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Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2008 3:03 PM

To: 'McMahon, Clareece B.'

Subject: RE: Wheeler Reservoir Development, Mile 7.3 of the Elk River (Alabama)

Thank you for your comment. It will be added for the file, and the applicant and TVA will
be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

-----Original Message-----

From: McMahon, Clareece B. [mailto:CLAREECE.B.MCMAHON@saic.com]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2008 2:54 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Wheeler Reservoir Development, Mile 7.3 of the Elk River (Alabama)

Thanks for your email. The email for you in the Athens courier is incorrect. I bet a
majority of attempts to contact you will probably go out in “never never” land. Below is
my response to the proposed river construction.

Sir,

I am a resident of Elk Shores Estates. A recent article in the Athens Courier newspaper
has brought our attention to the plans for a proposed river and land development located
just north of our home on Elk River, on the same side that is zoned under the scenic and
wildlife conservation rules mandated by TVA. The article stated that the developer, Billy
Christopher with River Front Development LLC has requested the Corps’ permission to dredge
the river, build a dock, stabilize the riverbank and construct a boat ramp.

We moved to this location four years ago and quickly discovered that our home was on a
portion of the TVA mandated scenic and wildlife preserved waterfront. Not soon after we
moved in, clueless of any sanctions, we had a local company cut some branches to raise our
canopy to enable us to view the river. TVA was notified of what we had done and came to
our home and explained the sanction and fined us. We had no defense, as we could only
claim ignorance as we had no prior knowledge of the sanction. Since that point in time,
we have adhered to the TVA rules and regulations and have maintained the natural
boundaries and natural habitat that are necessary to have the scenic and wildlife river
front. This area is home to blue herons, egrets, mallard docks, geese, coots and I could
go on and on. We quickly realized the importance of what TVA was trying to maintain in
order to preserve this area. Our river neighbors all adhere to TVA’s rules for this
scenic route on the Elk River. With this said, how can this developer be granted the
right to destruct and redefine the land and water front and disrupt the wildlife habitat
for his personal investment when just within yards of this property, the other residents
are required to maintain TVA’s expectations. I hope, within my lengthy discussion, the
injustice is clear.

Thank you in advance for any feed back.

Clareece McMahon
17515 Richter Road
Rogersville, AL 35652
Home 256-614-0062
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Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 9:11 AM
To: 'Gail Knowles'

Subject: RE: Opposed to Marina on Elk River

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Gail Knowles [mailto:Gail.Knowles®acs-kl1l2.org]
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 8:56 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Fwd: Opposed to Marina on Elk River

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

Attn: Richard Graham

3701 Bell Rd.

Nashville, TN 37214

Bethany Gail Knowles
106 Hammond Circle
Athens, AL 35611
256-232-2532
gailk@pclnet.net

Dear Mr. Graham,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed marina that Billy Amos Christopher
wants to develop on the Elk River in North West Limestone County. I was born in Limestone
County 46 years ago and have fished on the Elk River since I was a very young girl. My
fondest memories are playing with the worms and minnows while fishing in my Daddy's little
"Crappie boat". My husband and I have carried on the tradition with our girls who are
avid anglers!

I gm attaching a picture of my oldest daughter with a large crappie that she caught in the
very slough that Mr. Christopher wishes to dredge for large watercraft to have access to
the area.

I have never considered myself to be a "treehugger" or an activist in any way, but when
something I love and treasure so dearly is threatened, then I see no other option but to
voice my opinion while the chance is available. I am concerned for the atmosphere that I
grew up with becoming extinct and the joy of the little common fisherman giving way to the
larger vessels. The mouth of the Elk is in very close proximity to this property and has
the deep water needed for the marina way of life, with a very nice marina available at
Lucy's Branch. This marina is only a few miles away by water. I feel the proposed marina
would not be in the best interest of the wildlife or the people who choose to live and
fish in the smaller, shallower, and certainly more serene Elk!

Part of the property that Mr. Christopher has purchased is bluff property commonly known
as Buzzard's Roost. As of late, there have been sighting of Bald Eagles also nesting in
the area of the Elk. I would hate for our symbol of freedom to be compromised for sake of
a dollar! Local folks who use the Elk river for sport fishing and pleasure have access to
launch boats at The Sportsman's Park, Leigh High, Shumaker's Branch, private ramps and
numerous other ramps. These areas are adequate for small craft that can maneuver the Elk
waterways safely. Larger marina type craft should use the Tennessee River. This gives
the larger craft a safer, deeper water for boating.

My daughters also love to ride a jetski and we only allow them to do so on the Elk,
1




feeling it is safer for them with no threat from larger boats. And yes, they are both
licensed drivers! Please consider rejecting this proposal for the good of the environment
and the safety of my children and all small watercraft owned by taxpayers who love the
lazy Elk river and its peaceful, natural atmosphere! Just double click on the icon below
to look at the photo to see what is threatened...this fish was caught in the slough by
Buzzard's Roost and we fish there each spring. My family has caught many crappie,
bluegill, and bass in this particular area and catfish at the bluff! It is a natural
runoff area that attracts food for the various species of wildlife.

Sincerely,

Gail Knowles







Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 11:19 AM

To: 'nvdavis@hughes.net'

Subject: RE: Objection: To proposed Elk River Marina

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide me with your mailing address. Thanks.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: nvdavis@hughes.net [mailto:nvdavis@hughes.net]
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 10:43 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Objection: To proposed Elk River Marina

Dear Sirs:

I would like to voice my objection to the proposed Marina, planned for Elk River.
I have lived on Elk River for 31 years. The proposed Marina is within one mile of my home.
The place that the Marina is planned is on the channel side of the river. The channel is
not very wide in Elk River, and I don't think the river will support this Marina. I know
that is planned for the slough, that is there, and not the channel, but it will have too
be dredged, and this will cause problems. Plus when traffic from the Marina comes out of
slough, it will come right out into the main river channel. The boats from the Marina will
be pulling right out in front of boats, running the river channel, going past this slough.
This will cause a very dangerous situation.

Thanks for your time, and listening too what I had to say on this subject. Please
take this into consideration as you make your final decision on this Marina.

Yours Truly; Nickie ’
V. Davis

s

Phone# (256)
729-6267

Graham, Richard D LRN

From: nvdavis@hughes.net

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 12:51 PM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Re: Objection to proposed Elk River Marina
Dear Sir:

Thanks for your response to my letter. My mailing address is:

Nickie V. Davis
17820 Lakeside Estates Rd.
Athens, Al. 35614

Thanks again, Nickie V.
Davis




. Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 1:09 PM
To: ecass123@bellsouth.net

Subject: RE: Elk River mile 7.3 deviopment

As far as I'm concerned, the drydock and the entire proposed development would be
considered a commercial operation. I don't know how the land is zoned; that's not a Corps
issue. I don't know how the effluents from the proposed drydock would be handled, but I
will before any permit would be issued. Also, I never heard of an Alabama Snow Wreath, but
I'11 check on it. I will keep you informed about what's going on. We'll send all Public
Notice comments (yours included) to the applicant and give him an opportunity to rebut
them if he wants to. Please call me any time if you have questions. Thanks again for your
comment .

Richard Graham
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: ecassl23@bellsouth.net [mailto:ecassl23@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 12:24 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: RE: Elk River mile 7.3 devlopment

Thank you for the reply. I am glad the paper contacted you. I also wanted to make sure you
were aware that I am an adjacent property owner. My family owns the opposite side of the
slough in question. I also have seen the Corp. document from one of the other adjacent
owners and question the dry storage facility proposed. Is this considered a commercial
operation and if so is the property zoned accordingly by TVA and the Corp.? There are no
commercial operations on this area of the river and we sould like to see it remain that
way. Of great concern also is the handling of effluents from the facility and resulting
impact envioronmentaly. I also wonder what TVA has informed the Corp. about the area
concerned and the Alabama Snow Wreath. I believe (according to TVA) this is considered
endangered and thought to be in this area.

Please add me to the list for any further publications/ notices the Corp. has regarding
this matter.

Thank you again,

Cass Smith ) .

17450 Richter Rd. '
Rogersville, AL 35652

—————————————— Original message from "Graham, Richard D LRN"
<Richard.D.Graham@usace.army.mils>: -~------c--u-ou

> Thanks again. Also, the newspaper called me and got'my correct emall address.
>
> Richard Graham

v

————— Original Message-----

From: ecassl23@bellsouth.net [mailto:ecassl23@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 12:56 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: RE: Elk River mile 7.3 devlopment

v

Mr. Graham,

Thank you for returning my call. following are more specific concerns:

1. Over the past 40 plus years we have seen a growth in the number and
diversity of wildlife and waterfowl. I am greatly concerned this will go in
the opposite direction if allowed. Both in the water and on the bluff area
concerned. Of specific mention would be bald eagles, falcons, cormorants,
egrets, gteat blue herons, and numerous types of ducks that nest in this

1
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area.
2. The cove in question is in my opinion not large enough for this size of
project. It will ruin the pristine nature of the habitat in general.

3. The quality of the water in general is also of question with the amount of
proposed boathouses/boats based in the cove.

4. The channel of the river is immediately adjacent to the entrance of the
cove. The channel is extremely narow here and the ingress/egress is blind due
to the topography of the bank on both the upstream and downstream sides. This
seems to have the possibility of a hazard in itself with boat traffic in
general.

5. Prior to the sale of the property involved there were changes made to the
back of the slough that I am not sure were in compliance with TVA regulations
in general (i.e. clearing of the area of brush, small trees, and buckbrush in
the back of the slough).

Thanks you for your time.

Sincerely,

Cass Smith

17450 Richter Rd.

Rogersville,AL 35652

256 318 5290

b T Original message from "Graham, Richard D LRN"

> Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the
> applicant and TVA will be advised.

>

> Richard Graham

> Regulatory Branch

> (615) 369-7507

>

> ----- Original Message-----

> From: ecassl23@bellsouth.net [mailto:ecassl23@bellsouth.net]

> Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 11:27 AM

> To: richard.graham@lrn02.usace.army.mil

> Subject: Elk River mile 7.3 devlopment

>

> Hello Mr Graham,

> My name is Cass Smith. I am an adjacent property owner of this proposed
> development by Mr. Christopher. My family and I are strongly opposed to

this

> propeosal. This an extremely pristine area of the river. We have been here
> more than 40 yrs. (basically all my life). We have always tried to be good
> stewards of the area and the wildlife it contains. There are numerous
species

> indigenous to the cove and bluff area in gquestion here. Just yesterday

> morning I saw a bald eagle in this very area proposed. I fail to see how
the

> developing of this area cannot help but have a tremendous negative impact
on

> the quality of water, fish and number of animals and waterfowl native to
the

> area. The back of this cove is the first place I ever witnessed wood ducks
> being pushed out of their tree nest to the water by the mother 40 yrs. ago.

> They still nest there. That will change if this allowed I'm sure. I can
think

> of many other comments to make, none positive, but I do not desire to be
long

> winded.

Please feel free to contact me:

Cass Smith

256 318 5290

17450 Richter Rd.

Rogersville,AL 35652

Thanks you for your time.

Sincerely,



> > Cass Smith @



~ Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 1:53 PM
To: '‘Cass Smith'

Cc: 'Davis, Stanford E’

Subject: _ RE: river otter

Thank you for this information.

Richard Graham
(615)369-7507

~~~~~ Original Message-----

From: Cass Smith [mailto:ecassl23@bellsocuth.net]
Sent: Monday, October 06, 2008 11:08 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN; Strickland, Samantha J
Cc: rolltidedado@aocl.com; Robin Smith; Vic Dura
Subject: river otter

Mr. Graham,
I thought you might be interested to know I spotted a river otter less than a mile from
our property yesterday while fishing.

According to the US Fish and Wildlife site it is an endangered species. Further
investigation reveals that they are very intolerant and sensitive to habitait disruption
and very sensitive to pollution of their envioronment, resulting in their leaving the
area. It would seem this should be strongly considered when looking at the proposed
development by Mr. Christopher. Any thoughts would be appreciated.

Thank you,

Cass Smith



Graham, Richard D LRN @

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 2:02 PM
To: 'Cass Smith'

Cc: 'Davis, Stanford E'

Subject: RE: Endangered Species Program

Again, thank you for your comment.

Richard Graham
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Cass Smith [mailto:ecassl23@bellsouth.net]

Sent: Monday, October 06, 2008 12:52 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN; Strickland, Samantha J; rolltidedado@aol.com; Vic Dura; Robin
Smith; David Taylor

Subject: Endangered Species Program

I would like to bring attention to something I found at the F&WS web site regarding the
endangered species program on the definition of harm.

Rule 50 CFR Part 222 (last updated Jan. 16,2008) [Docket No.980414094-5287-02; I.D. No.
091797A] RIN 0648-AK55 ‘"emphasizes such acts (harm) may include significant habitat
modification or degredation that significantly impairs essential behavioral patterns of
fish or wildlife".

It would appear the changes proposed in Mr. Christopher's mile 7.3 Elk River Development
might well fall under this clause regarding the Southern River Otter. I welcome input
/thoughts on this matter.

Thank you,

Cass Smith




Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 2:07 PM
To: 'Robin Smith’

Subject: RE: Elk River mile 7.3 development

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Robin Smith [mailto:rsmith@summitsti.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2008 1:50 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Elk River mile 7.3 development
Importance: High

Save the Elk River
Mr. Graham,

The following is a letter written by my 10 year old daughter in response to the article in
the News Courier discussing the development project on Elk River mile 7.3, (page 4A,
Thursday, September 18th). Thank you in advance for reading her letter. Best regards,
Robin Smith.

Dear Mr. Graham,

We have several varieties of ducks and turtles that nest in the riverbanks of this area of
the Elk River. This area of the river is also home to great egrets, blue herons, falcons,
and bald eagles. I love animals, and I love to read books about them and watch National
Geographic and Animal Planet. Almost all the books and TV programs say the same thing:
save the ducks, save the herons and egrets, and save the bald eagles. Well, as far as I
know, dredging out the Elk River and building a 910 ft. boardwalk is NOT helping those
animals.

Sincerely,

Maggie Smith

Age: 10 .

Elk Shores Subdivision, Elk River
17450 Richter RAd.

Rogersville, AL 35652

Robin Smith

Summit Technology, Inc.

256.278.4120 256.771-0340 fax

rsmith@summitsti.com <mailto:rsmith@summitsti.com> www.summitsti.com
<http://www.summitsti.com/>
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Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Gary DuBois [duboisga@ardmore.net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 2:23 PM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: RE: [SPAM]RE: elk river dredging

Thank you for your response.

My mailing address is: Angela DuBois
23760 Bethel RAd.
Elkmont, AL 35620

————— Original Message-----

From: Graham, Richard D LRN [mailto:Richard.D.Graham@usace.army.mil}
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 12:03 PM

To: Gary DuBois

Subject: [SPAMIRE: elk river dredging

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide us with your mailing address. Thanks again.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Gary DuBois [mailto:duboisga@ardmore.net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 11:34 AM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: elk river dredging

Mr.Graham, I totally opppose the permit asked by Billy Christopher for River
Front Devekopment LLC permission to build the dock. The Elk River is so naturally
beautiful and the animals are wonderful to watch please don't allow this to happen. We
are just a average income American family who enjoy the river so much boating and have
picnics. Mr. Chritopher keeps developing all over our rivers and taking away from it.
Its all about more money for a very wealthy man already. I would truly appreciate you
studying this out and if all possible stop this happening to our beautiful river.
Thanks, Angie
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Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

1701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 17214

Attn: Richard D. Graham

Ref: Public Notice: No. 08-19
Application No. 2007-02181

The undersigned are resident owners of property adjacent to the applicants’ proposed
construction project.

We have reviewed the referenced Public Notice and project description. The proposed project
raises multiple concerns about probable impacts including cumulative adverse impacts of the
activity on the public interest. We have serious doubts and reservations that the benefits of the
project will outweigh the reasonably foreseeable detriments. At this time, we believe the project
is very contrary to the needs and general welfare of the people, particularly the current residents
of Richter Road for the reasons cited below.

equest publie:hearings be advertised and held to address and respond to the specific issues
dlscussed below as well as any others raised by concerned parties. We further request that each
current resident of Richter Road be notified of the date, time and location of the hearings as well
as the issues.

Our reasons for requesting the hearings are:

1. Unless resolved in the earliest stages of the proposed project, the addition of 33 residences
and a commercial business enterprise will grossly overtax the existing potable water supply

and seriously jeopardize the continued habitability and quality of life of existing Richter Road

homes.

- The existing potable water supply to Richter Road residents is via a 4” diameter pipe and fed
by a series of smaller pipe lines. It is marginally adequate under the best of conditions.

- Asof Sept 19, 2008, the Limestone County Water Authority had not been contacted by the
developer to discuss potable water availability to the proposed development. Limestone
County does not have plans to upgrade or expand the water lines to or on Richter Road.

- The Water Authority learned of the proposed development when the Public Notice was -
published in the Athens News Courier newspaper on September 18, 2008.
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- Our household has had to report low water supply/pressure conditions to the Limestone g
County Water Authority on multiple occasions in the past three years when water supply was
insufficient for toilets, bathing or operating our dish washer.

2. The existing 4” diameter water supply line will not support installation of fire hydrants on
Richter Road. Area fire protection is provided by the small Pleasant Grove Volunteer Fire
Department (VFD) located on Upper Snake Road approximately seven miles away.

- The proposed marina and residential areas are located in a heavily forested, rough terrain and
prolonged severe drought area. Construction of the proposed 33 residences and commercial
business in this environment without fire protection measures creates a new serious public
safety fire risk/threat. The lack of fire protection endangers the lives of current and
prospective residents, new and existing homes and property in the area.

3. Richter Road is in very poor condition. It is also so narrow that when two vehicles
traveling in opposite directions meet, one or both have to pull partially off the road in
order to pass. This existing serious public safety issue is aggravated by five curves in the
road in the immediate area of the two proposed site entrances.

The increased traffic volume from the proposed residences as well as vehicles with towed
watercraft going to/from the proposed commercial storage facility will dramatically worsen
the existing public safety hazard. 1t is an especially dangerous situation when vehicles meet
a Limestone County school bus, any larger vehicle, towed vehicles or farm equipment

- The Limestone County District Four Commissioner stated this past spring that the county
does not have the funds to widen or pave the road nor does he know when funds might
become available.

4. Although not addressed in the Public Notice, we have concerns about whether and how
the commercial storage facility and/or docks will safeguard, store, dispense, and/or dispose
of fuels, oils and lubricants associated with marine and boating activities to minimize fire
hazards as well as protect the environment.

S. The proposed dwelling sites will be located atop a stone/limestone bluff overlooking the
Elk River. However, the public notice does not make reference to waste sanitation/disposal
for the proposed residences or the commercial facility. What sanitation/disposal provisions
are proposed? Has an environmental impact statement been prepared to address to ensure
that the environment and adjacent waterways are protected and not contaminated?

Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

LI, Tl Billes §. Teadn

Robert D. Taylor ! Billie G. Taylor”

Copy to: Limestone County Water and Sewer Authority
Limestone County Commissioner, Mr. Bill Dawes



Nashville District Corps of Engineers,
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham, :

3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, Tenn., 37214

Telephone (615) 369-7507

Fax (615) 369-7501

September 24, 2008

Dear My. Graham.

| am disappointed that the US CoE PN 08-19 project has even been proposed. The E!k R‘iver is con'gested
enough for its size and should be preserved as it is. The area of the river for which this project is targeted is very
shallow and narrow. It would be a huge impact on the river.

The project outline is very general and leaves the Elk River community with many questions:

What flora and fauna will be affected by the project and how will they be effected?

How will runoff from dredge spoils pond be filtered? How much runoff is expected?

What would be the off-site effects of the project?

How much additional river-use will result from the completed project and what will the effects of that
additional river use be?

What would be the effect of other facilities and activities associated with the proposed project?

Because of these and many other unanswered questionsfl would like to request a pu_blic meeting be held
regarding the proposed project, and that I be added to any mailing list to receive future notices.

Several people have reported that they have tried to send email to you regarding PN Ot?-l‘) but they h‘aven’.t
gone through. I believe that many people may have been discouraged from commenting because of email
problems. I think this is another good reason to hold public hearings.

Sincerely yours,

Susan Roessel Dura
PO Box 509
Rogersville, AL 35652
256-247-1431

SRDura@hiwaay.net



Graham, Richard D LRN

i —
From: Graham, Richard D LRN
Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 11:01 AM
To: '‘Sue Roessel Dura’
Subject: RE: Elk River Dock and Boat Launch

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. I will be glad to discuss any of your concerns if you will call me at
your convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: Sue Roessel Dura [mailto:srdura@hiwaay.net]
Sent: Friday, September 26, 2008 6:25 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Elk River Dock and Boat Launch

Nashville District Corps of Engineers,
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham,
3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, Tenn., 37214

Telephone (615) 369-7507

Fax (615) 369-7501

Dear Mr. Graham.

I am disappointed that the US CoE PN 08-19 project has even been proposed. The Elk River
is congested enough for its size and should be preserved as it is. The area of the river
for which this project is targeted is very shallow and narrow. It would be a huge impact
on the river. The project outline is very general and leaves the Elk River community with
many questions:

what flora and fauna will be affected by the project and how will they be effected?

How will runoff from dredge spoils pond be filtered? How much runoff is expected?

What would be the off-site effects of the project?

How much additional river-use will result from the completed project and what will the
effects of that additional river use be?

What would be the effect of other facilities and activities associated with the proposed
project?

Because of these and many other unanswered questions I would like to request a public
meeting be held regarding the proposed project, and that I be added to any mailing list to
receive future notices.

Sincerely yours,

Susan Roessel Dura
PO Box 509
Rogersville, AL 35652
256-247-1431
SRDura@hiwaay.net



rrom victor Dura to 615-369-7501 at 9/25/2008 11:03 AM 001/00

Shoals Environmental Alliance

Rogersville S.|.G.

P.O. Box 509

Rogersville, AL 35652
256-247-1431 vpdura@Hiwaay.net

September 25, 2008

Nashville District Corps of Engineers,
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham,
3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, Tenn., 37214

Via Fax (615) 369-7501

Dear Mr. Graham:

In Re: PN 08-19

Several of our members and property owners in the vicinity of the proposed project have reported that
email comments sent the address listed in PN 08-19 have "bounced"” with an error message, e.g.

The following message to <richard.graham@Irn02.usace.army.mil> was undeliverable.

The reason for the problem:

5.1.0 - Unknown address error 550-'5.1.1 User unknown'

We would like to correct the problem. Would you kindly call or email me as soon as possible.

Best regards,

Yie Oura




September 26, 2008

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

Attn: Richard Graham

3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, Tenn. 37214

Dear Mr. Graham:

We reside on Sugar Creek, a tributary of the Elk River, and hereby request a public
hearing on the proposed Elk River dredging site, PN 08-19, measuring 90' x 500'
x 7' deep, a dock including one 10'x 30" and sixteen 20' x 30' covered, floating slips.
The private slips would be for use by residential lot owners in the development. A 6'
x 910' boardwalk would be built from the docks leading to a private boat ramp.

Commercial development on a public resource is a privilege, not a right gained by
possession of the financial resources required for commercial development. If ever,
this privilege should only be granted after an extensive and public review of the
impact that the development will have on the Elk River. A public hearing should
and must be a routine practice in such proposed developments.

The information released to the Athens News Courier makes no mention of any
environmental assessment having been performed in this development. In addition
to the unknown impact of the construction in the Elk River, there are additional
environmental questions involving the on-shore facilities. For example, will there be
any measures taken to mitigate the polluting effects of rainwater run-off from the
parking lot and dry-storage facility? Recent improvements in paving technology
have resulted in paving materials that allow partial absorption of rainwater to reduce
run-off. Has there been discussion of using this and other technology to minimize
environment impacts of this development? Will there be any fuel storage and
handling equipment installed in this project? If so, what measures will be taken to
prevent fuel spills?

We appreciate your consideration of our concerns.

Sincerely,
%
Woodﬂn and Carla Gregg



Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 9:35 AM
To: 'sharp@sharpmotorco.com’
Subject: RE: Elk River Development

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide us with your name and mailing address for our file
records, and so that we may contact you in the event that a public hearing is scheduled.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: sharp@sharpmotorco.com [mailto:sharp@sharpmotorco.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 01, 2008 2:40 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Elk River Development

Mr. Graham,

My family and I have had houses on the Elk River for over 30 years. We have seen
many changes--a lot of these for the worse--over the years. The river is already
overdeveloped. The last thing the Elk needs is another marina.

The public has not had enough time to discuss this thoroughly with the developer.
There also needs to be an environmental impact study done to determine the potential
damage this marina could cause.

Please don't push this greedy developer's agenda down our throats before
investigating all aspects of the impact this marina could have for years to come. The
very least you can do as a steward of the property is to have a public hearing.

Sincerely,

P. M.
Pulaski, TN



Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 9:41 AM
To: '‘Cindy Conlon’

Subject: RE: PN 08-19)

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message - ----

From: Cindy Conlor Imailt-: :zhconlon@una.edul
Sent: Wo 3day, October 0., 2008 1:06 PM
Tc - ., Richard D LRN

Sui_ ..i: PN 08-19)

Mr. Graham,

As a land owner in the Poplar Springs location of Elk River, I am writing to plead the
rejection of PN 08-19. Elk River has become more and more populated and we have seen a
huge reduction in fish & other wildlife. The particular area Mr. Christopher is proposing
is very ne:- the habitat that has been home to bald eagles. What a shame to lose any more
natural beauty from the Elk. Future generations will have ability to enjoy the wildlife
if it is continually forced out.

Please do not consider should a huge imposition on the river with this many additional
boats & residents in one location, it would be an environmental travesty!!

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns,

Cindy Conlon

Director of Procurement

University of North Alabama

UNA Box 5025

Florence, AL 35632-0001

256-765-4206 Phone

256-765-4329 Fax

University of North Alabama logo <http://www.una.edu/>



Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 10:00 AM
To: 'Mike.Conlon@toraycfa.com'
Subject: RE: PN 08 - 19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide us with your mailing address for our file records, and so
that we may contact you in the event that a public hearing is scheduled.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Mike.Conlone@toraycfa.com [mailto:Mike.Conlon@toraycfa.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 01, 2008 12:49 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: PN 08 - 19

Dear Mr. Graham,

I'm writing to oppose the project as proposed by Mr. Billy Amos Christopher. I oppose the
following project for the following reasons.

1. Public land should not be used for private projects. If TVA, the corps or anyone
else can allow such activities to continue then any body of water and or land "owned by
the public" and paid with our tax dollars will cease to exist for the public use.

2. The needs of the many should out way the means of a few. Under no circumstance
should a private investor use public land to gain profit for himself or better himself or
others who may choose to live at this location. It only benefits a few.

3. TVA, etc should set a standard for such land use and I though that one had been
established to prevent this sort of action.

4. How is the cost if any to any developer decided and where does the money go?

5. A public hearing should be required on any such proposed development.

6. He should install a private ramp on his property. Surely he has enough property to

do this. 3 ramps are within two miles of this proposed location. I use them all.

Michael Conlon

Safety, Environmental & Health Manager
Toray CFA

256-260-1010 ©

256-318-0090 C

Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Mike.Conlon@toraycfa.com

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 11:14 AM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: RE: PN 08 - 19

John M. Conlon
22677 East Brook Drive
Athens, Al. 35613

Michael Conlon

Safety, Environmental & Health Manager
Toray CFA

256-260-1010 O

256-318-0090 C




Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 10:41 AM
To: ‘bobfreeman@earthlink.net'

Subject: RE: Letter - Comments PN 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. I'll be gald to talk to you concerning any points mentioned in your
comment. Please call me at your convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: Robert Freeman [mailto:bobfreeman@earthlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2008 4:27 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Letter - Comments PN 08-19

Date: September 29, 2009

TO: Nashville District Corp of Engineers Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

From: Robert F. Freeman
301 Poplar Springs Dr.
Rogersville, AL. 35652
256-247-0734

RE: Public Notice PN 08-19

Dear Sir:

I am writing to you to request a hearing concerning the proposed Elk River Dock and Boat
Launch described in Public Notice PN 08-19. I have reviewed the proposal and visited the
site where the proposed actions would take place. At this time, I can readily see three
issues in which a hearing would be required.

I just found out, from a neighbor, about the proposed project. I request that The Corp
start a new comment period and allow the public adequate time to respond to the issues in
the proposed project. As I understand it, the public had to get the Athens Courier to even
find out about this. Since the Athens Courier is not even distributed to much of the area
that would be affected by the project, it appears that a new notice is entirely in order.
It should be posted in The Florence Times Daily which is actually delivered to much of the
area, especially on the Lauderdale County side of Elk River. In my opinion, the Public
Notice was entirely inadequate and should be redone in the public’s best interest.

Another reason to take an entirely new approach with a new Public Notice is that the email
address given to respond to The Corp was incorrect. Many of those who tried to respond
used the wrong address. We can not just assume that they know their email was not received
There are a lot of people, like me, who do not use email very much and will not even know
that their issues were not received. In light of the error and the fact that inadequate
notice was given, it is requested that The Corp issue a new and adequate Public Notice.
After reviewing the Notice and the area to be affected, there are three issues that arise
immediately. They are:

1. Dredging and potential harm to Elk River and the environment.

2. Boat docks are not necessary for access to Elk River 3. Financial aspects - exactly how
much does the public realize from use of our resources?

1. I am a 30 year resident of Elk River and an avid fisherman. My family has helplessly
observed Elk River in process of destruction, especially over the last 10 tol5 years

When we first came here, you could catch pan fish of all kinds and in abundance.
Gradually, human abuse and greed have been killing the fish and wildlife that use the
river. We’'ve watched in dismay as greedy developers destroyed the shoreline and spawning
areas making it uninhabitable for most fish and wildlife. A case in point is that this
same developer was allowed to dredge a slough close to mouth of Elk River. Before
dredging, this was a prime spawning area for fish. Duck, Geese, and other birds used the
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shoreline for nesting. After dredging and a huge public boat dock were allowed, there are
no fish and no nesting by birds in the area.

It was explained to us by a local TVA Representative that since the developer owned both
sides of the slough, he was allowed to dredge and construct a huge boat dock that runs
just over half way across the slough. The local TVA Representative said that since the
developer owned both sides, the oversized dock was also allowed. The boat dock impedes
public access, especially during low water levels. The end result of dredging and
shoreline destruction is no fish, no wildlife, just people.

I have just learned that there is a rumor circulating Elk River that the developer was
fined for improper dredging at The Pointe. This is unsubstantiated at this time. However,
the rumor was reported as fact. Please confirm or deny if the rumor is just that or if it
is a fact. Please supply a complete list of any and all fines levied upon the developer in
prior developments for improper dredging and any other violations.

Before dredging is allowed, the developer should have to pay for an outside, disinterested
party to study the affects of dredging. This would include an underwater survey, affects
on spawning, and affects on nesting areas for birds and other wildlife. It appears that
The Corp and TVA allowed this same developer to dredge at The Point with no study as to
the environmental impact. In addition, input from the people who live in the area was
minimally allowed and/or ignored. TVA and The Corp should not allow this to happen again.
There is one more very important aspect as to dredging in this particular proposed
project. As previously stated, the developer owned both sides of the slough at The Pointe.
This IS NOT THE CASE on this proposal. The developer owns the north side of the slough.
Other individuals own the other side of the slough. Have other land owners been consulted
as to the dredging issue? In this particular case, it is imperative that all owners of
property adjacent to that slough approve any change by dredging. In addition, they should
be consulted and approve any change to the entire shoreline. TVA and The Corp should not
allow any change to the bottom or the shoreline of that slough without the approval of all
adjacent land owners. The only exception would be if the developer was allowed ONE NORMAL
SIZED BOAT DOCK like virtually every other land owner on Elk River.

2. As I understand it, the excess number of boat docks are desired so that the developer
can sell homes in the surrounding area. THERE IS NO NEED FOR NEW BOAT DOCKS AT ALL. There
are three public boat ramps already in close proximity to this area. Only 2.2 miles from
the slough are the public ramps at Highway 72 and Elk River. There are two ramps and more
than adequate parking. Only 2.1 miles away is a public ramp with adequate parking at
Anderson Creek. And just 1.6 miles north of the slough is another public ramp. Although
the parking is limited here, it is usable. I suggest that TVA, The Corp, and the developer
come up with a plan to improve this already existing ramp and improve the parking
situation. This would help to alleviate the need to dredge and to destroy the shoreline in
that slough. He could still have the ONE NORMAL SIZED BOAT DOCK. This is clearly a case of
the wants of one developer verses what is actually needed.

3. The financial aspects of this proposal are not clear at all. As I understand it, all
the developer has to do is pay a fee which ostensibly covers the cost of TVA and The Corp
in reviewing and approving or not approving the project. After that, a cursory review is
done to make sure the developer builds according to plan. Is this going to be similar to
The Pointe? The developer get’s complete control of an entire slough, the homes sites go
up in price in his subdivision because of free access to Elk River, and the public gets
nothing?

I request a complete accounting to the public on all financial aspects of this project. It
is our river and our slough. This is the way it works. The government gives the developer
free access to our river and our slough. This makes the value of the lots to be sold by
the developer to skyrocket in price. The developer walks away with the money and the
public gets ZERO.

An analogy would be the situation with Fannie Mae And Freddie Mac. They were entities
backed by the public. A few well placed politicians and greedy individuals walked away
with the money and the public is left paying for it. This is basically the same situation.
The developer is the only one who makes money. The public gets nothing but a dying river.
It is requested, no, it is demanded that the entirety if the financial aspects of this
project be disclosed to the public. The developer should pay for TVA and The Corp to hire
a qualified, outside, disinterested accounting firm to assess the value of the land now
verses the value of the land once free access to Elk River is allowed.

The public should gain at least S of the profits from the increased land value. It has
been said that TVA has two floors of attorneys and an untold number of accountants. They
should be involved in this and similar situations. There has to be a way for the public to
get their fair share. One way would be for the developer to pay S the increased value of
the lots to the government as the lots are sold. The accounting firm could oversee the
sales for a small percentage of the proceeds. Another suggestion would be a yearly fee for
access to the boat slips, either paid by the developer or the owners in the proposed
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subdivision. There is a way for the government/public to get their fair share. After all,
it is our river that makes the surrounding land and proposed subdivision so valuable.
Unless a new comment period is created, I reserve the right to amend this letter with any
and all issues that may arise at any time before TVA approves this project.

These final comments are for TVA, The Corp of Engineers, Congressman Cramer, Senator
Shelby and all representatives that oversee TVA:

It is imperative that some sort of oversight be instituted in shoreline development for
private gain of a few developers. It appears that all aspects of this type development
should be reviewed and some sort of compensatory program should be started for access to
the public’s resources. This has been an errant practice for far too long. I have
discussed the financial aspects of development of lands adjacent to the Tennessee River
with numerous employees of The Corp and TVA. Many of them have privately voiced their
opposition to private developers benefiting from shoreline development. Hopefully, the
committee working with the TVA Board to develop a new Land Policy will correct the
situation and find a way to protect the few remaining public resources.

It appears that the acreage involved and potential proceeds from this project far exceed
the limit placed on projects until the new Land Policy is in place. It is therefore
requested that the entirety of this project be placed on hold until the new Land Policy is
in place.

Sincerely,
Robert F. Freeman

CC: TVA Board of Directors
Congressman Bud Cramer
Senator Richard Shelby

Robert Freeman
bobfreeman@earthlink.net
EarthLink Revolves Around You.




Graham, Richard D LRN

From: carol field [caroifieid4 7 @earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 4:48 PM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN
Subject: Re: Marina on Elk River

Thank you very much for the acknowledgment of my e-mail.

I am sure we are just trying to work for the highest good of all.
It is too bad Wall Street didn't try to do that.

My address is: Carol Field
19551 Riverside St.
Athens, AL 35611

Sincerely,
Carol Field
On Oct 2, 2008, at 10:50 AM, Graham, Richard D LRN wrote:

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and
the applicant and TVA will be advised. Please provide our office with
your mailing address for our file records, and so that we may contact
you in the event a public hearing is scheduled. I'll be glad to
discuss any concerns that you may have if you will call me at your
convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

VVVVVVVVVVY

\

————— Original Message-----

From: carol field [mailto:caroclfield47@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, September 28, 2008 1:08 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Marina on Elk River

Need more information on this possible threat to the Elk River.
The Elk is a very narrow river. probably not suited for a marina.
Hopefully there will be a public meeting concerning this marina.

Sincerely,
Carol field

VVVVVVVVVYVVYVVY
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Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2008 11:31 AM

To: '‘Rick Lasseter’

Subject: RE: Public Comment on Elk River Development

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Requlatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Rick Lasseter [mailto:Rick.Lasseter@rmf22.usace.army.mil]
Sent: Friday, October 03, 2008 10:32 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Cc: 'Rick Lasseter'

Subject: Public Comment on Elk River Development

Dear Richard,

This is in regards to the solicited Public Comment on the development of mile 7.3 of the
Elk River in the Wheeler Reservoir. I live just upstream and across the river from the
proposed development and I cannot disagree strongly enough with the proposal. For the
most part, Elk River has always been maintained as a pristine environment as compared to
the many commercial developments on the Tennessee River portion of the Wheeler Reservoir.
What development has occurred has thus far been unobtrusive and away from the boat traffic
of the main channel. The development proposed by River Front Development, LLC, would
create an extremely hazardous situation on Elk River. The area of the proposed
development is directly adjacent to the main channel of the Elk River at one of its most
narrow points. Combine that with the blind exit from the pocket where the development is
proposed and it is a recipe for disaster. This is of special concern given that the
proposal includes a boat ramp to service a large dry dock storage facility. The traffic
coming and going from that area would certainly be more than the location can safely
allow. I appreciate your time and attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Rick Lasseter

19373 Riverside Street
Athens, AL 35611
(256) 729-6959




Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 10:26 AM
To: 'rockinrob35652@yahoo.com’
Subject: RE: US CoE Pn 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please feel free to call me at your convenience to discuss any of the
concerns stated in your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: robin burchfield [mailte:rockinrob35652@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, October 03, 2008 8:03 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: US CoE Pn 08-19

Nashville District Corps of Engineers,
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham,
3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, Tenn., 37214
Telephone (615) 369-7507

Fax (615) 369-7501

Dear Mr. Graham.

I am writing in regards to US CoE PN 08-19. The proposed
project includes dredging, building a dock, stabilizing the

riverbank and constructing a boat ramp at mile 7.3 of the
Elk River in Wheeler Reservoir.

Billy Christopher with River Front Development LLC in Athens is asking the Corps’
permission to build the dock.
Due to private developers our waterways are greatly
polluted and shorelines have been destroyed by massive

developments and erosion. The rivers and tributaries have
been dredged, wildlife habitats have been destroyed, fishing

has deteriorated and heavy boat traffic clogs all

recreational areas and is destroying our riverbanks. I have

seen for myself the deterioration in the area from land

overdeveloped and loss of wildlife. I have personally observed the terrible pollution,
runoff, increased traffic
and gross amounts of erosion on the river.
Our fishing is a thing of the past due to destruction of spawning areas destroyed by such
things as dredging. Ospreys have disappeared since The Pointe has been built. Alligators
have been spotted on the Elk. Has anyone checked to see if this area could possibly be a
nesting spot for the gators? They are on the protected species list. There needs to be a
study done on what effect the dredging and destruction of flora & fauna will have on
wildlife habitat,underground springs, spawning, mussel beds. There is no need for a boat
launch, there are several within a few miles of the area. I personally think if the people
want to by land on the river they should apply for a private dock permit and build it
themselves just like everyone else on the river does. I have not seen any comments about
TVA or the new Land Policy. Have they been notified of this request? What are there
responses?

I sometimes kayak in this area and hate to see it destroyed due to someones greed and
personal gain. I do not see enough info in Mr. Bill
Christopher's proposal to make me feel there has been enough studies done to save the Elk
River and its neighbors.

This is everyones shoreline, I do not want to see it destroyed . I would like to request
a public meeting and be added to any mailing list to receive future notices. I feel there
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H(q-2
has not been enough public notice to inform the public of this request and give adqu;;;::;:>
time to respond. I have tried to send an e-mail to you since Sept. and recently found out

the e-mail address given in the notice is incorrect. How many others have run into this
problem? I received an e-mail from a friend in Athens about the article in the Athens
newspaper. I have not seen anything about it in Lauderdale Co. We are also a part of the

Elk River community and share views about our Elk River's future.

Best Regards,

Robin Burchfield

1194 Barnett Rd.
Rogersville,Al. 35652
E-mail:rockinrob35652@yahoo.com




Graham, Richard D LRN #20

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 10:31 AM
To: ‘jackandirene@comcast.net'

Subject: RE: Elk River Boat Dock and Launch

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615} 369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: jackandirene@comcast.net [mailto:jackandirene@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, October 04, 2008 5:06 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Elk River Boat Dock and Launch

Dear Mr. Graham,

If the Boat Dock and Launch is permitted to go through, more will follow. Pollutants and
congestion are the results of these types of ventures and we don't want this. The Elk
River is a beautiful waterway and we need to keep it this way.

Sincerely, John Peck
503 Springwood Ct.
Florence, Al. 35634
Tel: 256-757-2914



Graham, Richard D LRN £ 2y

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 10:38 AM
To: 'm4pilot@bellsouth.net’

Subject: RE:

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide us with your mailing address so that we may have it for
our file record. Also, feel free to call me at your convenience to discuss any of the
concerns stated in your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: mé4pilot@bellsouth.net [mailto:md4pilot@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Sunday, October 05, 2008 11:40 AM :

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject:

Mr. Graham,

I am writing in reference to your notice for public comments i.e. PN-08-19, the
development on Elk River at mile marker 7.3. My name is Tom Smith and you have spoken
with my brother Cass. We are owners of the adjoining property to the proposed
development.

The following are my concerns regarding the pfoposal:

1. The potential negative impact of the development on the wildlife and fauna in the
area. In the past few years we have begun to see wild turkeys and bald eagles moving into
the area and this will have a negative impact on their establishment in the region.

2. In their own master plan TVA has restricted the development of the bluff area
adjoining the proposed marina/subdivision in an effort to preserve a portion of the
natural habitat on Elk River for future generations. They also list a plant known as the
Alabama Snow Wreath as "endangered". This proposal appears to be in conflict with that
Master Plan. )

3. The proposed 200 slip dry dock facility would place a high volume of boat track into a
relatively small slough that empties into the river at an area which has a very narrow
deep water channel.

4. The commercial development of the marina and subsequent wastes generated by it would
negatively impact the water quality of the slough. There are two creek beds at the back
of this slough that drain into the river and would provide a pathway for water
contamination should any accidental spills occur.

I appreciate the opportunity to voice my concerns and trust that you and others involved
will work to ensure that whatever decision is made will be in the best interest of the
public as well as the property owner. This is one of the few remaining undeveloped areas
on this part of Elk River and therein lies not only the beauty but the fortunate or
unfortunate (depending on your point of view) fact that it is a desirable place to live.

Regards,

Tom Smith
256-729-6253 (home)
256-777-5053 (cell)



Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 10:43 AM
To:
Subject:

RE: Elk River Dock (PN 08-19)

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. As requested, your name and address will be withheld from any publication
or correspondence.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

From:

Sent: Sunday, October 05, 2008 11:37 AM
To: Graha ichard D LRN

Cc:

Subject: Elk River Dock (PN 08-19)

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch
ATTN: Richard Graham

Dear Mr. Graham,

I have lived on the Elk since 2001. I have seen the river deteriorate in water quality
and shoreline. This proposed dock (PN 08-19) has been analogous to the story about trying
to kill "the one crow in the corn crop." Elk River has suffered from-misuse and over
development. I would like to request a public hearing for all concerned with the quality
of life for man and nature on the Elk.

I object to over development for the following reasons.

1. Water quality: I wcould like for the water to be tested for swimming quality. Also
what about provisions for fuel spills and runoff.

2. Trash: I have found all kinds of trash in the river from plastic, dead animals, dead
fish, refrigerator, soda cans, whiskey cans and wood with nails.

3. I object to the dredging. Has an impact statement been made or has this even been
considered.

4. The Elk is promoted as a canoe and kayak trail. The quote is the the Elk is
"challenging and the scenery is beautiful". How can we promote thig area for the canoeing
and kayaking public when there are docks extended in every area producing many jet skis
and large boats.

I appreciate the opportunity to make my objections know. Mr. Graham, water is now a
precious commodity. Limestone County gets their drinking water from the Elk. Please,
please investigate the destruction to the Elk River and its tributaries. Soon after the
over development and sprawl there will only be a stream of water, as I notice not much of
the Elk exist now around the Elkton, Tennessee area.

NOTE: please withhold my name and address in any publication or correspondence.



Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 1:58 PM
To: 'ichpp@yahoo.com'

Subject: RE: CoE PN 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: j hester [mailto:jchpp@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, October 06, 2008 11:17 AM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: CoE PN 08-19

Mr. Graham,

Pleas allow the people to be heard on this issue. My main concern is the potential for
environmental destruction. I also believe that this is an unnecessary development.

Sincerely,

JC Hester

1018 Ridge Ave.
Tuscumbia, AL 35674
256-381-2637



Graham, Richard D LRN @

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 2:19 PM

To: ‘CarolElk@aol.com’

Subject: RE: Request for hearing on US CoE PN08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. You will be advised in the event that a public hearing is scheduled.
Also, feel free to call me at your convenience to discuss any of the concerns stated in
your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: CarolElk@aol.com [mailto:CarolElk@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 05, 2008 5:56 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Cc: SteveElk@aol.com; vpdura@hiwaay.net
Subject: Request for hearing on US CoE PN08-19

Attached is my letter:

October 5, 2008

US Army Corps of Engineers

Nashville District, Regulatory Branch
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

Attn: Richard D. Graham
Re: US CoE PN08-19

Applicant: Billy Christopher, River Front Development, LLC Dear Mr. Graham:
I am writing to ask for a public hearing on the above referenced request by Billy
Christopher of the River Front Development, LLC to construct a community dock as part of a
residential development proposal on Elk River Mile 7.3R, Wheeler Lake, Limestone County,
AL.. As a long time resident of Elk River Mile 10, I am in opposition to the proposed
plan.
My opposition is primarily with regard to environmental concerns and navigation. In the
over thirty years, my husband and I have lived on the Elk, the river has become more and
more shallow and filled with silt, debris from trees and runoff as the result of lack of
soil conservation efforts from other developers, farmers, etc. Recreational use of the
river is now confined to fishing boats, kayakers, slow moving pontoons, jet skis and
children swimming from private piers. The impact of a public access 200 slip dry storage
building would serve to further overcrowd what is already congested space in water that is
becoming more and more difficult to navigate. The location of the dock and floating slips
would present a safety hazard for other users.
While the river has filled with slit and become more crowded, a positive change has also
occurred. Blue herons, egrets, ospreys, gulls and even eagles have come to live and feed
off the fish that are spawned in this water that is now free of DDT. It is my concern
that congestion in this fish spawning ground will have a negative impact on both fish and
fowl.
Thank you for considering this request for a public hearing.
Sincerely,
Carol R. Copeland
8175 Blue Springs Drive
Athens, AL 35611
256-729-6729
Carolelk@aol.com
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 3:02 PM

To: 'SteveElk@aol.com'

Subject: RE: Public Notice No. 08-19 - Application No. 2007-02181

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. We will advise you if a public hearing is scheduled. Also, feel free to
call me at your convenience to discuss any of the concerns stated in your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: SteveElk@aol.com [mailto:SteveElk@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2008 3:00 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Cc: vpdura@hiwaay.net

Subject: Public Notice No. 08-19 - Application No. 2007-02181

Dear Mr Graham,

I, as well many other residents of Elk River have only recent learned of the application
of Billy Christopher, River  Front Development, LLC, proposing the construction of a marina
in the small slough located at mile marker 7.3R.

This proposal calls for the dredging of an area 90'x500'x7'; 17 boat slips and a 200 slip
dry storage building (all available through a rental agreement with Mr Christopher); a 6°'
boardwalk; a boat launch, etc.

The written propoéal stipulates construction of 17 boat slips. However, Exhibit B
attached to this proposal indicates 33 units with a 6' boardwalk running along the
shoreline for a distance of 13,852'.

If the 6' walkway is over water, when added to slips of 30' in length, this project will
protrude out from the bank 36' into this slough. This proposed project is on the East
shore. On the West shore is a single boathouse that protrudes out into the slough at
least 36' , if not farther. This is a small slough and it is not very wide. Between the
Christopher's slips and the existing boathouse there will be a very narrow body of water
for watercraft to navigate while traveling in and out of this slough.

If you consider that only a faction of the potential 233 boats use this slough at any
given time, this body of water is going to be dangerously congested. Swimmers and those
using floats will be endangered by the congested traffic in and out of this small slough.

The main channel runs directly adjacent to the mouth of this slough. This channel is used
by high speed bass boats, runabouts, jet skis, etc. From either the slough or the main
channel there is a limited view of any cross traffic. The potential for a fatal
collision is a very real factor that should be taken into consideration.

Bryan Williams of NBC evening news reported in his October 6, 2008, broadcast that a study
by environmental scientists showed that from 1/4 to 1/3 of the world's mammals are in
danger of extinction because of the loss of their habitat. If this proposal is approved,
the habitat of wildlife who live in and around this small slough will be forever lost. In
this slough and adjacent areas waterfowl consisting of blue herons, mallards, osprey,
eagles, etc. are often seen. For the first time ever this summer hundreds of white
pelicans suddenly appeared in the waters opposite this proposed development. If this
proposed development is approved it is unlikely the pelicans will return to this area next
year. The waterfowl that now makes this their home will be driven away.

The proposed dredging of this slough will destroy the habitat of marine life in the area.
1
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The exhausts of boats, jet skis, etc.; the spillage of gas and oil; the drainage of Suc

from the proposed parking lot following rains will so pollute this very small slough to
the point that it will become a dead zone for marine life.

I have had the pleasure and privilege of living on this river for 30+ years. Every day I
loock out and marvel at its beauty. This particular slough has such a natural, pristine
beauty. It would be a disgrace to allow its beauty to be destroyed; to deny future
generations the pleasure of enjoying its beauty as it exist today. Our government over
the years have seen the wisdom in preserving similar tracts of land in order that the
beauty of the habitat and the wildlife that live there would be preserved for the
enjoyment of the general public.

In making your decision on this proposal, please consider the habitat that will be
destroyed; the marine life, the wildlife mammals, the waterfowl, etc., that will be driven
away from their homes. Please consider the congestion and danger of being immediately
adjacent to the main channel. Please consider the pollution of this small body of water.
Please consider that when the dry storage reaches its full capacity of 200 boats the
pellution increases exponentially. Please consider that these dry storage renters would
not have an investment in keeping the river clean or protecting its habitat.

We request that a public hearing be held to take into consideration the issues raise
herein.

Thank you,

Steve Copeland

8175 Blue Spring Dr
Athens, AL 35611

Phone - 256-729-9736
Email - SteveElk@aol.com

New MapQuest Local shows what's happening at your destination. Dining, Movies, Events,
News & more. Try it out! <http://local.mapquest.com/?ncid=emlcntnew00000002>
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 3:04 PM

To: 'Copeland, Diann'

Subject: RE: Public Notice No. 08-19 - Application No. 2007-02181

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. We will advise you if a public hearing is scheduled. Also, feel free to
call me at your convenience to discuss any of the concerns stated in your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Copeland, Diann [mailto:diann.copeland@intergraph.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2008 4:36 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Public Notice No. 08-19 - Application No. 2007-02181

Dear Mr. Graham,

I write this letter in opposition to the proposed construction of a marina by River Front
Development LLC (RFD) at mile marker 7.3R on Elk River. I am a property owner and have
lived on Elk River for almost 20 years. My property is located at Blue Springs, upriver
from the proposed site and I am very familiar with the area. There are many reasons that
I oppose the development, but I've noted a few below:

--Other developers have proposed building marina projects on Elk River [Bubba Doss] south
of the Hwy 72 bridge. After many years of protest, evaluations, inspections, public
meetings and heartfelt begging by residents of Elk River, the proposed development was
denied by TVA/COE. The new proposed development by River Front Development is no
different. The mammals, marine life, waterfowl, and other creatures who co-exist with us
humans will be impacted forever, and not in a positive way.

--The slough where RFD proposes the development is a very small slough. The addition of
boat slips, a public launch and 200+ dry storage is ridiculous. Aside from the impact on
wildlife and waterfowl, the human congestion and waste far outweighs any positive. For
those of us who LIVE on Elk River and have to clean up the trash, waste and pollution of
the "weekenders" it is a serious matter. I realize that some of the boat slips will be
for residents of the residental development, but the 200+ dry storage owners have no
incentive to uphold the environment or habitat. Take a ride on the Elk after a weekend
and you will see what I mean.

--The slough where RFD proposes the development is just off of the main channel along
Buzzard's Roost. Boats entering or exiting the slough have limited sight of cross traffic
[other boats, jet skis, bass boats, etc.] 1Increased boat traffic will only increase the
chance of a fatal accident, especially with the addition of 200+ boats owned/driven by
people who are unfamiliar with Elk River.

--Residents of Elk River in the area of Buzzard's Roost and upriver are often treated with
a wonderful sight---EAGLES! It is a rare treat to see those magnificent birds and they
nest in the area of Buzzard's Roost and fly along Elk River. It is a wonderful treasure
for our children and grandchildren to see these birds in the wild. Building a residental
development complete with boat slips, a boat launch and 200+ dry storage in the proposed
site would destroy their habitat forever.

--In addition to the Eagles, Elk River is also home to blue herons, white herons,
mallards, otters, turtles, and SO many other types of wildlife and waterfowl, living in
their natural habitat.

Please consider these points when making your decision. Elk River is a beautiful place,
and there is a reason. There is no development except for homeowners with private piers or
boathouses. So few areas are left for natural wildlife, waterfowl and marine habitats.
Please don't take this one away.

This letter will also serve as my written request for a Public Hearing on this proposal.




Diann H. Copeland
8205 Blue Springs Drive
Athens, AL 35611
Telephone: 256 729-1266
diann.copeland@yahoo.com
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 3:06 PM

To: '‘Copeland, Matthew T'

Subject: RE: Public Notice No. 08-19 - Application No. 2007-02-02181

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. We will advise you if a public hearing is scheduled. Also, feel free to
call me at your convenience to discuss any of the concerns stated in your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: Copeland, Matthew T [mailto:Matt.Copeland@us.army.mil]
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 11:18 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Public Notice No. 08-19 - Application No. 2007-02-02181

Dear Mr. Graham,

I write this letter to inform you of my opposition to the proposed construction by
River Front Development LLC (RFD) for a marina at mile marker 7.3R on Elk River. I am a
lifelong resident of Elk River, living just upriver from the proposed site. I'm sure that
by now you've heard from several residents who oppose this proposal due to
environmental/wildlife concerns. I, too, am concerned about the potential loss of
wildlife habitat, the environmental effects of construction/industry, as well as the
aesthetic impact the proposed construction would have on a pristine piece of nature. 1In
and of themselves, these are all valid reasons for opposition of this proposal. My
largest concern, however, deals with the threat of danger to boaters that the proposed
marina poses.

The proposed site is in a small slough just off the main channel of the river. I
do not understand how such a large development could possibly fit in the slough, but that
is not my point. The river is fairly narrow at the proposed site, and it is just
downriver from a bend in the river. Herein lies the problem. Over the past few years,
the drought conditions have lowered the water level and increased the amount of flotsam
and jetsam all over Elk River and particularly in this area. Navigating this section of
the river is challenging for those of us who know the river well. It would be downright
foolhardy for someone unfamiliar with the river. This summer I towed boaters to shore
after accidents on two separate occasions. Some of the obstacles are easy enough to see -
they are visible above the surface of the water. But there are also numerous stumps,
uprooted trees, and other pieces of debris right at the surface or just below the surface
of the water. If a boater runs over a submerged log while idling in a pontoon boat, he
will experience some jarring and a possible ding in his propeller or foot. If he runs
over it while planing in a ski boat, it could prove fatal. The congestion that the
proposed marina would bring would only exacerbate the problem. The potential for death or
serious injury would increase exponentially.

I believe that allowing this marina to be built would be reckless and
irresponsible. I hereby request a public hearing on this proposal. Thank you for your
time and consideration.

Matt Copeland

8205 Blue Springs Drive

Athens, AL 35611

256~729-1266 °
Matthew.copeland@peocavn.army.mil
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 3:09 PM

To: ‘tvmorton2000@yahoo.com’

Subject: RE: Proposed Dock and Boat Ramp on Elk River

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVAa
will be advised. Also, feel free to call me at your convenience to discuss any of the
concerns stated in your email.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Tom Morton [mailto:tvmorton2000@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 2:07 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Proposed Dock and Boat Ramp on Elk River

Dear Mr. Graham,

I am writing regarding the Elk River dock and boat ramp project at mile 7.3. I do not
believe this is a very good project to be undertaken. The main channel runs along this
bank of the river and quite a bit of traffic throughout the year passes through that area.
Traffic is obviously higher in the spring/summer/fall months than in the winter months. A
set of slips as proposed could represent a hazard along that stretch of river.

Furthermore the proposed dredging tailings could be better used in restoring the islands
across from the proposed development. These islands have seen severe erosion over the
past 20 years and would/could do very well with the tailings from such dredging. The
islands across from the development that I previously mentioned are protected for wildlife
according to the TVA. The clearing of trees in the area that has already occurred has
disrupted the buzzards and vultures which nest in that area (The area is called Buzzards
Roost). Further work will probably greatly disrupt them.

I believe that the proposed work is planned for the slough extending northwards from the
main channel. This area is very rich in wildlife which will be unduly disturbed by
development. If however the project is being done parallel to the channel I believe the
TVA has designated that bank as a visual and habitat protected area (see TVA Shoreline
Management report of June 1996 - Plan Land Maps, map 2 of 7). I understand that the TVA
will "consider" development along this portion of the river. The problem is I think the
extent of development being considered here is very excessive and would in the long run be
very harmful.

Thank you for your consideration in this sensitive matter.
Sincerely,
Tom Morton

19192 West Lake Circle
Athens, AL 35611

Tom Morton E-Mail: tvmorton2000@yahoo.com
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 3:12 PM

To: 'Charlie McElroy’

Subject: RE: proposed development at Wheeler Reservoir

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615) 369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: Charlie McElroy [mailto:sligofarm@lycos.com]
Sent : Wednesday, October 08, 2008 11:01 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Cc: rsmith@summitsti.com

Subject: proposed development at Wheeler Reservoir

October 8, 2008

Attn: Richard Graham

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

Mr. Graham,

I am writing to express my opposition and concern over the proposed development at mile
marker 7.3 of the Elk River at Wheeler Reservoir. The proposed project, by River Front
Development, includes the building, by dredging, of docks, and a private boat launch.
There have been two recent developments on the Elk River and frankly, the narrow Elk is
becoming very congested; to the point of being dangerous to boaters and fisherman alike.

While safety is a definite concern, environmental consequences are of far greater concern
and importance. Over the past few years I have noticed a decline in numbers of all aquatic
life and feel it is our duty, as conscionable citizens, to conserve and protect our
waterways and the environment.

The recent over-development of the Elk River, as well as the growth on the Tennessee
River, can only put this eco-system in further peril. I, as well as most of my fellow
fisherman and neighbors, am fiercely against this and any future proposed developments.
Thank you for your time and consideration regarding this matter.

Respectfully,

Charles & Michelle McElroy
1090 Riverfront Road
Rogersville, AL 35652
931-993-8036



Dear Sir,

I am writing this letter pertaining to the proposed development at mile 7.3 of the Elk
River in Wheeler Reservoir. [ have been using the Elk River since childhood when my
family and I would fish, camp, boat, and canoe along the river. I have lived on the Elk
~ River since 1977. It has always been a serene and peaceful area for boating and family
recreation. My wife and I feel the proposed development would not be good for the area
because boats would be entering the main channel in a blind spot along the river. The
logs in the river already cause safety issues for boaters’ skiing and tubing in the river and
we feel that the safety problems would be greater because of this traffic. My wife and I
have enjoyed many mornings and evenings fishing in the area proposed for the
development. Upon several occasions, we have stopped to watch the deer come down and
drink from the river. With sparse areas of land being unpopulated along the Elk River
there is little space for the deer, eagle and other wildlife which inhabit the land proposed
for the development.

When making your decision please consider the safety, wildlife, and fishing in the
proposed development area, not to mention the ones of us who live in this serene and
peaceful place.

Thank You,
Je Melinda Ernest

Pt Dimante

19242 Westlake Cir.
Athens, AL 35611
256-729-8557

0% oot 20
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October 1, 2008

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

Attn: Richard D. Graham

I am writing this letter in response to Public Notice No. 08-19, Application No. 2007-02181. This is a proposed
marina, 200 boat storage, launch ramp, 17 boat house and 33 developed lots in Limestone County, Alabama on the
Wheeler Lake, Elk River mile 7.3R.

I have several concerns:

Water safety with high-density boat traffic on this part of the river.
Noise level with that many boats in this area.

Potable water supply.

Traffic on our roads.

Adequacy of our fire department with that much gasoline in that area.
Sanitation / septic fields.

Water safety and noise level are concerns of the Corps of Engineers. Limestone water department already has
problems with our water supply. The increased usage would definitely require increased water supply. Our roads
are unable to handle increased traffic, especially large vehicles with boat trailers. Our fire department is already
overtaxed. Our equipment is old and unable to handle any gasoline-fueled fire. The Health Department handles
septic tank / field issues.

~ Please consider our concerns when reviewing this application.

fotant Yyl PE

Richard H. Baugh, PE

17490 Richter Rd.
Rogersville, AL 35¢ 5 2

08 oct b
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 12:41 PM

To: 'McMahon, Arthur J'

Subject: RE: Comment on US CoE Public Notice 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: McMahon, Arthur J [mailto:arthur.j.mcmahon@boeing.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 2:30 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Comment on US CoE Public Notice 08-19

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Requlatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham

Mr. Graham
I would like to request a public hearing regarding the subject Public Notice.

My wife & I moved into a house on the Elk River in June 2004. Our house is located within
1 mile of the proposed development by Billy Christopher. Shortly after we moved in, we
had some tree work done by a local tree company. When asked about the need for any
permits from TVA we were assured by the owner of the company that none were required for
the "little amount of work" which was being done.

Shortly after we had the tree work done, we were visited by Mr. Jack Paul of TVA. Mr.
Paul asked about the tree work which had been done and I repeated the above. Mr. Paul was
very professional about informing me that I had violated Shore Management Policy by having
the tree work done within the TVA boundary. I explained to Mr. Paul I was ignorant of the
Shore Management Policy, but I wanted to work with him/TVA to correct the situation. Mr.
Paul appreciated my willingness to help correct the problem and his/TVA's resolution was
for me to pay TVA to have nine trees (this was the number of trees Mr. Paul had counted
which had been ‘ .

cut) replanted along TVA's property.

In reviewing TVA's Shore Management Policy the below items are clearly stated as key
points of policy:

1. TVA's goal in establishing the Shore Management Zone (SMZ) is to
conserve trees and other woody vegetation to the maximum extent possible.
2. One of the most effective ways to protect and improve water

quality is to retain shoreline vegetation. SMZs help maintain a healthy forest and clean
water reduce shoreline erosion, maintain scenic amenities of the forest, and provide
habitat for wildlife species.

I am aware of the close working relationship between TVA and the Corp of Engineers. Thus,
based on the above two points of TVA's Shore Management Policy I fail to see how allowing
Mr. Christopher's development of the area described in Public Notice 08-19 would be in
compliance with TVA's Shore Management Policy or in the best interest of current land
owners in the area, recreational users of the Elk River and the overall environment of the
Elk River. I strongly oppose this development.

Sincerely
A.J. McMahon

17515 Richter Road
Rogersville, Alabama 3652



October 4, 2008
Dear Mr. Graham,

I live on the Elk River in the section of the river, where a marina
building permit is being requested of your office by B A Christopher,
Athens, AL. I don’t think this proposed building will be an
improvement, nor a benefit, to the residents here.

This particular section of the Elk River, this section north of the
Hwy. 72 Lee Hwy. bridge, is recognized, as “the peaceful part of Elk
River”. For many generations, this section has been a place for

. kayaking, canoeing, swimming and nature watching, as much as for
water-skiing. jet skiing, and fishing. Right now, the river is in
renewal. Her health in this complex eco system seems balanced.
Rare river otter are returning and breeding. Eagle and osprey are
still rare, but they are sighted, and this is a nesting habitat for Great
Blue Heron, the American Egret, and the Turkey Buzzard, one of
earth’s most essential creatures protecting humans from the
bacteria of carrion.

For the public’s good and for the environment’s good, I am asking
your agency to make impact studies on such a transformation as a
marina would have here. I am asking for comparison studies of the
effects on similar rivers, similar complex natural habitats, and
similar river communities, where the large footprint of a marina has
entered a pristine, healthy system, such as this one.

g&?cere]y,

19235 Riverside Street
Athens, AL35611
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:23 PM
To: 'peterablum@aol.com’

Subject: RE: Please see attached lett

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. I'll be glad to discuss your concerns if you will call me at your
convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: peterablum@aol.com [mailto:peterablum@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 3:54 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Please see attached lett

Dear Mr Graham
Please see attached letter
Peter A. Blum

8222 Blue Springs Dr
Athens, Al 35611

McCain or Obama? Stay updated on coverage of the Presidential race while you browse -
Download Now <http://toolbar.aol.com/elections/download.html?ncid=emlweusdown00000001> !



PETER A. BLUM
SPI ENTERPRISE INC.

SPECIALIZED PROFESSIONAL INVESTIGATIVE ENTERPRISE INC.

Peter A. Blum
8222 Blue Springs Drive
Athens, Alabama, 35611

1-256-777-5777
peterablum@aol.com

Date: Oct 8 2008

Nashville District Corps of Engineers,
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham,
3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, Tenn., 37214

Telephone (615) 369-7507 Fax (615) 369-7501
Richard.D.Graham(@usace.army.mil

Dear Mr. Graham.

I am writing in regards to Elk River Dock and Boat Launch described in Public Notice PN 08-19.
The proposed project includes dredging, building a dock, stabilizing the riverbank and
constructing a boat ramp at mile 7.3 of the Elk River in Wheeler Reservoir.

I respectfully request a that you conduct a safety investigation into the above request. We do not
have enough Police patrol of Elk River. Will TVA be offering additional patrol if the above
request is approved?

Thank you for your assistance

Peter A. Blum

Peter A. Blum
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:18 PM
To: 'nm1776@yahoo.com’

Subject: RE: Proposed Elk River marina

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. I will be glad to discuss your concerns if you will call me at your
convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: nancy morton [mailto:nml776@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 2:59 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Proposed Elk River marina

Mr. Graham,

This is in response to the article in the Athens News-Courier regarding River Front
Development LLC's request to build a marina on some recently acquired property in the
Wheeler Reservoir. I live on the south side of the river, mile marker 8, and have several
concerns.

Where are the architectural drawings which would show other property owners exactly what
this marina would look like? Please provide a link to where these plans are located on
your web site. Will this be a commercial marina where anyone can buy a slip, or will it
be only for homes the company builds directly on the river but which do not have their own
boathouse or dock? If the developer is just trying to maximize profits by selling slips
to anyone who can afford it, I am against the idea. There already is a public boat launch
at the Elk River bridge which people who do not own houses on the river use; the people on
landlocked lots in this development can use that as well.

In the middle of the river across from the proposed marina are several islands marked as
bird sanctuaries on TVA maps. Existing river traffic has already been eroding these
islands; additional boat traffic could cause them to disappear completely. If the marina
project is approved, the developers should use some of the 20,000 cubic yards of river
bottem dredged material to reinforce the stability of those islands.

Has the effects of this marina on wildlife been studied? The change in the depth of the
river bottom can have an adverse effect on the wildlife; snapping turtles are already
decreasing in number in our area. The area River Front Development is planning to develop
is called Buzzard's Roost. At least three dozen buzzards and vultures live in that area.
There is also at least one pair of bald eagles in the area. What will be the impact of
the marina on them, as well as other wildlife that use the area as a resting stop when
they migrate to their spring and winter nesting areas?

The area across the river from the proposed marina is experiencing an increase in
sedimentation already. I am concerned that the increased boat traffic, stirring up the
river bed, will make the docks across from the proposed marina inaccessible, greatly
reducing property values. What plans have been made to address this issue? Will the
developer's dredgers also dredge a channel on the south side of the bird sanctuary islands
to ensure existing property owners will still be able to access the river after the marina
is built?

Thank you for your response to these questions.

Nancy Morton

19192 West Lake Circle
Athens, AL 35611
(256) 729-8008
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:24 PM
To: rolltidedado@aol.com’

Subject: RE: Elk River Development PN 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regqulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: rolltidedado@aol.com [mailto:rolltidedado@aocl.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 6:40 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Cc: HappyDee@aol.com; deon.hargrove@yahoo.com

Subject: Elk River Development PN 08-19

Dear Mr. Graham:

In regard to PN 08-19 which is for a residential development requesting the construction
of one 10' X 30' dock; sixteen 20' X 30' covered, floating slips; one 6' X 910' boardwalk;
and 18' X 80' ramp, with attached 8' X 43' floating courtesy dock; 150 yards of fill for
the launch; 600' of riprap stone; and dredging of 20,000 cubic yards of lake bottom, the
following issues are presented for consideration in denying this permit.

Water Safety--This area of Elk River is used for pleasure/recreation boating and fishing.
The channel runs directly in front of the proposed development. The channel is narrow and
the cove area is only 300 ft. wide (200 ft. from existing boat house). Overcrowding and
danger of access to the channel are huge concerns. Fishing tournaments are conducted in
this area and the fishermen use the channel. Will boaters have to "idle" just for one
development? The proposed addition of 33 developed lots with a 200-slip dry storage will
definitely add to the number of boats and contribute to overcrowding; thereby endangering
the safety of leisurely boating and fishing.

Environmental Impact---Pollution, aquatic ecology, wildlife, and littering should be a
huge issue. Just last week three river otters were on my pier playing in the sun.
According to the US Fish and Wildlife, this is an endangered species. They are very
intolerant and sensitive to habitat disruption and to pollution of their environment.
Wildlife is abundant here. It is understood that the EA will be conducted last. Will the
public be able to see a copy of this assessment before issuance or denial of the permit?
The impact of this development will be detrimental to all residents of Wheeler Lake--
wildlife and humans.

Dredging--What effect will the alteration of existing bottom substrate have on the area?
Will the dredge spoil have any effect on vegetation and wildlife? Will the dredged
material be stabilized and maintained through appropriate control measures? Please take
these question into consideration. Dredging has been denied to many individuals over the
years.

Visual Impact--While there is no objection to residential homes in the area, there is
objection to large developments. The aesthetic changes to the cover will be horrible.
The building of so many slips and altering of the landscape will drastically change this
beautiful cove and ruin the view for all.

Other Private Property--In reading some of the other requests and denials for construction
of developments such as this, it was noticed that thoughtful regard of other property
owners was an issue. The people who own property in the cove and surrounding vicinity
should have some rights.

As a 50-year resident of Elk River, I respectfully request that the above be considered in
1



denying PN-08-19. Thank you for reading all the comments sent. 6’12
7g?r -
Sincerely,

Paul Hargrove

24353 Pepper Road
Athens, Alabama 35613
256 230-0476
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:29 PM

To: ‘bridgessharon’

Subject: RE: Publich Notice PN 08-19, (Elk River Dock and Boat Launch)

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. You will be advised if a public hearing is scheduled. I will be glad to
discuss your concerns if you will call me at your convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: bridgessharon [mailto:bridgessharon@bellsouth.net]

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2008 11:04 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Publich Notice PN 08-19, (Elk River Dock and Boat Launch) Nashville District
Corps of Engineers Regulartory Branch, Attn. Richard Graham

3701 Bell RA4.

Nashville, Tennessee 37214

Mr. Graham,

I am e-mailing you with concern of more development on the Elk River by Billy Christopher,
Public Notice PN 08-19. I will be mentioning what has taken place here at the mouth of
the Elk because I feel the same thing could take place north of me on the Elk. I know
what it is like to have construction going on in what use to be a quite area, to have
trenches put in your yard without someone asking to drive through your yard, to have your
phone line cut into eleven times when construction workers are not concerned, what I am
trying to say is where is the privacy, peacefulness, and enjoyment of the Elk River
headed. I ski the Elk River many times during the summer because the Elk waters stay much
smoother than the Tennessee. Allowing more development in the Elk is going to cause more
use of the water which will interfere with skiing, people fishing, water creatures, people
canceing, etc. The Point condos were built right beside my home here at the mouth of the
Elk River by Billy Christopher. Two docks were also built in front of the condos and they
have been used a lot on the weekends this summer. It is not easy skiing on the weekends
due to people not considering the safety of skiers, such as people on jet skis looking for
wakes to jump or boaters coming right toward you or pulling up right beside you and you
know if you fall you could be killed. I have spent so much time on the Elk during my life
I know water safety, but weekender’s are not very aware or considerate they think water
craft is like driving a car or truck, just put on your brakes and you will stop.

TVA employees were here a couple of weeks ago looking for the 560 contour lines around the
condos because the markers were removed. I know they worked two different days surveying,
and putting out little flags, however, not putting out the regular stakes around the
condos that are around my house. If the stakes are not put out around Christopher’s
property why do I have to keep them around my property? The dredging that took place here
where the boat slips are..I understand that he dredged out too much. If so, with
permission to dredge at another place he could dredge out too much. What many of us see
is if you have a lot of money you get what you want.

I have wanted a home here on family property most of my life where it was so peaceful. I
moved into my home in November of 2005 and the property taxes have skyrocketed. It is
very possible that because of such river developments like The Point and what Christopher
is planning on doing in the future will up taxes even more to residents on the Elk River
both on the Lauderdale and Limestone County sides.

Please have a public hearing on this project to inform local people of what could take
place if approved. We need to look out for the safety of the water, land, land and water
animals, and of course safety of the people who enjoy time on the water.

Thank you,



Sharon Bridges

3055 Ezell Point Way
Athens, AL 35611
256-729-8675
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Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham,
3701 Bell Road,

Nashville, TN 37214

Dear Mr. Graham,

Regarding US CoE PN08-19, we are writing to request a public hearing on the
proposed development on the Elk River being promoted by Billy Christopher, Athens,
Alabama.

Several reasons make it necessary for this public hearing:

*Inadequate public notice, as indicated by numerous other letter writers. We have
owned a home near the proposed site for thirteen years, yet we found out about this
project by a neighbor contacting us. No notice appeared in the newspapers we receive.

*It seems incredible that no formal consultation is planned with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. The Elk River is all about “fish and wildlife.” Upstream from this
proposed development are the cliffs which provide habitat for birds and animals too
numerous to count. Across the river and upstream are the four islands that are literally a
sanctuary for herons, egrets, kingfishers, and for duck and geese, both migrating and
permanent residents. These inhabitants of the islands would most likely leave the area
with the noise and pollution that will occur with the dredging and construction. The
hundreds of turtles that give us the barometer of how clean the water is in this area will
leave while many of them will die from the toxins stirred up. THE ELK RIVER IS ALL
ABOUT FISH AND WILDLIFE. We can’t let it become a sewer. Please bring in the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for consultation.

*Covered boat slips where boats are anchored permanently guarantee pollution of
the water around them from fuel and oil leaks which occur wherever boats are kept. The
boat slips and storage facilities of the kind proposed amount to the same pollution
package of a small industry.

The public needs the opportunity to have these and other issues addressed in an
open meeting.

Sincerely,

Joe and Sallie Estes
19301 Riverside Street,
Athens

256-975-9463



[, as well many other residents of Elk River have recently learned of the application of
Billy Christopher, River Front Development, LLC, proposing the construction of a
marina in the small slough located at mile marker 7.3R. This is public notice (PN 08-19).

Dear Mr Graham,

This proposal calls for the dredging of an area 90'x500'x7'; 7 boat slips and a 200 slip dry
storage building (all available through a rental agreement with Mr Christopher); a 6’
boardwalk; a boat launch, etc.

The written proposal stipulates construction of 17 boat slips. However, Exhibit B
attached to this proposal indicates 33 units with a 6' boardwalk running along the
shoreline for a distance of 13,852

If the 6' walkway is over water, when added to slips of 30" in length, this project will
protrude out from the bank 36' into this slough. This proposed project is on the East
shore. On the West shore is a single boathouse that protrudes out into the slough at least
36", if not farther. This is a small slough and it is not very wide. Between the
Christopher's slips and the existing boathouse there will be a very narrow body of water
for watercraft to navigate while traveling in and out of this slough.

If you consider that only a faction of the potential 233 boats use this slough at any given
time, this body of water is going to be dangerously congested. Swimmers and those
using floats will be endangered by the congested traffic in and out of this small slough.

The main channel runs directly adjacent to the mouth of this slough. This channel is used
by high speed bass boats, runabouts, jet skis, etc. From either the slough or the main
channel there is a limited view of any cross traffic. The potential for a fatal collision is

a very real factor that should be taken into consideration.

Bryan Williams of NBC evening news reported in his October 6, 2008, broadcast that a
study by environmental scientists showed that from 1/4 to 1/3 of the world's mammals
are in danger of extinction because of the loss of their habitat. If this proposal is
approved, the habitat of wildlife living in and around this small slough will be forever
lost. In this slough and adjacent areas waterfowl consisting of blue herons, mallards,
osprey, eagles, etc. are often seen. For the first time ever last winter hundreds of white
pelicans suddenly appeared in the waters opposite this proposed development. If this
proposed development is approved it is unlikely the pelicans will return to this area next
year. The waterfowl that now makes this their home will be driven away.

The proposed dredging of this slough will destroy the habitat of marine life in the area.
The exhausts of boats, jet skis, etc.; the spillage of gas and oil; the drainage of such from
the proposed parking lot following rains will so pollute this very small slough to the
point that it will become a dead zone for marine life.

I have had the pleasure and privilege of living on this river for 16+ years. Every day I



look out and marvel at its beauty. This particular slough has such a natural, pristine
beauty. It would be a disgrace to allow its beauty to be destroyed; to deny future
generations the pleasure of enjoying its beauty as it exist today. Our government over
the years have seen the wisdom in preserving similar tracts of land in order that the
beauty of the habitat and the wildlife that live there would be preserved for the
enjoyment of the general public.

In making your decision on this proposal, please consider the habitat that will be
destroyed; the marine life, the wildlife mammals, the waterfowl, etc., that will be driven
away from their homes. Please consider the congestion and danger of being immediately
adjacent to the main channel. Please consider the pollution of this small body of water.
Please consider that when the dry storage reaches its full capacity of 200 boats the
pollution increases exponentially. Please consider that these dry storage renters would
not have an investment in keeping the river clean or protecting its habitat.

Finally, there are already marinas at Second Creek and Lucy’s Branch that are being
underused.

I request that a public hearing be held to take into consideration the issues raise herein.
Thank you,
il e R

Christopher J. Otto
Athens, AL 35611
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:58 PM
To: 'mépilot@bellsouth.net’

Subject: RE:

Thank you.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: m4pilot@bellsouth.net [mailto:m4pilot@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Friday, October 10, 2008 9:08 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: RE:

Mr. Graham,

My mailing address is:

Tom Smith

5861 Fir Way

Rogersville, Al 35652

Cass is my brother and he has been discussing the telephone conversations he has had with
you so I have not felt I needed to call, however, rest assured if that changes I will
definitely call.

Thanks,

Tom Smith

—————————————— Original message from "Graham, Richard D LRN"
<Richard.D.Graham@usace.army.mil>: ------~--~----~

> Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the

> applicant and TVA will be advised. Please provide us with your mailing

> address so that we may have it for our file record. Also, feel free to call
> me at your convenience to discuss any of the concerns stated in your email.
>

> Richard Graham

> Regulatory Branch

> (615) 369-7507

>

>

> ----- Original Message-----

> From: m4pilot@bellsouth.net [mailto:md4pilot@bellsouth.net]

> Sent: Sunday, October 05, 2008 11:40 AM

> To: Graham, Richard D LRN

> Subject:

>

> Mr. Graham,

>

> I am writing in reference to your notice for public comments i.e. PN-08-19,
> the development on Elk River at mile marker 7.3. My name is Tom Smith and
> you have spoken with my brother Cass. We are owners of the adjoining

> property to the proposed development.

>

> The following are my concerns regarding the proposal:

>
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1. The potential negative impact of the development on the wildlife and 1##9@-2

fauna in the area. In the past few years we have begun to see wild turkeys
and bald eagles moving into the area and this will have a negative impact on
their establishment in the region.

2. In their own master plan TVA has restricted the development of the bluff
area adjoining the proposed marina/subdivision in an effort to preserve a
portion of the natural habitat on Elk River for future generations. They
also list a plant known as the Alabama Snow Wreath as "endangered". This
proposal appears to be in conflict with that Master Plan.

3. The proposed 200 slip dry dock facility would place a high volume of boat
track into a relatively small slough that empties into the river at an area
which has a very narrow deep water channel.

4. The commercial development of the marina and subsequent wastes generated
by it would negatively impact the water quality of the slough. There are two
creek beds at the back of this slough that drain into the river and would
provide a pathway for water contamination should any accidental spills occur.
I appreciate the opportunity to voice my concerns and trust that you and
others involved will work to ensure that whatever decision is made will be in
the best interest of the public as well as the property owner. This is one
of the few remaining undeveloped areas on this part of Elk River and therein
lies not only the beauty but the fortunate or unfortunate (depending on your
point of view) fact that it is a desirable place to live.

Regards,

Tom Smith
256-729-6253 (home)
256-777-5053 (cell)
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What Elk River Needs
By
Dale Lone Elk Casteel

Elk River does not need any more huge docks, boardwalks or ramps. This
river is already over abundant with boat traffic. To add this huge project that
River Front Development LLC requests would add more danger to an already
dangerous situation.

Top soil has washed into this river for many years, thus causing some
islands to form that can be seen in the wintertime. Trees wash down river and
hang up on these islands. When the water comes up in the springtime these
trees are covered over with water, but only by about a foot. This is a real
hazard.

Eagles have just begun to come into the area where they want to build the
project. Deer are plentiful and also other wild animals. There are still some
of us who love nature. Besides, these animals and birds have a right to be
here just as much as humans do. '

We don’t need any more river partying people throwing beer cans and
plastic bottles into the river. We have a river full of this junk already.

What Elk River needs is for TVA to clean up the shoreline of this once
beautiful river in the fall of the year like they used to do. We need to keep all
industries and commercial buildings from ever being built along its shores.

I am strongly opposed to this project being built on Elk River. My Native
American ancestors lived along this river so it is a very special place to me. 1
hope and pray that the white men don’t destroy it any more than it already
has been.

QQ
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Graham, Richard D LRN

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:51 PM
To: ‘William G Minser/FWF/EXP/UTIA'
Subject: RE: No to Elk River docks

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: William G Minser/FWF/EXP/UTIA [mailto:wminsere@utk.edul
Sent: Friday, October 10, 2008 6:22 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: No to Elk River docks

Dear Mr. Graham:

In regard to PN 08-19 which is for a residential development requesting the construction
of one 10' X 30' dock; sixteen 20' X 30' covered, floating slips; one 6' X 910' boardwalk;
and 18' X 80' ramp, with attached 8' X 43'

floating courtesy dock; 150 yards of £ill for the launch; 600' of riprap stone; and
dredging of 20,000 cubic yards of lake bottom:

I oppose use of public waters and public lakeshore property for this project. for
environmental, safety and social issues. The river is too narrow at this point for such a
facility. Dredging, filling and riprap would have negative riparian impacts as well as
deface the beauty of the shoreline. Also, their are other nearby ramps for public use.
Public waters should not be used for private boat garages. Storage for private boats
should and can be provided by the private sector through private enterprise at dryland
storage facilities. To do otherwise, the government, through USACOE would be facilitating
competition with private enterprise in addition to the safety and environmental concerns
raised. In addition, TVA has recently issued new land use policy forbidding use of public
lakshore property for commercial retail sales as a result of massive public opposition of
further devlopment of public lakeshores. This should help you with your decision making
process.

Thanks for your attention.
Billy Minser

4702 Gribble RAd.
Maryville Tn. 37803
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From: garymatheny [garymatheny@msn.com)]
Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 6:12 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Re: Elk RIver Dock/Christopher/Amos project

19635 Riverside Street
Athens, AL 35611

————— Original Message -----

From: Graham, Richard D LRN <mailto:Richard.D.Graham@usace.army.mils>
To: garymatheny <mailto:garymatheny@msn.coms>

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:53 PM

Subject: RE: Elk RIver Dock/Christopher/Amos project

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the
applicant and TVA will be advised. Please provide us with your mailing
address for our file records.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: garymatheny [mailto:garymatheny@msn.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 11, 2008 8:31 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Elk RIver Dock/Christopher/Amos project

Sir:

We have concerns with the boat slips & dry dock plans on the Elk River. This

is a very congested area as the channel is very narrow in that area. TVA
will not dredge in the area to make the channel wider. This will be a big
safety issue with the existing traffic in the area and with the new traffic
the project will bring. The entrance to the slough has low visibility from
the river because of the bluffs on either side. The slough entrance is in
the channel that boats use in accordance with the TVA buoys. The potential
for serious accidents is high. We are also concerned with where the spoils
from the dredging are going & who is paying for the dredging. With the dry
dock how large of a boat will be allowed to be launched and stored there?
Again the channel is not large enough for really big boats.

The bluffs are known as Buzzard Roost & also house bats in the caves that
help control our mosquito population.
The river otters have just returned after many years of being absent.

WE hope you will seriously consider the wildlife & safety factors before
issuing a permit to go ahead with the construction.

Respectfully,

Bonnie & Gary Matheny
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 1:55 PM
To: tomrxcat@aol.com'

Subject: RE: PN 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: tomrxcat@aol.com [mailto:tomrxcat@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 11, 2008 11:21 AM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN; vpdura@hiwaay.net
Subject: PN 08-19

Dear Mr. Graham,

My husband and I would like to voice our objection to PN 08-19. The last time Mr
Christopher was allowed to dredge an area on Elk River he ruined the fishing in that area.
Also a dock in that narrow part of the Elk would be a hazard to boaters. We have had to
have the transom reattached to our boat (about one thousand dollars) when a group of
teenagers ran us out of the canal in that area of the Elk. In addition there is a bird
sanctuary on a small island a short distance from the proposed project. Please reconsider
allowing Mr Christopher to ruin this area with docks and dredging. Thank you,

Cathy and Tommy Tackett
174 Julia Circle East
Rogersville, Al 35652
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 2:01 PM

To: ‘garymatheny’

Subject: RE: Elk River Dock/Christopher/Amos Project

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. I'll be glad to discuss your concerns if you will call me at your
convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

----- Original Message-----

From: garymatheny [mailto:garymatheny@msn.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 11, 2008 9:16 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Elk River Dock/Christopher/Amos Project

As co-owners of property located across the Elk River from Buzzards Roost, we would like
to comment on the proposed construction site of condos, boat slips, & a dry dock. This is
referring to the Christopher/Amos Elk River Project. We want to go on record as
objecting to this project because the channel in the river is so narrow, we believe there
is not enough rocom for large boats coming out from the slough where the boat dock is
proposed into the main channel. This excessive traffic will cause congestion resulting in
safety issues on the river.

This area is one of the more scenic areas along the Elk River. Buzzards Roost has been a
landmark for many years. It is the home of Bald Eagles, Buzzards, Herons, Vitiated Wood-
Peckers, great Blue Herons, Coyotes, beaver in addition to various species of owls & bats.
River otters have also been found along the river. Destruction of habitat including the
caves in the area near the proposed site will produce a negative environmental impact on
this area.

For the reasons above I am adamantly opposed to this project environmental impact study
should be conducted before development is continued. In addition, a study should be
conducted to determine if there is even any community interest in such a development.

Merrie F Duncan, Jeremiah C. Duncan, Lisa Duncan & Heather Duncan
19561 Riverside Street
Athens, AL 35611
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 2:03 PM

To: ‘garymatheny’

Subject: RE: Christopher/Amos Development on Elk River

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: garymatheny [mailto:garymathenyemsn.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 11, 2008 9:29 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Christopher/Amos Development on Elk River

Dear Mr. Graham:

Please be advised that we, the undersigned residents at 19673 Riverside Street, Athens, AL
do adamantly object to the proposed Christopher/Amos condominium and commercial dry dock
development on the Elk River due to the environmental impact this would have on this
ecologically sensitive area.

Respectfully submitted,

Leonard E. Nicholson
Penny L. Nicholson




STATE OF ALABAMA gy
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES
64 NORTH UNION STREET
MONTGOMERY, AL 36130

BOB RILEY JAMES H. GRIGGS, DIRECTOR
GOVERNOR GREGORY M. LEIN, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
STATE LANDS DIVISION

M. BARNETT LAWLEY

COMMISSIONER October 6, 2008 TELEPHONE (334) 242-3484
FAX NO (334) 242.0999

HOBBIE SEALY
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch,

Mr. Richard D. Graham

3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

Re: Public Notice No. 08-19
Dear Mr. Graham:

The Department of Conservation and Natural Resources has reviewed the above
mentioned permit application. We respectfully submit the following comments:

e The Division of Wildlife and Freshwater Fisheries has reviewed the Public Notice
and submits the following comments:

1. No net loss of stream or wetland functions should occur as a result of the
project. Adverse functional impacts may result from physical impacts to a
stream or wetland, or from the alteration of a stream's natural flow regime or
the impairment of wetland hydrology. Adverse stream impacts requiring
mitigation may include accelerated siltation resulting from improper
construction or erosion control practices, stream realignment, flow diversion
or interruption, the placement of fill in the streambed in such a way that
habitat functions are impaired or fish movement is impeded under low flow
conditions, and other modifications of habitat or hydrology which reduce the
density or diversity of aquatic species.

2. We encourage the utilization of BMPs in order to minimize shoreline erosion.
Appropriate siltation barriers such as: green zones, sod strips, silt fences, or a
superior means of erosion control should be used to minimize siltation
downstream of the project site.

3. We recommend the use of rip rap (as specified in the Public Notice) rather
than sea walls to protect the shoreline from erosion. Rip rap better protects
shallow water spawning, rearing and feeding habitat for fish and other aquatic

y 4 OCT 2008
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species. We recommend that the larger rocks be replaced with smaller rocky
structure (smaller rip rap) in order to provide some usable fish habitat.
However, if seawall/bulkheading is authorized, we recommend rip-rap be
placed at the tow of the structure in order to provide more suitable fish habitat.

4. State water quality standards (particularly those related to erosion control,
water turbidity, and dissolved oxygen) are strictly adhered to.

Sincerely,
MG
M. Barnett Lawl
Commissioner

Cc: Wildlife and Freshwater Fisheries,
ADEM



STATE OF ALABAMA
ALLABAMA HISTORICAL COMMISSION
468 SOUTH PERRY STREET
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 36130-0900

FRANK W. WHITE TEL: 334-242-3184
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR October 8, 2008 FAX: 334-240-3477

Richard Graham

USACE Nashville District
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, Tennessee 37214

Re: AHC08-1161
COE-T 08-19
Community Dock, Bank Stabilization, & Boat Ramp
Elk River Mile 7.3R
Limestone County, Alabama

Dear Mr. Graham:

Upon review of the information forwarded by your office, we agree with the need for a cultural
resource assessment and we await the results of the assessment to continue our review. It
should be noted that the upland spoil disposal area should be included in the assessment unless
it has been previously disturbed or previously approved as a disposal site.

We appreciate your efforts on this project. Should you have any please contact Greg
Rhinehart at (334) 230-2662. Please have the AHC tracking number referenced above available
and include it with any correspondence.

Truly yours,

Elizabeth Ann Brown
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

EAB/GCR/ger

44 OCT 28

THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
www.preserveala.org



Nashville District Corps of Engineers,
Regulatory Branch, Attn: Richard Graham,
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, Tenn., 37214

Telephone (615) 369-7501

October 8, 2008

Dear Mr. Graham.

I request a well advertised public meeting to discuss the proposed Elk River dock and
boat launch (PN 08-19). This private party having control over public land for just a few
is such an injustice to those who use the Elk River for the natural beauty of it. Idid not
hear or read of an analysis of the environmental impact that it may cause or any other
considerations. The Elk River has enough boat traffic as it is, and it is most important to
keep the natural surroundings of such a free waterway open for all.

I hope to hear of a public meeting for this proposed development in the near future, and
look forward to the discussion.

* 18260 Blue Springs Road
Athens, Alabama 35611
233-8149

1 4 OCT 208
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 2:37 PM
To: 'Eddie Craig'

Subject: RE: PM 08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide us with your complete mailing address for our records, and
so we may contact you if a public hearing is scheduled. I'll be glad to discuss your
concerns if you will call me at your convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Eddie Craig [mailto:fasteddie@pclnet.net]
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 4:28 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Fw: PM 08-19

Importance: High

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

Attn: Mr. Graham, Regulatory Branch

Mr. Richard Graham,

In reference to US CoE PN 08-19.

I'm totally against approval especially without a public hearing.

Mr. Christopher has a bad reputation in Limestone County and also in the Scottsborc area
for saying one thing and then doing another. He help develop the Bay Hill
area/neighborhood, just East of the proposed dock and then after selling all of his lots,
he walked away without protecting the boat ramp that he told everyone that was put in for
all property owners to use. The ramp was then removed and houses build in its place.
The owners around a new ramp are not allowed to use the "private" ramp/dock. He also
walked away from the development without turning over all the access roads to Limestone
County and will not bring them up to standards. I fish in the area when he wants to dredge
for the "private" ramp and docks and I AGAINST such a

proposal.

Eddie Craig
Athens, AL
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From: Eddie Craig [fasteddie@pcinet.net]
Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 6:58 PM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Re: PM 08-19

Mr. Graham,
Thanks for your response back to me ref. my letter.

You, as a rep. of the Corp., may use my mailing address:

AL 35613
Or you may use my email address: fasteddie@pclnet.net
Eddie Craig

24892 Deer Ridge Lane, Athens,



Graham, Richard D LRN @

From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 2:53 PM

To: ‘Josh_Rowell@fws.gov'

Subject: RE: Public Notice 08-19, River Front Development, LLC

Thanks for the comment. We've received numerous comments from the public which state that
the proposal will really mess up the fishery, avian nesting sites (including bald eagle),
beaver and otter habitat, etc. This, as well as other proposed waterbased developments in
the Elk River area, tend to be major hot topics.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Josh Rowell@fws.gov [mailto:Josh Rowell@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2008 1:49 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Public Notice 08-19, River Front Development, LLC

The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the public notice concerning the proposed
dredging, dock and boat ramp construciton (App. No. 2007-02181). No significant adverse
effects on fish and wildlife resources are expected to result from this project.
Therefore, we have no objections to the issuance of this permit. Our comments are
provided in accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat.
401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.) and the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat.
884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

Feel free to contact me with any questions or if you wish to discuss further.

Josh Rowell

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Alabama Field Office

1208-B Main Street

Daphne, AL 36526

251-441-5836
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 2:58 PM
To: 'sissygigi@netzero.net'

Subject: RE: US CoE PN08-19

Thank you for your comment. It will be given due consideration, and the applicant and TVA
will be advised. Please provide us with your complete mailing address for our records, and
so we may contact you if a public hearing is scheduled. 1I'll be glad to discuss your
concerns if you will call me at your convenience.

Richard Graham
Regulatory Branch
(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: sissygigi@netzero.net [mailto:sissygigi@netzero.net]
Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2008 4:02 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: US CoE PN08-19

Re: US CoE PN08-19
Applicant: Billy Christopher, River Front Development, LLC

Dear Mr. Graham,

Regarding US CoE PN08-19, we are writing to request a public hearing on the proposed
development on the Elk River being promoted by Billy Christopher, Athens, Alabama.

We have had property on the Elk River for over sixty years, and have lived here full time
for over eight years. We made the decision to move to the river for two reasons: my
husband retired, and the Elk River was a beautiful, serene setting filled with a multitude
of beautiful wildlife and a variety of enjoyable leisure activities, ideal for us.

We do not want to see our river destroyed. Too much development, much of which has been
done by Billy Christopher, has already caused irreparable damage to the river’s ecosystem.
We say, “No more”!

When Bubba Doss proposed his marina, people were notified and allowed to publicly voice
their opposition. The marina was stopped.

Why is Billy Christopher not held to the same requirements?

It’s true that the article concerning the project appeared in the Athens paper, but the
greater majority of people affected by the proposed marina do not subscribe to that paper.
We respectfully request a public hearing to allow the voice of the people to be heard.

Sincerely,

Jack Dupuy
Rogersville, Alabama
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From: sissygigi@netzero.net

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2008 8:56 PM
To: Graham, Richard D LRN
Subject: RE: US CoE PN08-19

Dear Mr. Graham:

Thank you for your response. My complete mailing address is:
Jack Dupuy

205 Oak Road

Rogersville, AL 35652

We are in great hopws that a heaing will be scheduled.
respectfully,

Jack DuPuy

Increase your income. Click here be trained as a medical transcriptionist.
<http://thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/TGL2242/fc/Ioyw6i4uAmTMPMhoRBGburdiiBjb0xdoAJbEBJbVS4
700u6LJIp5XFL/ >
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From: Graham, Richard D LRN

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 8:25 AM

To: '‘Booth, Gary T

Subject: RE: Objection to Proposed Housing/Community Dock/Public Boat Ramp/Boardwalk

Development on Elk River (7.3R, West Bank, Limestone Co., AL).

Thank you. The comment time has already expired and had not been extended. However, your
comment will be accepted, and I will provide copies to both the applicant and TVA.

Richard Graham

Regulatory Branch

(615)369-7507

————— Original Message-----

From: Booth, Gary T. [mailto:GARY.T.BOOTH@saic.com]

Sent: Sunday, October 19, 2008 5:40 PM

To: Graham, Richard D LRN

Subject: Objection to Proposed Housing/Community Dock/Public Boat Ramp/Boardwalk
Development on Elk River (7.3R, West Bank, Limestone Co., AL).

Mr. Graham,

I regret that I was unable to submit a more timely response, but I’ve been trying to
prepare for a short-notice TDY deployment for my government customer. Anyway, it was my
understanding that the submittal window was extended, although I wasn’t informed of the
actual cut-off date. If my response is too late for consideration, please let me know if
there are alternate avenues or means tc submit my input. I‘’ve attached the response to
the bottom of this message and as a Word document. Thank you very much for your
consideration in this matter.

Regards,

Todd Booth
Gary T. Booth
E-mail: gary.t.booth@saic.com / ggtbe@msic.dia.mil
DIA/MSIC RF Lab (Comm/DSN) : (256) 313-7860/897-7860
DIA/MSIC RF Lab Fax (Comm/DSN): (256) 313-7861/897-7861
Mobile/Home (Comm) : (256) 466-4818
Address: Science Applications International Corp. (SAIC)
ATTN: Division 6177 [FSD] (Todd Booth)
6723 Odyssey Drive

Huntsville, AL 35806



Gary T. Booth
P.O. Box 21033
Huntsville, AL 35813
Home/Mobile: (256) 466-4818 Business: (256) 313-7860

Nashville District Corps of Engineers (Regulatory Branch) October 15, 2008
ATTN: Richard D. Graham

U.S. Army Corp of Engineers

3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

SUBJECT: Response and objection to the proposed Housing, Community Dock, Public Boat Ramp, and
Boardwalk Development on Elk River (7.3R, West Bank, Limestone Co., AL).

| preface this response with my support of landowner rights to utilize and develop their property in a
manner that is consistent with their needs or desires, yet respectful of environmental, ecological, historical,
and cuiltural concerns. | also respect and support the rights, privacy, use of property, and property value
concerns of adjacent or affected landowners when landowners and/or Federal, State, and Local
Governments (or affiliated Agencies) decide matters such as this or “imminent Domain” related issues.

As such, my objection to the proposed development is not directed at general construction or development
in this area per se, only at the scope and scale of the effort. The scale of the proposed development is
basically comparable to that of small marina and not consistent with any other existing development or
structures on the Elk River — except at the mouth of the river (effectively on the Tennessee River). A
development of this magnitude on such a small river feature (i.e., the slough) will have a significant
negative impact on the adjacent residents, bank stability on the opposite shoreline, indigenous wildlife,
and recreational opportunities for the general public.

Although this slough is significant in size, it is not large enough to support the high volume of boat traffic or
boating activities associated with marina and boat ramp operations. The scope and size of the proposed
development would significantly increase the boat traffic and other river access related activities in this
area and diminish or preclude the recreational experiences previously afforded the existing area residents,
visitors, and the general public. It would limit, if not preclude, most open water swimming, personal
watercraft, and small boating activities due to increased risk of collision or swamping in such a confined
navigable area. It would also significantly degrade shoreline stability — particularly on the western/south-
western side (i.e., adjacent landowner side). This area has already suffered considerable erosion damage
in recent years, which has accelerated with increasing volume of boat traffic into the slough and in the
main river channel at the mouth of the slough. Additionally, the physical structures and volume of traffic
would spoil the natural beauty and totally change the character of the slough. Obviously, this development
would not have a positive impact on the existing residents and visitors.

The slough and surrounding area is one of the most pristine and least developed areas remaining on the
lower EIk River. The western/north-western bank on this section of Elk River includes numerous bluffs
and coves that provide habitat and nesting areas for a broad range of wildlife including: various waterfowl
species [especially wood ducks], egrets, herons, owls, vultures, various amphibious and reptile species
[including numerous turtle species], and most indigenous species of fish. Obviously, human activity
always has ecological effects; however, | have observed only minor changes in this area during my
lifetime. Most of the effects have been the result of trash, debris, and silting from the main river channel.
Overall, human impact has been minimized since access has been limited and boating activities have
been restricted to those performed at idle/slow speed or anchored (e.g., fishing and swimming), due to the
slough’s limited navigable size and depth. Additionally the adjacent and former

landowners have limited development and utilization to personal use only — not commercial or larger
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scale development. Both existing structures in the slough (i.e., pier and boat house) are located near the
mouth, so most human activity is confined to that area. The larger portion of the slough area, especially
the head/back-end of the slough, only receives traffic related to fishing, canoeing, and limited sight-seeing.
A marina and boat ramp development wouid submit the entire area to unprecedented levels of boat traffic,
road traffic, and other human activity, as well as irrecoverably alter the landscape. Most of the shaliow
area and flooded woods at the head of the slough, which is used as nesting areas for numerous species,
would be destroyed under the proposal to build a boat ramp and dry storage in this area. The dredging
required to enable open-water access from this area will likewise inflict deleterious effects. One can only
conjecture concerning the environmental, ecological, and aesthetic impact of the construction effort for the
boat houses, boardwalk, and related infrastructure to connect the housing development to these
facilities/structures; however, | can only envision that the intended and unintended consequences of these
development efforts will have negative effects for the wildlife, area residents, and pubilic.

This particular cove/slough area is large enough to allow swimming, fishing, and canoeing while protected
from the wind and rougher waters of the open river. As such, this area has been visited by numerous
families throughout the week and on weekends via boat for the serene setting and the afforded activities.
Overall, the navigable space in the slough supports concurrent use by three-to-five small vessels that
travel or troll/ffish at slow/idle speed or are anchored. A development of the proposed size would likely
increase traffic and utilization far beyond this level of activity. The escalation in occupation/utilization
anticipated would effectively eliminate many of the activities previously enjoyed by the visiting public since
the safety risk would also escalate with congestion. Also, the aesthetic beauty, quiet, and solitude of this
natural setting would be compromised. Generally, only the developers, homeowners, and boathouse
occupying residents, and [night] fishing public would benefit from the added structures — not the public-at-
large.

I have participated in activities in the immediate area of the proposed development most of my childhood
and adult life. My association and familiarity with this particular area includes over 40 years of farm and
maintenance activities, boating, fishing, swimming, camping, and hunting. This area has been a second
home for my children, family, and friends. As such, | have a profound reverence and affinity for this area
and it's affected residents. Accordingly, | have a interest in the preservation of this beautiful area and a
concern for the property rights and safety of the existing residents, visitors, and community. As stated
previously, | do not want to interfere with the rights of landowners to improve their properties or holdings,
but a development effort of this magnitude in a location that is not directly open-water accessible is
unprecedented on the EIk River. This water feature/slough area is too small to channelize a large number
of residents with an additional yet undetermined number of the public users with associated numbers of
watercraft that would far exceed the safe or reasonably acceptable level of activity and utilization of this
area by two-to-three times, minimum. Vessel activity and tempo of the level anticipated should be spread
out in open-water access, dock, and boathouse areas - not constrained to a narrow water feature such as
a slough. Similar cove/slough areas on Elk River are developed with single-family or personal use docks,
boathouses, and ramps that are distributed along water fronts defined by individual property boundaries —
not collectively concentrated into one area.

Another factor that | find interesting, as well as outright baffling, is that current residents, including off-
water residents, are barred or significantly restricted in efforts to make improvements to their land
bordering TVA Property or Easements, while a development of this size is given consideration. | can’t
fathom how a project with this much impact on the shoreline, river floor, and bank (e.g., trees,
embankments, etc) is feasible and yet long-time residents are prevented from pruning or removing
dead/dying trees, barred from dredging access to the main channel, forbidden to remove driftwood from
their sloughs, or prohibited from building sea walls (not to mention boat house restrictions). I'm very
concerned that river residents (i.e., homeowners and personal property holders) are not afforded

reasonable rights to maintain property while major developers are allowed to conduct business with a
distinctly different set of rules. | caveat my remarks with the fact that most of the information I've received
over the years is from the perspective of various homeowners (i.e., one-side); however, the general
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attitudes and themes are consistent. I'm hopeful that my perception is somewhat skewed and everyone is
actually treated the same in accordance with the applicable Federal and State Laws, Regulations, and
Policies and thereby afforded the same rights, privileges, and due process. In closing, I'm grateful for the
opportunity to address the responsible or affected COE and TVA Representatives and appreciate your
consideration and efforts related to this matter.

Sincerely,

Todd Booth

Gary T. Booth
E-mail: gary.t.booth@saic.com / agtb@msic.dia.mil
DIA/MSIC RF Lab (Commy): (256) 313-7860
DIA/MSIC RF Lab Fax (Comm): (256) 313-7861
Mobile/Home (Comm): (256) 466-4818
Address: SAIC
ATTN: Division 6177 [FSD] (Todd Boath)
6723 Odyssey Drive
Huntsville, AL 35806
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Alabama Department of Environmental Management

adem.alabama.gov
1400 Coliseumn Bivd. 36110-2059 ¢ Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463
(334) 271-7700
FAX {334) 271-7950

CERTIFIED MAIL September 17, 2008

BILLY CHRISTOPHER

RIVER FRONT DEVELOPMENT LLC
22095 CANEBREAK LANE

ATHENS AL 35611

Re:  FEE NOTICE AND INFORMATION REQUEST
Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 401 Water Quality Certification
Corps of Engineers (COE) JPN# AL0B-19 Issued September 11, 2008
Proposed waterbottom dredge for the purpose of construction of a community dock
Limestone County (083)

Dear Mr. Chnistopher:

11

By adoption of the Environmental Management Commission, the Alabama Department of Environmental Management charges processing
fees for its permit and certification actions. The enclosed schedule describes project types requiring water quality and coastal certifications
and their associated processing fees.

As stated on the 404 application form that you filed with the Corps, please be advised that a fee of $1,980 is required prior to ADEM
processing of the permit application. Our records indicate that the application fee for water quality certification of the above-referenced
project has not been received.

Please include a cover letter with any check submitted or write the proposed project’s COE Permit # on the check. You are requested to
submit this processing fee to the Department within fourteen (14) days of receipt of this letter, unless extended in writing by the Department.
The check should be made payable to the Alabama Department of Environmental Management (ADEM) and submitted to:

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Attn:  Office of Field Services

Field Operations Division

PO Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

Please be advised that {1) ADEM Admin. Code R. 335-6-6-.03(aaa) [NPDES Rules] defines “Waters of the state” as all waters of any river,
stream, watercourse, pond, lake, coastal, ground or surface water, wholly or partially within the state, natural or artificial. This does not
include waters which are entirely confined and retained completely upon the property of a single individual, partnership or corporation unless
such waters are used in interstate commerce, (2) ADEM Admin. Code R. 335-6-9-.02(i) [Surface Mining Rules} defines "stream" as any body
of water having a drainage area in excess of one square mile [640 acres], (3) Pursuant to ADEM Admin. Code R. 335-6-12-21(10)
[Construction Stormwater Rules], the installation or use of instream or within-bank sediment storage traps or deposition areas, or other
sediment storage/detention BMPs, in waters of the State to control/treat stormwater runoff from construction/ activity, is not authorized, and
(4) ADEM Admin. Cede R. 335-6-12-.21(21b)3. [Construction Stormwater Rules], requircs proper cleanup/removal or effective stabilization
of sediment deposited offsite, in the event of such an occurrence, and effective remediation of sediment or other pollutant instream impacts to
the maximum extent practicable.

Also, please submit the following information regarding the proposed project:

1. Please submit to the Department a copy of thc ADEM Form 166 11-06 ADEM-COE Joint 404-401 application
{www adem.state al.us/DeptForms/Formpdf.htm) titled "Joint Application and Notification, U.S. Department of Army, Corps of
Engineers, and Alabama Department of Environmental Management”, that you filed with the Nashville District Corps, or complete
and return the attached application directly to the Department.

2. Please submit to the Department a copy of the Department of the Army/TVA Joint Application Form that you filed with the
Nashville District Corps of Engineers.

NN R

Birmingham Branch Decatur Branch : ! Moblle Branch Mobile - Coastal
110 Vulcan Road 2715 Sandlin Roag, 5. W. . 4 2204 Perimeter Road 4171 Commanders Drive
Birmingham, AL 35209-4702 Decatur, AL 35603-1333 : ‘ Maobile, AL 36615-1131 Mobile, AL 36615-1421
{205) 942-6168 (256} 353-1713 . N (251} 450-3400 H{251) 4326533
{203) 941-1603 (fax) (256} 340-9359 (Fax) v LY B (251) 479-2593 (Fax) 'Lﬁ) 432-6598 (Fax)

22



River Front Development, LLC
September 17, 2008
Page 2 of 2

3.  Please submit proof of valid National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) registration required by ADEM Admin.
Code Ch. 335-6-12 [ALR registration number(s)] for stormwater discharges for construction or land disturbance and associated
activities above the Ordinary High Water Mark or for any non-dredge/fill operations below the Ordinary High Water Mark and
associated upland dredge disposal sites that equal or exceed one (1) acre in size.

Color map(s) indicating where the impacts will occur,

Township, Range, and Section(s) where the project is located.

A

Latitude & longitude in degrees, minutes, & seconds for the project.
7. A copy of the USGS topographic map where the project is located with the map name clearly identified.

8. Submit a schedule detailing the timing and sequencing/phasing of events, activities, and practices during
construction/implementation of the project.

Unless extended in writing by the Department, the requested technical information and a copy of the 404 application filed with the Corps of
Enginecrs should be submitted within fourteen (14) days of receipt of this letter to:

Aaron Peters

Office of Field Services

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
PO Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

In addition, please be advised that effective October 1, 1992, valid NPDES General Permit coverage for stormwater discharges resulting from
the operation of a service dock, commercial/private manna, transportation/transloading facility, port/docks facility landfill, or
industrial/manufacturing facilities may be required. If you have any questions regarding the need for stormwater permit coverage, please
contact the Department’s Water Division at (334) 271-7700 to determine if a General Permit is required.

The Corps issues a Joint Public Notice (JPN) for proposed CWA §404 individual permit coverage once the Corps has made a preliminary
decision that the applicant has met applicable Corps technical and administrative requirements. This JPN serves as the applicant’s request for
ADEM CWA §401 State water quality certification. The applicant is contacted by ADEM to request that the appropriate processing fee and
any needed technical information be submitted in order that State water quality review can be completed.

If the required water quality certification fee and requested project information are not submitted, the Department will have no choice but to
inactivate your application for water quality certification, and notify the Corps that water quality certification is denied because the required
water quality certification processing fee has not been submitted or certification has not been properly requested. Denial of water quality
certification may result in denial, suspension, or revocation by the Corps of any pending applications or approvals related to this project.

In addition, once the public comment period ends, the Corps will provide ADEM copy(s) of all correspondence/comments received along
with applicable responses to the comments by the Corps and/or the applicant. The Corps will then make a formal request to ADEM for a
decision relative to water quality certification. Please be advised that ADEM will be unable to make a final decision relative to CWA §401
State water quality certification unti! the Corps provides ADEM with a formal request for certification, including copy(s) of any comments
received and any responses from the Corps and/or the applicant.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Aaron Peters, Office of Field Services, by email at
dapeters@adem.state.al.us or by phone at (334) 394-4310.

I —

RicKard Hulcher, Chief
Office of Field Services
Field Operations Division

RFH

Enclosure: Fee Schedule ADEM Form 166 11-06

File: FEEL
c: Nashville COE Permits & Services Division, ADEM Wetlands Section, EPA Region IV



24353 Pepper Road
Athens, Alabama 35613
256 230-0476
rollidedadofdact.com
October 11, 2008

e, Richard B Graham
1.8, Army Corps of Engineers

Enclosed is & petition of people who are against development on Elk River. Please consider these
pames in your deeision making process for PN 08-19.

Thanks for your attention to this petition,

SN, e

Paul Hargrove
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