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Conclusion

The Lake Management Plan was designed to meet long-term goals and objec-
tives which were not previously considered. The plan was developed 1) to
ensure and promote the accessibility of the state park to all segments of the
population, 2) to achieve and maintain a high quality recreation resource base
by ensuring that the state's natural resources are protected and used in an
environmentally sound manner, 3) to seek a broad base of input from both the
public and Division personnel in the development and interpretation of policy,
4) determine the highest possible use of the park's resources while main-
taining desirable capacity limitations and appropriate use, and 5) balance
the highest potential use of the park's resources with demand, need, and
economic consideration.

As we see the results of the first phase of development, we can be sure
that the goals can be met. The development of the recreational facilities
along the East and West Banks are already busy with visitors. The small boat
harbor has already proven to be beneficial to boaters for both storm refuge
and calm water area for smoother launching and beaching. The courtesy docks
(at the East Bank) have also aided many boaters providing them with safe tie-
up areas. Prior to the docks, boaters would run up next to the shore possibly
causing damage to their boat or equipment.

The creation of the spoil sites at Bayview and Windy Point is a great
first step toward organizing the lake maintenance demands while restoring the
lake's quality. Also, the shore protection placed along the Chickasaw spoil
site preventing further erosion, allowed us to move ahead instead of behind.

Had that site remained unprotected, it could have been lost eventually - a

giant step backward.
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The methods used for the creation of the new spoil sites will prevent the
erosion that was prevalent at the Chickasaw site. The use of the stone dikeé
will also work well in Phase II, however, alternatives will have to be used as
we begin to extend out into the lake; to begin to "break up" the lake.

As a result of the Phase I progress, we can begin to see changes already.
Through the efforts of the Soil and Water Conservation Districts, as well as
proper site planning, it has been said by visitors and park personnel alike
that the quality of the lake is improving. Further documentation Qf measured

results will be compiled as soon as studies are completed.

‘The Lighthouse
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