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 From: fmcclintock@charter.net
 Sent: Monday, July 18, 2016 11:00 AM

 To: NWP2017
 Subject: [EXTERNAL] Docket # COE-2015-2017 protesting adoption of Living 

Shorelines

To U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

RE: Docket COE-2015-2017 concerning proposed NWP B Living Shorelines Permit

 We as residents on the shores of an Alabama Power Company hydro-electric lake 
strongly oppose the 
adoption of the Living Shorelines Permit for man-made reservoirs for the following 
reasons.

 1.     Living Shorelines may make some sense for specific coastal areas 
where wave action is mild 
and estuarine areas as was originally intended, but not for man-made lakes where 
there is substantial 
higher energy wave action that causes constant significant erosion.

 2.     Waves from boats, wind and storms can result in almost continuous 
low, moderate and 
high energy impacts to reservoir shorelines, thereby requiring proven substantial 
structures such as rip 
rap and seawalls.

 3.     Living Shoreline construction techniques have not been proven and may
not even be 
effective in reservoirs with routine drawdowns.

 4.     Man-made lakes that were created for hydro-electric power and for 
human recreation do 
not have a natural shoreline.  The shoreline was man-made from the beginning.  
Therefore it is 
unrealistic to now require Living Shorelines.  We homeowners on these lakes have 
invested significant 
money in our lake property and wish to continue to protect our shorelines from 
erosion while providing 
a safe area for our children to swim and play without fear of snakes or a mosquito 
breeding ground that 
could be the unintended result of a Living Shoreline.

 5.     Living shorelines are likely to fail quickly along shorelines with 
moderate to steep banks

 6.     The installation of coir logs (coconut fiber logs) would require in 
most cases roughening and 
contouring the shoreline banks which would result in increased water turbidity (eg. 
Muddy water) and 
sediment getting into the shallow areas (possible wetlands) that are routinely used 
by bream, small 
fishes and many other aquatic species such as mussels and snails.

 

 7.     There is a high potential for continued shoreline erosion due to 
roughening of the banks as 
well as the possibility of coir logs floating away into the lake

 8.     Rip rap and seawalls have served lakeshore owners well for decades by
preventing 
continued erosion of the shoreline and loss of property
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 9.     It has not been established what information is needed for a 
construction contractor to 
demonstrate to the USACE’s satisfaction that a Living Shoreline will not adequately 
protect shoreline 
erosion thereby allowing rip rap or a seawall as protection to an eroding shoreline 
bank.

 
 

 
 

 Also, my husband, who is a fisherman, and biology professor at UAB, asked a 
couple of his UAB 
biology colleagues and fellow fishermen to give their opinions.  Please see their 
comments below.

 
 

 
 

 From Dr. Rob Angus:

 Most of what I find has to do with living shorelines in marine environments.
They can be 
effective and much more environmentally friendly than sea walls. The details appear 
to be site specific 
and they may not be appropriate for all areas. NOAA says:

  

 Practitioners must determine whether living shoreline stabilization is 
appropriate in a particular 
area; this analysis includes an evaluation of the bank erosion rate and elevation, 
wave energy, prevailing 
wind and wave direction, vegetation, and soil type. Design of restoration activities
is done after the site 
analysis.
 

 

  

 Typical living shoreline treatments include planting riparian, marsh, and 
submerged aquatic 
vegetation; installing organic materials such as bio-logs and organic fiber mats; 
and constructing oyster 
reefs or “living breakwaters” that dissipate wave energy before it reaches the 
shore.

  

 Obviously, some of the above wouldn’t apply to Lake Mitchell.

  

 Someone at Clemson has done work with vegetated freshwater shorelines (see 
attached). They 
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apparently can be effective, but, I suspect they will require more upkeep (sort of 
like maintaining a 
garden) than just putting up a seawall. Also, they probably won’t be appropriate for
all shorelines.

  

 
 

 From Dr. Ken Marion:

 I will make a similar comment. Most experiments with this have been marine 
or coastal. Mixed 
bag. Do not usually work on shorelines with any real slope or steeper banks, as they
get washed out by 
boat traffic or wave action.  Likely would work in areas of very little slope, as in
most coves or real 
shallow points. Seawalls bad on coastlines with current as they cause erosion on 
downcurrent side---see 
Dauphin Island . Biologically, rip-rap better than seawalls due to crevices and 
cover for little things (but 
they are loved by snakes---see comment in your message--oh, well, most are harmless 
but nobody 
believes it), but rip-rap is not as visually pleasing to some people. A mixed bag 
and each location is 
suited differently.

  

 Respectfully submitted,

 Dr. James and Ferne McClintock

 205.520.4541
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