Donald E. Kinser
Vice President

AMIFRIC AN American Whitewater
1263 Colony Drive
Marietta, GA 30068
WHITEWATER Phone 678.213.3546

Email dkinser@ediltd.com
September 12, 2007

VIA EMAIL: comments-southern-francismarion-sumter@fs.fed.us

Mr. John Cleeves
4931 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29212-3530

Re:  Addition of prior comments to current NEPA record — Package 3
Official Comments on August 24, 2007 “NEPA Scoping Package”
Upper Chattooga River Management

Dear Mr. Cleeves,

American Whitewater (AW) submits this pubic comment in response to the August 14,
2007 Scoping Package of Alternatives for management of the Upper Chattooga River
above Highway 28. AW has been one of the most active stakeholders in the management
of the upper Chattooga River for more than a decade. This comment, along with all of
American Whitewater’s other timely comments are to be included as part of the official
NEPA record in this matter.

Please include the following comments into the current NEPA record.

Sincerely,

Qe K

Donald E. Kinser, PE
Vice President
American Whitewater

CC: Mark Singleton, AW
Sutton Bacon, AW
Kevin Colburn, AW
Brian Jacobson, AW Chattooga Volunteer
Charlene Coleman, AW Chattooga Volunteer
Nathan Galbreath, AW Chattooga Volunteer



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TISDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections [I and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. Ibelieve thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to vse.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency respounsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, ( ~

Iy ) Qe Doz oot
| Address: =2 & 247 P 76@'&_} ;‘344
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Phone: gz TCEY ‘76,;&/(’
Email: o

o
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser -



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Seenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both,

Please include my. name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River. '

Sincerely, 7 j g Z
o Name: S o /"%

Address: L(:'j;&(;; Secann ,f""?"g;‘vy"‘"’ & 7

Phone: S22 CSF/ (/" - (; / éfpf
Email: S, e (B rvedo e € L & ooy

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TISDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Secenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and 1 support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, nop-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chaitooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will ailow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requesis and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

. [
Sincerely, f '
A LA - Name: Lg,-.-g__ s ﬁ:-,wa,gj g
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser /f"‘w



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled o use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may atfect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Since@x> 5 13
RN )
FES N

Name:

I s nf"i P?ﬁ)(_‘
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser




November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TJSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officiaily request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alteratives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
managemert plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your

responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Smcen?ly{-/) Naﬁe: %Zi\l, et L‘;‘(’W\:‘# YLD C;é:_
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser e
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River ~ Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IlI and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constitnency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as -
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law

and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative thai addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wiid and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment thai:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIl and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was ori ginally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. ' :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please inciude my. name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

/%ﬁyél’; //,(f(f J ﬁwp Name: ?0\?9‘1""\ Q&u&&"@@m
Lj { 7 s ’Tﬁm,
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



NATURAL RESOURCES CONSULTANTS

Donald W. Eng, Manager

s - 124 Fifeshipe Drive
"_‘,Cal»umbla South Carolma 7971906
Phone 803-781-3312

22 2m
Renger VM —
Michael B. Crane 338 N
District Ranger Res Clk. FirefRec __
Andrew Pickens Ranger District ' DACK. ____RecTesh
112 Andrew Pickens Circle s L —
Mountain Rest, SC 29644 ﬁ“» ;r SR
Siteg HY

Reference your letter of August 10, 2001 pertaining to Amendment 14 tothe Sumter NF Land
and Resource Management Plan. o o

Dear Mike,

T am sure you have seen or heard several of my comments dealing with boating on the Chattooga
River but I would like to restate some of them to be included in your decision making process.

No boating of any kind above highway 28. The original regulations were developed to provide

hikers, fishermen, and other users a portion of the river to enjoy without the carnival effect
created by boaters below highway 28. Safety; boating use above highway 28 have left torn up
canoes in that section of the river where regulations prohibited their use. Let’s face facts, if
boating is permitted on a limited basis, the Forest Service does not have personnel, monies or
commitment to control use. Section 5 of the river provides boaters opportunities to challenge
their skill without invading this portion of the river. Previous Rangers and I for 14 years were
committed to keeping the river above highway 28 free of boats. Please stand firm on protecting
this portion of the river free from boating. Fishermen (includes women) in both Georgia and
South Carolina who have been long term supporters of the Forest Service will react strongly if
their trust is violated.

Keep the to her trips and use boating be i e same. Tt is essential that
boating use be contained to prov1de boaters expenences that are somewhat primitive. Knowing
that reducing use (my preference) is nearly impossible, I would hope the use is not expanded.
New type of watercraft (rubber duckies) can be included if other watercraft use is reduced. By
controlling the number of trips and users should provide opportunities for different users.

- Qutfitters need the same type of control as private boaters. They have a record of trying to
expand their businesses (which is normal and understandable) but your role should be to provide
balance to the boating public, not profits for outfitters.

P



The Chattooga River is the jewel of South Carolina rivers recreation experiences. I know with
dedicated employees like yourself that it can be protected and enhanced. Pressures will be put on
you to yield to increase use. The decisions you make now will have a lasting effect on this
beautiful river.

T have not been to the Chattooga this year because of health problems but hope to hit the stream
when weather cools down and water levels improve.

My best wishes to you and your staff in managing the AP District.

Sincerely,

/)

Donald W. Eng
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Kinser, Don , ,

From: Tom McCormick [tommcc@g-net.net]

Sent:  Sunday, December 02, 2001 2:08 PM

To: dkinser@ediltd.com; jason@amwhitewater.crg; jthomas@fs.fed.us; merane@fs.fed.us

Subject: Chattooga River

I am in agreement with the information below concerning the Chattooga River (GA). Many of my
friends, my wife & myself have enjoyed paddling the Chattooga for many years. Very seldom do we
take the time & effort to voice an opinion on a matter like this, but I feel that this a time when the
private boaters should be taken into consideration as much as the companies who take time to voice
there opinion, because it could have an effect on there profit. Lets keep this a place where People
have an opportunity to discover what the great outdoors is like on there on, along with the
commercial outfitters. Keeping in mind that many private boaters do not have the advantage of
planning far in advance when they can go boating.

American Whitewater wants the Forest Service to 1) allow

private, non-commercial boating above Highway 28; 2) impose limits to the
proposed increases in commercial use on Sections 3 and 4 if it impacts
non-commercial access; and 3) make water quality a priority throughout the
watershed.

Tom McCormick
P.O. Box 1026
Pembroke, GA. 31321
(912) 653 2012

12/3/01



Kinser, Don

From: Waiter Howard [wrhoward@alltel.net]

Sent: Sunday, December 02, 2001 7:21 PM

To: dkinser@ediltd.com; jason@amwhitewater.org; jthomas@fs.fed.us; merane@fs.fed.us
Subject: Chattooga River :

I want vou to know that I appreciate all the work yeu do te save and

protect

out rivers and natural areas. It is important that we continue this
effort.

It does bother me that the Chattooga has so many commercial outfitter
poaters and is or may be restricted to private boaters. I would like to
have

the opportunity to canoe the upper Chattooga river on occasion. Persons
like

me would alsc help clean and protect the river. Thank you for listening
to

my comments. Walter Howard.



November 3, 2001

M. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. T officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonabie, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private beaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

u Name: Ea{wqgﬁ? y‘ﬁw C)I’ﬂﬁm
4/@‘3@; . Address: / 3% %gyﬁhﬁm}
Phone: C7 ot ) Fie 2040

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser \ y
i e 4



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TJSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. | officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality 2 management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to vse.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, s T
Name: THY Dot
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

1USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River ~ Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you inciude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes langnage that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chaitooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

T am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority thronghout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wiid and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four ftems above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 295664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received mndreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are eniitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is ¢learly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, %%\ - L\P Name: D RSl Crys P
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests arc more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my.name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mzr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections ITI and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections I and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
poltution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please inciude my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, . zﬁl fen & {2001,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TJSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officiaily request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore foating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
poilution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Secenic Chattooga River it is clearly your

responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.
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November 3, 2001

Mz, Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz, Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections I and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chatiooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. 1 believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.,

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, .
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

M. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chatiooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is mconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is cleatly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, B
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November 3, 2001

My Mike Crane

USDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and TV of the Chatiooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management prierity throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply o a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chaitooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditicns of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exchusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and [ support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are compiletely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, ﬂ / B /f
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November 3, 2001

M, Mike Crane

1JSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA. for Amendment 14
Mr, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Tixclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to bé notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TJSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections TII and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes langnage that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chaitooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Foresi Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand,

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Name: ;MMK f jﬁ(“ﬁ _f ‘{f’

Address: LA() & R ANTO N /M it LJQD
(i FFRIN Sy 30224

Phone: wf?@ - 23 3 #/@55’
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chaitooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an afternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections I1I and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding -
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. Ibelieve thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattcoga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Fxclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, s A
Name: éﬁ;w?‘jf g j{J /_,E/L/C//Lf\‘zw g
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

1USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that darage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility o respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, ; »”7
Y Name: ;';} \ ﬂi
PA
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. T officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scepic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does boih.

Please include my.name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

e SO
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River ~ Pending EA. for Amendment 14
Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an aliernative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chaitooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the

quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my pame on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sing@rely,

R s T
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. [ officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections 1il and IV of the Chatiooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

- NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entiiled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, 7 e Yy
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you inciude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to pubic needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will atlow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Singerely,
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections [II and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public o benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exchusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond fo public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my.name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Name: 245 STHMOH)
Address: §2ca> - anee 15O O
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November 7, 2001

RUSH -- VIA TELECOPY 864-638-2659

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Dear Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you
include an aliernative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River ahove highway 28,
(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections I1I and 1V of the Chattooga,
(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased
demand.

These four requests are more than reasonabie, apply Lo a large public constituency, and are
completely consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service
regulations regarding management of the Chattooga River, Furthermaore floating ahove Highway
28 was originally intended by the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River Study Document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a "range of alternatives that responds to public needs.”
You have received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues, [
believe that 2 management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the
conditions of the Chattooga River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they
are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of & public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters
and commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
and US Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the
resources, such as pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in
violation of Federal Law and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is
clearly your responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to "protect
and enhance" the quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items
above does both.

L
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P1c:=ase include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the
Wild and Seenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, W O@O

Name: Richard D. McAnulty
Address:___8505 Lockerbie Lane
Charlotte, NC 28213

Phone:___704 563-9561
Email:___r.mcanulty@att.net

cct

Jerome Thomas, Forest Supervisor

(via fax 803-561-4004)

Donald Kinser, American Whitewater Regional Coordinator
(via fax 770-956-7003)
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and T support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections I and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Inchudes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enbance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,  Name: /@?;,g.,éoé & / | /ﬁ/gg é /Uc’;ﬁ_,
Address: 7? ' C.) 2 }@j
Vesper, Om. ZO%S
Phone:  —pns L LG o FE7 Z= (3
Email: jﬁaf@/i et é)c‘wf , CCrer

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Miks Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Moumntain Rest, SC 20664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

My, Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIf and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completety
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, m
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November 7, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664
1-864-638-2639

Mr. Crane,

I am a private recreational boater that has enjoyed the Chattooga many times. I am also a member of
American Whitewater (AW) and currently serve on the AW board of directors. I"d like to take a moment
and officially request that you include an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental
Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections [I1 and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are eniitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

Barry Grimes

124 Hilltop Dr
Richmond,KY 40475
859-623-9067

bagrim 1 @uky.edn

cc: Jerome Thomas, Forest Supervisor (via telecopy 803-561-4004)
Donald Kinser, AW Regional Coordinator {via telecopy 770-956-7003)



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz, Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections TiI and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA. requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. ,

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

Neme: (. HRLSTOVH ¢ 12

Address: (R o723 ,\m;j‘sf’ é“*"";f\ Wy
Bavyios Cxvy, Mo 2¢F3

Phone: &K “32’& 'yl ? F

Email: Ct’?

28 MoT ARIL, ¢ g

S

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,
(B)Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throu ghout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, . ,
Name: 00LE SOy
Address: V% FRune ST
Arpank WG 280
Phone: {¥2§% A31~3932%
Email:

CC: Jerome Thomas, J ason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections [1 and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
poliution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, N b oy
e }[ : ﬁ - I TTMER s 1 e Q*“"-s j"g i X
"""‘“"»j%ﬂ@wwn N U Name:  AUVSROER UVUAL T ™Y

oy
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Fmail:

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmentai Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large pubiic constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was otiginally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive nse of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. : :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to bé notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Siﬂcerely’cﬁj/&/?w{/ Name: 511 lfi/m.;;e. be.

Address: ”S}i}; Lg{%“(@i’»ﬁ_ gt-: N
N 2880
Phone: %2%. 295 TOI
i oo e hac co
Email: EJ,," / N bkﬁyéﬁ L@@;\/Ky’ oo caT

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mz, Mike Crane

TISDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending FA for Amendment 14

My, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
manageroent plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. ‘

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my. name on your mailing lst to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Smcerely,

Na.me: Cmev H\.H
W’Q/%/// Address: /() 7 ¢ H o 0

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser
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November 7, 2001
RUSH -- VIA TELECOFY 864-638-2652

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14
Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and | suppaort American Whitewater. | officially request that you include an
alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

{A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections i and |V of the Chattooga,

{C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore fioating above Highway 28 was originally intended by the
1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River Study Document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of altematives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. | believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US Forest
Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial raftmg, are clearly in violation of Federal Law and are
not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond fo public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the quality
of the Chatfooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

/Qm(é% o

Figure 1

Name: _George Marro
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Donald Kinser, American Whitewater Regional Coordinator
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Kinser, Don

From: Lankford, Jeff [JLankford@panasonicatlanta.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2001 1:41 PM

To: 'Chattoogariver@yahoo.com’

Cc: jason@amwhitewater.org'; ‘dkinser@ediltd.com'

Subject: Comments on Chattooga Wild and Scenic EA for Amendment #14

November 7, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Sexvice

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14
Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1
officially request that you include an alternative in the upcoming
Chattooga

River Environmental Assessment that:

(3 Allows private, non-commercial beoating on the Chattooga River above
highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV
of

the Chattooga,

{C) Makes water gquality a management priority throughout the Chattooga
watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over
time

with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply tc a large public
censtituency, and are completely consistent with the Wild and Scenic
Rivers

Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding management of
the

Chattooga River. Furthermore flcating above Highway 28 was originally
intended by the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River Study Document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a "range of alternatives that
responds

to public needs."™ You have received hundreds of comments from private
boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a management plan
that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions
of

the Chattooga River and will allow the public to benefit from using
resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public rescurce by a particular group, in the case of
fishing on the headwaters and commercial rafting on the lower sections
is

inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US Forest Service
management policies 1n general. Activities that damage and degrade the
resources, such as pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial
rafting, are clearly in vielation of Federal Law and are not consistent
with

the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic
Chattooga River it is clearly your responsibility:to respond to public
requests and take actions necessary to "protect and enhance™ the quality

1



of

the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above
does

both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency
plans
that may affect the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

Jeff Lankford

4595 Anderson Reoad

Stone Mountain, Georgia 30083
404-298-0717
jlankford@panasonicatlanta.com

cos

Jerome Thomas, Forest Supervisor

(via fax 803-561-4004)

Donald Kinser, American Whitewater Regional Cocrdinator
(via fax 770-556-7003)

--aAppended by Matsushita Mokile Cemmunications Development Corporation
of

U.S. A ————= This e-mail and any attachments may contain information that
is

confidential, proprietary, privileged or otherwise protected by law. The
information is solely intended for the named addressee (or a person
responsible for delivering 1t Lo the addressee). If you are not the
intended

recipient of this message, you are not authorized to read, print,
retain,

copy or disseminate this message or any part of it. If you have received
this e-mail in error, please notlify the sender immediately by return
e-mail

and delete it from your computer.



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public {o benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four ifems above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, - (’,’ J . “;Le, — "":‘jx o~
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mzr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonabie, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
poilution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An altemative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, WNKQ/  Name: (JiL i Al F /M;fi—ﬂfi\.s LER, AR
d&w{,%j— ;7\/ /] Address: 520 o, YORELDOD T
(Bruan@US, /7 F720f
Phone: £/ 2-3¢2 - 57/ ¥
Email: 7 cend feq~ @dé%ﬁjrﬂ‘ Co st

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser AL Mw"“”ww



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA. for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and T support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an aiternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study documeni.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River, An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

e
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| Address: ?@ 20 | o -

)

Phone: Gt e X
.:_3\% Ul STIO
Email:
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chaftooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chaitooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plaos that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

8i ely, : _
incerely | Name: (jjj . éfﬂfr
L Ao

Address: F 7. j/_% f}i /ﬁgﬁ “i
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CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document. _

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chaitooga River.

Sincerely, %/W?%ﬁ l’%‘%"”aé’/ Name: ‘sz?rmf 5 ‘M u

Address: a’q (,a( S Nﬁ}y
Phone: ‘75/{; (,? :;2 %&72
Email: Qcﬂ’"ﬁ* %b@@ @ y{j’r’}t’)u

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser I o
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. [ officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
poltution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list {o be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

} , Name: é(@j‘\ m\? {a(\

W Address: Ly ye kaiﬁihvﬁm Lw"\,,
Phone: Dadlas _ UK 7SS
o V-3 T010
CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser bt G
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River ~ Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mzr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consisient with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, 2 C l{ "%;C!ﬁr‘ﬂ

Name:

Addressi:y__ [25’7’ C@»ﬂ‘)ﬁ‘fﬂf:{ ;@i""‘
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November 3, 2001

M. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you inciude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment thai:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chatiooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA. requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will ailow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. ' :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency pians that may aifect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, o I
incerely | Name: gm, /} /‘%/fl7é;f"{£&£/é

Address: 9?;:?0 [/;\{,.747/’1‘5\ /)": | &/
Ef/f}f/i wa’rcjé{’: - 1:12;__, jﬁi-;l 7

/ ‘:‘ o

N

Phone:

. SR P S
S L 757 -842 7
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November 3, 2001

Mz, Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment (4

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and oo much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections [II and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originaily intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, :
Naime: i o
Address: 557 Poar Shoom tr
o L o _
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you inciude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not congistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. : -

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga }

Sincerely, _— UA.“D C}E . ,ma:.,r" | \\
Address: 30 s aﬁwﬁm\,\ ¢ wacin OO
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Torest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River ~ Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chaitooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect anti’Enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

/
. . 1
Sincerely, | /4 ?
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Naovember 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections Il and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and teo much commercial rafting, are ciearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

Name: f:-) et s Lo ;\‘Sbv\
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

UUSDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA. for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

{A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections [l and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to bé notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga,River.

Sincerely, \ - , — S
Name: C_.ZM P51 f"é’\;(
- E = Y 4
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes langnage that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
congistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

M. Mike Crane

UUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chaitooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
poilution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. : :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.
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November 3, 2001

M. Mike Crane

TSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14
Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater, I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds 1o public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. 1 believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafiing, are clearly in viclation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both,

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

é@/w/ Neme: JELS S MM S

Address: 5375' s ?7/{/ S?l ;ﬁﬁf%\_z-—’ Lv}‘
ce e EVILEE g/ 5550y
Phone: ?3/ Sm—,h}w{,,?é
Emall:u}ei\/u 2.5 yQ Fem ‘Q/ﬁ/‘ i’fj&’L
\

S

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA, Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chaitooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that youinclude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 23,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. 1 believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a pubiic resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sm% Loen. e Kole Andozson
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my. name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Smcerel%j 0 |
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chatiooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and T support American Whitewater. | officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIf and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over lime with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large pubiic constituency, and are compietely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commetcial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may atfect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, /
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River ~ Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility 1o respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wﬂd and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
congistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA. requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. [ believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and-enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, . /’/ S
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. 1 officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exchisive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA. for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commmercial rafting use on Sections Il and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will ailow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Tixclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and

Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, >
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment thai:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections II and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Mzkes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand,

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattcoga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearty your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance”™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, -
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November 3, 2001

Mz, Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. T officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment thai:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections HI and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance™ the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

M. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14
Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commereial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and _

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please inclzde my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, [
Name: [y Y/ BN {,.rf.f& \’/
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mzx, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafiing, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Secenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency respousible for inanagement of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Ry R é/
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November 3, 2001

Mr, Mike Crane

TISDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you inchude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIf and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes langnage that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Tederal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my. name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,~ 7 — ,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TJSDA. Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz, Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

{B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections II and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial raiting, are clearly in viclation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my. name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, ) . o ~
; ; J/ (E,? ; Name: m.}k‘{‘m“ eV Teev ‘% Ak
Jemay L S Address: D50 5 Usw  ovn  Shveet A3
\jf A«i'?\(&?mf[vfc(f UA D23 or__fg

Phone: 7C3 - Zf(; f- g,{/(l
Email: | VES@L @ Wby . € thn

CC: Jerome Thomas, Jason Robertson, Don Kinser



November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River —~ Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management prierity throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chatiooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public {0 benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely, | /,7 , if .
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was ongmally intended by
the 1971 Chaitooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. { believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are cleaﬂy in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,

Name: *a./ H Z A Ally. M D,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TUSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and [ support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIX and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received mmdreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. '

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA. for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you inciude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections ITI and I'V of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not.consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. :

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your -
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TISDA Torest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 25664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you inchude
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections IIT and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes langnage that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in viclation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency respounsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An altemative that addresses the four items above dees both,

Please include my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River.

Sincerely,
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane .

USDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River - Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mr. Crane,

1 am a private whitewater boater and I suppert American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonabie, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current 1S Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally intended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe that a
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled {o use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsibie for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please inclide my name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic¢ Chattooga River,

incerely, ~ | ﬂ' /7 o ENTY
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November 3, 2001

Mr. Mike Crane

TJSDA Forest Service

112 Andrew Pickens Circle
Mountain Rest, SC 29664

Re: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River — Pending EA for Amendment 14

Mz, Crane,

I am a private whitewater boater and I support American Whitewater. I officially request that you include
an alternative in the upcoming Chattooga River Environmental Assessment that:

(A) Allows private, non-commercial boating on the Chattooga River above highway 28,

(B) Reduces the impact of commercial rafting use on Sections III and IV of the Chattooga,

(C) Makes water quality a management priority throughout the Chattooga watershed and

(D) Includes language that allows private boating use to increase over time with increased demand.

These four requests are more than reasonable, apply to a large public constituency, and are completely
consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and current US Forest Service regulations regarding
management of the Chattooga River. Furthermore floating above Highway 28 was originally infended by
the 1971 Chattooga Wild and Scenic River study document.

NEPA. requires that the agency develop a “range of alternatives that responds to public needs.” You have
received hundreds of comments from private boaters like me regarding these issues. I believe thata
management plan that addresses the four needs listed above will improve the conditions of the Chattooga
River and will allow the public to benefit from using resources they are entitled to use.

Exclusive use of a public resource by a particular group, in the case of fishing on the headwaters and
commercial rafting on the lower sections is inconsistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and US
Forest Service management policies in general. Activities that damage and degrade the resources, such as
pollution from Stekoa Creek and too much commercial rafting, are clearly in violation of Federal Law
and are not consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

As the lead agency responsible for management of the Wild and Scenic Chattooga River it is clearly your .
responsibility to respond to public requests and take actions necessary to “protect and enhance” the
quality of the Chattooga River. An alternative that addresses the four items above does both.

Please include my.name on your mailing list to be notified of agency plans that may affect the Wild and
Scenic Chattooga River. -
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