG CORRIGAN


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 04:51 PM


Sent on behalf of CRCORRIGAN@YAHOO.COM: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Craig Corrigan 
5808 CHALET WAY 
HOSCHTON, GA 30548 








From: Francis Finley


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 11:01 AM


Sent on behalf of flyfish5x@aol.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Francis W. Finley, Jr. 
507 Buttermilk Lane 
Bradford Woods, PA 15015-1232 








From: JeanneM Irons


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:32 AM


Sent on behalf of peaceofheavenrottweilers@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
JeanneM Irons 
9323 Occohannock Neck Rd 
Exmore, VA 23350 








From: Rufus Huffman


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 04:01 PM


Sent on behalf of rmhuffman@cox.net: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Marvin Huffman 
4124 Snowbird Circle SW 
Roanoke, VA 24018 








From: John Langknecht


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 11:54 AM


Sent on behalf of jmlangknecht@comcast.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John Langknecht 
9395 Cloudberry Way 
Manassas, VA 20110-6646 








From: Trace Elmore


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 05:11 PM


Sent on behalf of warrior15@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Trace Elmore 
811 Cherokee Trail 
Rossville, GA 30741-2105 








From: Leslie Lowe


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:02 PM


Sent on behalf of slowe@extendedstay.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
There are so few wild rivers in this country and it would be a shame to let 
the Upper Chattooga fall prey to boating without proper supervision. And 
any 
plan that does not address the fragile eco-structure of the river would not 
be 
in the best interests of the environment. Please consider your plan carefully 
and take care to make the best decisions for the river. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Leslie Lowe 
191 Murray Taylor Ct  
Inman, SC 29349-8701  








From: Paul Diprima


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:54 PM


Sent on behalf of co1381@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
With thousands of other streams that could offer paddlers across the 
nation 
an opportunity similar if not superior to this stretch of the Chattooga I see 
no reason to follow any alternative less restrictive than alternative 4. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Paul Diprima 
506 Avenue A SW  
Rome, GA 30165-2879  








From: John Brown


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:33 PM


Sent on behalf of ncflyfisher@triad.rr.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John Brown 
714 Baker Dr  
Haw River, NC 27258-9756  








From: Scott Coffey


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:13 PM


Sent on behalf of bscoffey@mc.utmck.edu: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Scott Coffey DO 
234 County Road 384  
Niota, TN 37826-3101  








From: Scott Huber


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:03 PM


Sent on behalf of SHUBER@carolina.rr.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Scott W. Huber 
309 Woodlawn Ave  
Gastonia, NC 28052-0708  








From: Andrew Snyder


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of asnyder@tu.org: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Andrew Snyder 
1300 17th St N  
Suite 500 
Arlington, VA 22209-3811  








From: Tom Wright


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:02 PM


Sent on behalf of wright_tr@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Please hold the line on further intrusion into this area. To tred lightly will 
keep this area prestene for generations to come. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Tom Wright 
1845 N Creek Cir  
Alpharetta, GA 30009-2353  








From: William Errico


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 05:11 PM


Sent on behalf of dadoopman@hotmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
W. A. Errico 
1300 Meadow Glen Dr. 
Vienna, VA 22182 








From: Stuart Cohn


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 12:03 PM


Sent on behalf of stutrout@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Stuart L Cohn MD 
1547 Mt Olivet Rd 
Zirconia, NC 28790-6788 








From: John Hickman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:32 AM


Sent on behalf of jhickman@uky.edu: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John Hickman 
137 Lincoln Ave 
Lexington, KY 40502-1513 








From: Gary Lampman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:54 PM


Sent on behalf of Lamppost@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Gary Lampman 
593 Walton Ferry Rd  
Hendersonville, TN 37075-4747  








From: James R. Thomas


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:33 PM


Sent on behalf of j.thomas03@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jim Thomas 
4796 Susannah Dr  
Blacksburg, VA 24060-8970  








From: Richard Olsen


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:22 PM


Sent on behalf of fisherman11@earthlink.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Richard A Olsen 
1015 Front St  
Beaufort, NC 28516-2307  








From: Todd Perkins


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:03 PM


Sent on behalf of perkintj@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Lastly, I would like to add that there are restrictions to usage for many 
reasons. 
Just as fishermen and hunters respect sizes, limits, and closures of 
properties 
for the benefit of management and restoration; so should recreational 
users understand 
and value limited area usage. It is in no way acceptable to limit one group 
of 
users (outdoors folks) and allow the unrestricted use of others 
(recreational 
folks). As public land users and contributers we all share a responsibility in 
the preservation, restoration, and conservation of our federal resources. 
For 
this reason I wholeheartedly support Alternative 3, cautiously support 
Alternative 
4, and stand strongly against Alternative 8. 
 
Regards 
 
Todd Jeffrey Perkins 
7400 Dortonway Dr  
Chesterfield, VA 23832-8398  








From: Todd O'Buckley


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of okham@netscape.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Todd O'Buckley 
2572 Barwick Dr  
Durham, NC 27704-4006  








From: Theresa Perenich


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 04:10 PM


Sent on behalf of tperenich@yahoo.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Theresa Perenich 
215 Riverhill Dr. 
Athens, GA 30606 








From: Dale Powell


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:41 AM


Sent on behalf of dlpowell@jcpenney.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
My sons and I enjoy the solitude and beauty of this wild and scenic part of 
our world, and would just be devastated if it were in any way harmed or 
changed. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Dale Powell 
2060 Linkside Drive 
Alpharetta, GA 30005 








From: Will Fort


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 04:32 PM


Sent on behalf of wtfort@sc.rr.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
My father in law and I have been actively fishing the river north of hwy 28 
for several years now. Though we do not get to go as often as we would 
like to, 
when we do go we a marveled at the pristine condition of the river in it's 
present 
state and could not imagine it in any other way. There are numerous 
stretch's 
of the river where I am not sure how boater's would even navigate due to 
the sometime's 
shallow depths that occur. I ask that strong consideration be given to 
allowing 
any boating activity north of hwy 28. 
 
Sincerely 
 
William T. Fort,III 
P.O. Box 1407 
14 W. Oakland Ave. 
Sumter, SC 29151-1407 








From: Mark Andresen


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of mandre954@aol.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark Andresen 
2622 Oakhurst Dr. 
Rock Hill, SC 29732-9027 








From: Joshua Fabel


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 06:02 PM


Sent on behalf of aesopjf@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I think that the upper Chattooga should be preserved so that the trout and 
other 
wildlife can thrive in Georgia and in South Carolina. The wildlife needs all 
the 
help we can give them! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Joshua Fabel 
402 Mount Valley Rd 
Blythewood, SC 29016-9684 








From: Jeremy McGlocklin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:02 PM


Sent on behalf of mtnmnvolfanracn2@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
One other thing, I also wish that the people who do use boats that do not 
need 
to register, or even bird watchers, hikers, etc. have to somehow pay 
money. Any 
body that uses the national forests need to pay so there will be more land 
and 
water preserved. Its just not up to the the Hunter and Fisherman to pay 
only. 
Or at least let their opinion should matter the most because again, they 
are the 
ones who keep the money flowing in. Just remember when the fish are 
gone, so is 
the money by less liscenses sold. Protect what we have now and we wont 
have to 
worry about it later. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jeremy McGlocklin 
15475 Cedar Creek Rd  
Meadowview, VA 24361-2735  








From: Laurie Tolles


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:59 PM


Sent on behalf of lt.apple@verizon.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Laurie Tolles 
43784 Brookline Ter  
Ashburn, VA 20147-2397  








From: Dr Erwin Ford II


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:33 PM


Sent on behalf of ehford2@msn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Please preserve at least the upper Chattooga for the true wilderness 
experience 
-- and for trout fishermen.Do NOT allow boating of any sort on that 
stretch. 
 
Dr Erwin H Ford II 
Albany State University 
 
Sincerely 
 
Dr Erwin H Ford II 
229 Fairway Cir  
Americus, GA 31709-4592  








From: Richard Knight


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:44 PM


Sent on behalf of ra_knight@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Richard Knight 
7231 Rea Croft Dr 
Charlotte, NC 28226 








From: Mike Blair


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:03 PM


Sent on behalf of blairmike1@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Mike Blair 
307 Parkside Dr  
Simpsonville, SC 29681-5241  








From: Brandon Ward


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of bmikeyward@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Brandon M. Ward 
1312 Sumac Dr  
Knoxville, TN 37919-8442  








From: Paul Schlemmer


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 11:11 AM


Sent on behalf of pschlemmer@mindspring.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Paul Schlemmer 
7065 Dressage Way 
Cumming, GA 30040 








From: John Keene


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 05:02 PM


Sent on behalf of dpejohn@aol.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
John Keene 
616 E. Butler Rd. 
Mauldin, SC 29662-1615 








From: Gene Davidson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 12:31 PM


Sent on behalf of davidsoncg@bex.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I strongly oppose the opening of this last section of scenic "wilderness" to 
any type of boating. The boaters have enough water today and the 
deterioration 
of the river would be evident very soon in the form of debris left behind in 
the 
stream itself and surrounding banks.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Gene Davidson 
548 Grenfield Drive 
Maumee, OH 43537-2354 








From: sidney howard


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:04 PM


Sent on behalf of three.pound.brown@hotmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
sidney howard 
327 Mell Ave. 
Atlanta, GA 30307-2126 








From: Randall Smith


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:22 PM


Sent on behalf of RSmith@FIMSINC.COM: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Randall Smith 
365 Toccoa River Ln  
Mineral Bluff, GA 30559-7850  








From: Stephanie B. Mory


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:01 PM


Sent on behalf of pocanthill@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Stephanie B. Mory 
430 Paige Point Blf  
Seabrook, SC 29940-2708  








From: cdwelch@bellsouth.net welch


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:42 PM


Sent on behalf of cdwelch@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
cdwelch@bellsouth.net welch 
160 Tennessee Cir  
Mooresville, NC 28117-7473  








From: Dillard Adams Jr


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:44 PM


Sent on behalf of dadams@ctmt.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Dillard Adams Jr 
5250 Virginia Way 
Suite 100 
Brentwood, TN 37027 








From: David Hudson


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:03 PM


Sent on behalf of davidh@artechdgn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David Hudson 
1615 Cowart St Apt 103  
Chattanooga, TN 37408-1152  








From: Jason long


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of jason1.long@ge.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I assure you that I am in agreement with all comments above. The Upper 
Chattooga 
River is very important to me as an Upstate angler and also a nature 
conservatist. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jason Long 
117 Twinbrook Dr  
Greenville, SC 29607-1213  








From: N. Douglas Boardman, III


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 11:31 AM


Sent on behalf of nboardman@mcvh-vcu.edu: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
We owe future generations the preservation of this and other pristine 
areas. 
Once these areas are exploited, we can never go back. We must learn 
from the mistakes 
of the past and preserve natural areas. 
 
Sincerely 
 
N. Douglas Boardman, III, MD 
PO Box 240  
Doswell, VA 23047-0240  








From: Jess Moorman


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 05:42 PM


Sent on behalf of jcmks2fl@wmconnect.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jess Moorman 
1621 Spring Lake Rd. 
Fruitland Park, FL 34731-5239 








From: Ron Ellis


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 12:51 PM


Sent on behalf of rlellis@fuse.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ron Ellis 
95 Arcadia Avenue 
Lakeside Park, KY 41017-2128 








From: Matthew Snyder


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 10:40 PM


Sent on behalf of msnyder4018@gmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Matthew Snyder 
411 S Gay St. Apt. #305 
Knoxville, TN 37902-1100 








From: Scot Fleckenstein


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:22 PM


Sent on behalf of SFLECK@BELLSOUTH.NET: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Scot Fleckenstein 
252 Forkner Dr  
Decatur, GA 30030-1660  








From: H. Garland Becton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:10 PM


Sent on behalf of hgbjcb67@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
H. Garland Becton 
614 Cresstar Dr  
Rolesville, NC 27571-9496  








From: patrick kennedy


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 05:42 PM


Sent on behalf of pkennedy50@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
patrick kennedy 
108 5th Ave  
Mt Pleasant, SC 29464-2704  








From: Mickey Ford


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:44 PM


Sent on behalf of mford@clarcor.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Mickey W. Ford 
411 Carmel Dr  
Murfreesboro, TN 37128-4173  








From: Wes Yates


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:03 PM


Sent on behalf of wes.yates@charter.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
We the Mountain Bridge Chapter of TU are vehemently against any actions 
that 
degrade or otherwise undermine the integrity of the Upper Chattooga 
River as we, 
the members of MBTU are constant visitors to that river. This is one of 
only three 
(four?) viable rivers in the South Carolina trout habitat that support this 
abundant 
wildlife. 
 
Over these past three years, with the extreme drought conditions we have 
been 
faced with (see water.usgs.gov), we in TU understand that the delicate 
balance 
of natural resources is paramount. We have been lying back in our fishing 
of the 
Upper Chattooga based on the current environmental conditions. Any 
options currently 
on the table that allows ANY part of the currently managed [trout waters] 
to be 
compromised impacts the river significantly and will endanger more than 
just the 
trout population -- there are many [non-human] species that depend on 
trout for 
their existence. 
 
As for ANY solution that allows for ANY removal of ANY wooded debris 
(large 
or not), is a serious mismanagement of our environment. Again, there are 
many 
species that depend on naturally occurring cover and debris for their 
survival 
(non-aquatic as well as aquatic). 
 
Please understand that options 3 is the optimal choice in this situation and 
on a rather personal note, we as anglers only have that 2 mile stretch 
from the 
HWY 28 bridge to Reed Creek as delayed harvest range. We utilize and 
manage that 
as responsible members of the angling community. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Wes Yates 
212 Neely Crossing Ln  
Simpsonville, SC 29680-6545  








From: Charles Landerfelt


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of jrlanderfelt@windstream.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Charles Landerfelt 
3195 Hummingbird Dr  
Canton, GA 30115-4698  








From: David Smalley


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:22 PM


Sent on behalf of boughtsolder@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David Smalley 
435 S Jefferson St  
Petersburg, VA 23803-5115  








From: Lenny Smathers


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 12:58 AM


Sent on behalf of lenny.smathers@gmail.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Lenny T. Smathers 
5562 Land Harbour Drive 
Granite Falls, NC 28630-8737 








From: Gregory Gaxiola


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 01:22 PM


Sent on behalf of greggaxiola@hotmail.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I work for the National Park Service at Sequoia Kings Canyon and can 
attest 
to the fact that people need places set aside by Government Agencies to 
preserve 
and set aside for generations to come. Please don't let special interest 
groups 
affect your stewardship of precious resources and please continue to 
protect them. 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Gregory A. Gaxiola 
POB 223 
Sequoia National Park, CA 93262-0223 








From: Odell Dillard


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 11:41 AM


Sent on behalf of ogdtrout@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Odell G. Dillard 
121 Mountain Dr  
Biltmore Lake, NC 28715-8918  








From: Bruce Reeves


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 06:11 PM


Sent on behalf of marylyn.reves@comcast.net: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Bruce Reeves 
1017 Adrian Street 
Augusta, GA 30904-4121 








From: jmccomas1@nc.rr.com McComas


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of jmccomas1@nc.rr.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
James A McComas 
6721 Green Hollow Ct  
Wake Forest, NC 27587-6293  








From: Brian Curran


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 06:33 PM


Sent on behalf of scrrchamp@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
On a personal note, the Chattooga is one of the only sizeable rivers in the 
Southeast that does not have a road next to it. Some of my finest 
moments have 
been standing in the Chattooga just below Ellicot Rock with my son and 
letting 
the natural beauty and isolation flow over us. I am certain that this 
experience 
would at least be tainted if not ruined by having to dodge kayaks. My 
experience 
with boaters has, for the most part been a positive one. However, it only 
takes 
one or two loud yahoos to ruin it for every body. There are hundreds of 
miles 
of rivers that boaters may use now. The Chattooga, particularly the 
section above 
 
big bend falls, is a rare resource in South Carolina 
 
Sincerely 
 
Brian W Curran 
1373 Kathwood Dr  
Columbia, SC 29206-4561  








From: E. Clyde Buchanan


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:44 PM


Sent on behalf of buchananlist@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Clyde Buchanan 
1410 Brawley Cir NE  
Atlanta, GA 30319-1711  








From: Richard Feldhoff


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:12 PM


Sent on behalf of rick.feldhoff@louisville.edu: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Personal experiences and comments related to the Upper Chattooga Rvr 
and Ellicott 
Rock Wilderness: 
 
My wife and I are research scientists and avid outdoor enthusiasts. We 
have 
been coming to the area that includes the Nantahala Nat'l Forest for the 
past 
15 yrs to conduct NSF-supported field research and to enjoy a bit of 
hiking. Hikes 
along the Upper Chattooga and in the Ellicott Rock Wilderness have 
always been 
particularly memorable. Last week, we hiked to Ellicott and Commissioners 
Rocks 
and were once again stimulated and amazed by the solitude and 
wilderness. We were 
able to see many small trout in the water and the type of insect life found 
on 
the underside of river rocks clearly indicated a pollution-free environment. I 
cannot see how significantly increasing human traffic and camping near 
this river 
will help sustain this pristine environment. Additionally, we have seen an 
extreme 
decrease in summer rainfall the past few yrs such that the upper river 
system 
is already stressed by a long drought. As an example, we are currently 
down more 
than 12" of avg rainfall for the past 10 weeks in this area (June 1 - Aug 14, 
2008) and this is nearly identical to last summer (2007).  
 
Our strong personal preference would be to leave the Upper Chattooga 
and Ellicott 
Wilderness areas boat-free year round. This area is a national treasure 
that should 
be preserved in its current state for our children and grandchildren. I have 
read 
Alt 4 and can reluctantly support it as a possible choice, but I have 
significant 
reservations to changing the status quo on this part of the Chattooga Rvr. 
 







Sincerely 
 
Drs Richard & Pamela Feldhoff 
301 Chelsea Rd  
Louisville, KY 40207-2301  








From: Bill Pope


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of wpope@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Bill Pope 
13 N Fenwick Rd  
Memphis, TN 38111-2007  








From: Karl Miller


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of knj_miller@msn.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Karl Miller 
6555 Pine Tree St. 
Roanoke, VA 24018 








From: Keith Kolischak


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 06:33 PM


Sent on behalf of keith@kbrcomm.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Keith Kolischak 
133 Queensbury Rd 
Winston-Salem, NC 27104-3537 








From: Scott Duffer


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 11:41 AM


Sent on behalf of fsduffer@aol.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Scott Duffer 
420 Lynnhaven Dr  
Charleston, WV 25302-4622  








From: Joel Stevens


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:31 PM


Sent on behalf of joel.t.stevens@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Joel 
1442 W Market St  
Harrisonburg, VA 22801-9071  








From: Larry Hamrick, Jr.


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 06:34 PM


Sent on behalf of lhamrickjr@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Larry Hamrick, Jr. 
1305 Merrimont Ave  
Kings Mountain, NC 28086-2624  








From: Robert Chamberlain


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:44 PM


Sent on behalf of rchamberlain1@alltel.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Robert Chamberlain 
1868 Rierson Rd  
Tobaccoville, NC 27050-9138  








From: Benjamin Ackinclose


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:12 PM


Sent on behalf of ben@digitalisles.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Benjamin Ackinclose 
167 Robin Way  
Jefferson, GA 30549-7203  








From: wolflady01@windstream.net Burnett


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:12 PM


Sent on behalf of wolflady01@windstream.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Sheri Burnett 
722 Peach Rd  
Morven, GA 31638-2815  








From: Ryan McMillian


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 01:11 AM


Sent on behalf of cvfd835@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ryan McMillian 
184 Westbridge Place 
Mount Airy, NC 27030-6679 








From: Arnold Sheldon


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 03:54 PM


Sent on behalf of shelhalla@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Arnold Sheldon 
1115 Kilpatrick Road 
Hendersonville, NC 28739-9734 








From: Melissa Harris


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of melissa@telecomtrainingcorporation.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Melissa Harris 
3437 Stokesmont Rd  
Nashville, TN 37215-1521  








From: Felton Jenkins


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 09:43 PM


Sent on behalf of afeltonj@hotmail.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Felton Jenkins 
220 E. Taylor St. 
Savannah, GA 31401-5018 








From: Kenneth Voltz


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 11:41 AM


Sent on behalf of kvoltz@mac.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Ken Voltz 
243 Oak Park Dr  
Brevard, NC 28712-3038  








From: David Sharp


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 10:52 PM


Sent on behalf of sharp1255@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
David Sharp 
433 Baynes Rd  
Reidsville, NC 27320-7854  








From: Alan Kirkpatrick


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 06:34 PM


Sent on behalf of akirkpatrick@jacarolinas.org: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Alan Kirkpatrick 
20 Griffing Cir  
Asheville, NC 28804-2821  








From: Jonathan Hodgman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 02:56 PM


Sent on behalf of jhodgman@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Our country and our elected officials need to realize that these limited 
resources 
once ruined/de-stabilized are extraordinarily difficult to restore. The 
damage 
is multi-tiered with long and short term consequences for not only the 
natural 
environment but the health of those who live down stream of the 
proposed changes. 
 
I urge you to keep preserve this small stretch of wilderness as it stands 
today. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jonathan Hodgman 
206 Oglehtorpe Dr Ne 
Atlanta, GA 30319 








From: Katherine Kaiser


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


Subject: Protect Upper Chattooga River
Date: 08/14/2008 01:12 PM


Sent on behalf of katie@catalystevents.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
This headwater portion of the river is very fragile and runs through the 
Ellicott 
Rock Wilderness. Boaters currently have legal access to over half of the 
Chattooga 
River plus many tributaries. Trout Unlimited feels the upper pristine stretch 
of this river should have limited boating access and be more specifically 
preserved 
for fish and wildlife and for people seeking quiet and solitude for hiking, 
camping, 
hunting and for world-class trout fishing. 
 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Katherine Kaiser 
1309 E Abingdon Dr  
Alexandria, VA 22314-1154  








From: Mark Snider


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of marksnider@mindspring.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
In addition; I have enjoyed this area as recently as last week and feel very 
strongly that it is one of the most beautiful and unspoiled areas in the 
United 
States. Extreme care should be taken to preserve this special area. 
 
 
 
Sincerely and with Kind Regards, 
 
Mark R. Snider 
1260 Fairview Rd NE  
Atlanta, GA 30306-4662  








From: Mont Cooper


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 07:01 AM


Sent on behalf of montcooper@hotmail.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
As a true outdoorsman, I volunteer and support efforts to help conserve 
and 
protect our water and woodlands resources. I have seen first hand the 
damage 
that is done by those who do not share the same values abd ideals. As a 
canoeist, 
I know many of the same do not recognize the negative impact they may 
exert in 
the natural world. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Mont Cooper 
252 Links Dr. 
Campobello, SC 29322-7803 








From: Rick Heath


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 04:02 PM


Sent on behalf of rickheath@hotmail.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Rick Heath 
17843 Sunrise View Ct 
Leesburg, VA 20175-7075 








From: Anna Blanton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:18 PM


Sent on behalf of info@annablanton.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Anna Blanton 
36 Smith Ave  
Winchester, KY 40391-2139  








From: Paul Boyce


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 10:52 AM


Sent on behalf of pawboyce@twlakes.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Paul A. Boyce 
310 Cedar Hill Rd. 
Celina, TN 38551-6546 








From: Russell johnson


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 05:43 PM


Sent on behalf of rwjrabun@alltel.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Russell W. Johnson 
78 weathervane lane 
lakemont, GA 30552-2804 








From: James Littleton


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 12:01 PM


Sent on behalf of Flyguide@charterinternet.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I was raised on the Chattooga. I am 55 years old and have for most of my 
life 
fished hiked and camped along the section above the 28 bridge. The 
forest service 
should be commended for the wonderfull experiance they offer on this 
stretch of 
river.. Boating is offered on most other parts of the river and should not be 
allowed on the upper stretch. It is the last wilderness experiance left in the 
upstate. If I want to see boaters I go to bull sluce. Section 2 is blessed 
with 
tubers and beer drinkers... 
 
Sincerely 
 
j.h. littleton 
2227 Augusta St  
Greenville, SC 29605-1766  








From: Mason McWilliams


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/18/2008 10:11 PM


Sent on behalf of masonhmcwilliams@yahoo.com: 
 
August 18, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Mason McWilliams 
3605 Oakley ave 
Memphis, TN 38111-6147 








From: H. Kevin Lidstone


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of herrick_k@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
H. Kevin Lidstone 
B.CO 2/325 AIR 
82nd ABN DIV 
Ft. Bragg,, NC 28310 








From: Ronnie Skinner


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 06:53 PM


Sent on behalf of ron_mol@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I do not agree with the trout Unlimited position even though I am a 
member. 
I would hope that the forest service would use alternative and open the 
river 
to boat traffic. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Ronnie Skinner 
294 Briar Patch Ln  
Cartersville, GA 30120-4062  








From: TERRY MCCLURE


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:02 PM


Sent on behalf of DL7843@AOL.COM: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Terry D. MCcLURE 
2675 New College Way  
Cumming, GA 30041-2870  








From: Ken Griffin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:12 PM


Sent on behalf of ckengriffin@att.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
The Flint River Chapter of Trout Unlimited, an environmentally concerned 
organization 
with 302 members, supports Alternative 4 of the Environmental 
Assessment of the 
Upper Chatooga River.  
 
While the Chapter is located in Peachtree City (Fayette County), Georgia, 
the 
members are very familiar with the Chatooga and often drive over 100 
miles one 
way to experience this outstanding resource as it is now.  
 
The Forest Service‘s preferred alternative is a compromise that is fair 
to all stakeholders and is designed to minimize conflict between visitors to 
the 
upper Chattooga. The zoning stipulations in Alternative 4 will provide good 
protection 
for the upper Chattooga backcountry characteristics of solitude and 
remoteness 
for present and future generations.  
 
Many of our members are also boaters and they agree with the preferred 
alternative. 
The Chapter believes that each group of interested persons should have 
the experience 
of the river without undue interference.  
 
The Flint River Chapter of Trout Unlimited commends the Forest Service 
for its 
efforts. The condemnation of the Environmental Assessment and of the 
Forest Service 
by other groups should not affect the fair and balanced decision that will 
be 
made in December 2008. 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Ken Griffin 
Flint River Trout Unlimited 
227 Cedar Dr 







Peachtree City, GA 30269-2009 








From: L MacWIlliams


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of lmacwilliams@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I spent the summer on a river that now has 2 pairs of eagles. This area 
was 
pristine with no boats. Please allow others to have the same experience. 
 
Sincerely 
 
L. MacWilliams 
720 Winchester Cir  
Macon, GA 31210-3435  








From: Marcus Leach


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 12:52 PM


Sent on behalf of marcus@leachtechnical.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
In conclusion, the Chattooga is my home river and my favorite place to be 
in 
the world. The proposed actions to open this pristine wilderness setting 
are wrong. 
This case sets a standard for the entire nation on the forest service's ability 
to zone areas for the greater good. I simply can not see how any of the 
proposed 
actions that allow boating can enhance the quality of the upper Chattooga. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Marcus Leach 
205 Lark Cir  
Clemson, SC 29631-2117  








From: James Hopkins


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 07:34 PM


Sent on behalf of jimhopone@charter.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
James Hopkins 
103 Pebble Creek Way 
Taylors, SC 29687-6630 








From: Richard Gerhold


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of rwgerhold@yahoo.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Richard W Gerhold 
380 Rocky Dr 
Athens, GA 30607-1072 








From: Robert Wagner


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:21 PM


Sent on behalf of rtwagner@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Robert Wagner 
3100 Sweetwater Rd  
Apt. 3112 
Lawrenceville, GA 30044-2472  








From: Adrienne Frey


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of aef03@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Adrienne Frey 
403 Stable Dr  
Franklin, TN 37069-4138  








From: Jason White


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 06:54 PM


Sent on behalf of jasondonnie@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jason White 
120 V F W Dr  
Watkinsville, GA 30677-2442  








From: Scott Beaver


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:02 PM


Sent on behalf of scott.beaver@ceoexpress.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Scott Beaver 
3960 Fairlane Dr  
Dacula, GA 30019-4618  








From: Wilbur Streater Jr


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:22 PM


Sent on behalf of wbsinsurance@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Wilbur Streater Jr 
8623 Stratton Farm Rd  
Huntersville, NC 28078-7816  








From: Mitch Whitmire


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of mitch30501@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Mitch Whitmire 
5685 Will Wheeler Rd  
Murrayville, GA 30564-1426  








From: Robert Burton


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 01:13 PM


Sent on behalf of biggiefee@yahoo.com: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
 
All of us who visit, vacation, or live in the Upper Chattooga watershed 
know 
that these resources are unique and thus, hard to replace. Please exercise 
the 
greatest caution in allowing additional impact to a Wild and Scenic Area. 
 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
Bob Burton 
359 Pinetree Drive NE 
Atlanta, GA 30305 








From: Kathy McDonald


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 08:34 PM


Sent on behalf of kat98mcdonald@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Kathy McDonald 
273 Hillside St. 
Asheville, NC 28801-1334 








From: George Lane


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 03:00 PM


Sent on behalf of geohlane@gmail.com: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
George Lane 
1106 Melvin Ave 
Maryville, TN 37803-5731 








From: Joseph May


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:31 PM


Sent on behalf of jmaydoc@hotmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Joseph A. May 
546 Beaver Ridge Rd  
Collinsville, VA 24078-3081  








From: Connie Dunn


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of yogart@bellsouth.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Connie Dunn 
467 Crattie Dr  
Springville, TN 38256-4823  








From: Noel Janney


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 06:54 PM


Sent on behalf of noeljanney@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Noel Janney 
132 Whisperwood Ln  
Athens, GA 30605-7038  








From: W Randall Corbin


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:03 PM


Sent on behalf of rc@windstream.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
W Randall Corbin 
PO Box 575  
Lakemont, GA 30552-0010  








From: Michael Williams


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:22 PM


Sent on behalf of flydrifter@gmail.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Michael Williams 
675 Edson Ln  
Landrum, SC 29356-8905  








From: Joe Davant


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of jdavant@rxtextiles.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Joe Davant 
2201 Floral Ave  
Charlotte, NC 28203-5907  








From: Jeff Allaway


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 08:11 PM


Sent on behalf of jeftammy@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Please help us preserve this river in its natural state! CHOOSE 
ALTERNATIVE 
#3!!! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jeff Allaway 
5125 Hampton Lake Dr  
Marietta, GA 30068-4317  








From: Marcia Woolman


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 11:42 PM


Sent on behalf of mwoolman@crosslink.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 



mailto:webuser@kintera.com

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





and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Marcia Woolman 
3085 Burrland Ln  
The Plains, VA 20198-1905  








From: Heidi Mead


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 07:18 PM


Sent on behalf of selkie@truvista.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Heidi Mead 
300 Lafayette Way  
Apt 3A 
Camden, SC 29020-1618  








From: Nathan Mitchell


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 03:34 PM


Sent on behalf of nathanmitchell123@yahoo.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Nathan Mitchell 
222 Aurora Dr  
Asheville, NC 28805-1706  








From: Joseph Plumley


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 01:22 PM


Sent on behalf of jplumjr@aol.com: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Dr. Joseph P. Plumley, Jr.  
8010 Hurakan Creek Xing  
Cumming, GA 30028-3656  








From: Reuben Kyle


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


Subject: : Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/14/2008 12:21 PM


Sent on behalf of reubenkyle@comcast.net: 
 
August 14, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Reuben Kyle 
3074 Briarwood Dr  
Murfreesboro, TN 37130-6834  








From: Jason Hoover


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/17/2008 08:51 PM


Sent on behalf of spinecarechiropractic@yahoo.com: 
 
August 17, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
Sincerely 
 
Jason R. Hoover, D.C. 
335 Judy Dr 
McDonough, GA 30253-2208 








From: Jim Waggoner


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/16/2008 03:51 PM


Sent on behalf of jbwaggoner@charter.net: 
 
August 16, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
With opening to boating comes "Out Door Centers". With that comes 
debris, and 
runoff and other pollution. Everything God gave us does not have to be 
exploited!!!! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Jim Waggoner 
1650 North Bellview Rd. 
Rockmart, GA 30153-3142 








From: Hal E Howard


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


Subject: Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis
Date: 08/15/2008 01:21 PM


Sent on behalf of hhowards@windstream.net: 
 
August 15, 2008 
USDA Forest Service 
4931 Broad River Road 
Columbia, SC 29212 
 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the USFS proposed 
action 
for the Upper Chattooga River Use Capacity Analysis. The Upper 
Chattooga River 
watershed contains the only river section in Georgia with a "Wild and 
Scenic" 
designation, possesses what has been described as "one of the unique, 
premier 
trout fisheries for backcountry anglers seeking remoteness and solitude in 
the 
southeast," and is of critical value to me and all members of Trout 
Unlimited 
in the southeast. 
 
I recognize and appreciate the many hours of commitment the Forest 
Service has 
dedicated in developing a balanced outcome for the Upper Chattooga 
issue, and 
I accept the selection of Alternative 4, which would open the Upper 
Chattooga 
to limited boating, as the preferred alternative. I would more strongly 
support 
Alternative 3, but I can accept Alternative 4 with a few reservations.  
 
I have reviewed the Forest Service position, as well as the "pre-decisional" 
Environmental Assessment, and find the Forest Service decision for 
protecting 
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and managing the coldwater resources of the Upper Chattooga for today 
and future 
generations acceptable. That being said, I do have the following concerns: 
 
• The proposal does not consistently and properly prevent the removal 
of large woody debris from the river. Woody debris is essential to the 
natural 
flow regime of the river and to the health of fish and other aquatic life. The 
proposal also fails to protect the various sensitive native plant species 
found 
in the corridor. 
 
• The Forest Service proposal for boating does not clearly commit the 
law enforcement and resource protection personnel necessary to regulate 
a new, 
high-impact form of recreation and to educate the public about the new 
rules in 
this part of the river corridor. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to insure that these conditions are 
adequately 
addressed within the selected management alternative. If the conditions 
within 
Alternative 4 are properly defined and followed, they may appropriately 
protect 
the resources and the true recreational experience of the Upper 
Chattooga, in 
addition to preserving the upper river's boat-limited uniqueness compared 
to other 
rivers in the southeast. 
 
I am opposed to any consideration of Alternative 8. It would be impossible 
to 
preserve the Upper Chattooga with this type of management plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter, and for 
providing an open forum to provide comments. I hope you will strengthen 
a couple 
of areas in your proposed action, Alternative 4, and protect one of the last 
remaining 
wild rivers in the southeast. 







 
I have been fishing the Chattooga River for over 40 years and the over 
whelming 
beauty of this special natural river continues to awe & inspire me both 
emotionally 
and spiritually. I have seen much pollution and reckless endangerment 
done by 
boaters in their designated waters, I have always been thankful the 
anglers were 
allowed seperate areas to enjoy quiet, peaceful and successful fishing. I 
would 
prefer alternative 3 but could accept altenative 4. I feel there should be 
higher 
fines for violators and more inforcement if possible. I am a member of TU 
chapter 
522 Rabun and appreciate the opportunity to express my views on this 
important 
issue.  
 
Sincerely 
 
Hal E Howard 
68 Rabbit Run Ln  
Rabun Gap, GA 30568-2641  





