
 

APPENDIX D. PUBLIC SCOPING SUMMARY 

 

155 



 



 

Pea Ridge National Military Park 
Vegetation Management Plan and Environmental 

Assessment Public Scoping Summary 
 

 
 

Prepared for— 
 

National Park Service 
Denver Service Center 

P.O. Box 25287 
Denver, Colorado 80225-0287 

 
 

Prepared by— 
 

ERO Resources Corporation 
1842 Clarkson Street 

Denver, Colorado 80218 
(303) 830-1188 

 
 
 

February 13, 2013 



 

2 

Pea Ridge National Military Park 1 
Vegetation Management Plan and Environmental 2 

Assessment 3 
Public Scoping Summary  4 

February 13, 2013 5 

Introduction 6 
 7 
Pursuant to section 101(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 8 
amended (NEPA), the National Park Service (NPS) is preparing a Vegetation 9 
Management Plan and Environmental Assessment (plan/EA) for the Pea Ridge National 10 
Military Park (PERI or the park). In preparing this plan/EA, the NPS is following the 11 
planning process as required by NEPA and as provided for in agency guidance, 12 
Director’s Order #12: Conservation Planning, Environmental Impact Analysis and 13 
Decision-Making and Handbook (Handbook, NPS 2011). The NPS will examine a range 14 
of feasible alternatives and evaluate potential impacts on these resources in the 15 
plan/EA. 16 
 17 

The Comment Analysis Process 18 
 19 
Comment analysis is a process used to compile and combine similar public comments 20 
into a format that can be used by decision makers and the plan/EA team. 21 
 22 
Comment analysis assists the team in organizing, clarifying, and addressing technical 23 
information pursuant to NEPA regulations. It also aids in identifying the topics and issues 24 
to be evaluated and considered throughout the planning process. 25 
 26 
The process includes five main components: 27 

• Developing a coding structure 28 
• Employing a comment database for comment management 29 
• Reading and coding public comments 30 
• Interpreting and analyzing the comments to identify issues and themes 31 
• Preparing a comment summary 32 

 33 
A coding structure was developed to help sort comments into logical groups by topics 34 
and issues. The coding structure was derived from an analysis of the range of topics 35 
discussed during internal NPS scoping, past planning documents, and the comments 36 
themselves. The coding structure was designed to capture all comment content rather 37 
than to restrict or exclude any ideas. 38 
 39 
The NPS Planning, Environment and Public Comment (PEPC) database was used for 40 
management of the comments. The database stores the full text of all correspondence 41 
and allows each comment to be coded by topic and issue. Some outputs from the 42 
database include tallies of the total number of correspondence and comments received, 43 
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sorting and reporting of comments by a particular topic or issue, and demographic 1 
information regarding the sources of the comments. 2 
 3 
The analysis of the public comments involved assignment of the codes to statements 4 
made by the public in their letters, faxes, and PEPC entries. All comments were read 5 
and analyzed. 6 
 7 
Although the analysis process attempts to capture the full range of public concerns, this 8 
content analysis report should be used with caution. Comments from people who chose 9 
to respond do not necessarily represent the sentiments of the entire public. Furthermore, 10 
this was not a vote-counting process, and the emphasis was on the content of the 11 
comment rather than the number of times a comment was received. This report is 12 
intended to be a summary of the comments received, rather than a statistical analysis. 13 
 14 

Definition of Terms 15 
 16 
The primary terms used in this document are defined below. 17 
 18 
Correspondence: A correspondence is the entire document received from a commenter. 19 
It can be in the form of a letter, email, fax, written comment form, note card, open house 20 
transcript, or petition. Each piece of correspondence is assigned a unique identification 21 
number in the PEPC system. 22 
 23 
Comment: A comment is a portion of the text within a correspondence that addresses a 24 
single subject. It should include information such as an expression of support or 25 
opposition to the use of a potential management tool, additional data regarding an 26 
existing condition, or an opinion debating the adequacy of the analysis. 27 
 28 
Code: A code is a grouping centered on a common subject. The codes were developed 29 
during the scoping process and are used to track major subjects throughout the EA 30 
process. 31 
 32 
Concern: Concerns are written summaries of all comments received under a particular 33 
code. Some codes were further separated into several concern statements to better 34 
focus on the content of the comments. 35 
 36 

Scoping Announcements 37 

Agency and Tribal 38 
 39 
Agency scoping for the plan/EA began with scoping letters sent on August 13, 2012 and 40 
August 15, 2012 to the Arkansas State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and U.S. 41 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), respectively, to solicit input on issues of concern. As 42 
part of tribal consultation, scoping letters were sent to Federally Recognized Tribes for 43 
Consultation for PERI (see recipient list in Attachment A) on September 18, 2012 to 44 
determine if any ethnographic or other resources were in the project area and to inquire 45 
whether local tribes wanted to be involved in the environmental compliance process. 46 
Agency and tribal scoping letters are in Attachment B. 47 
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 1 

Public  2 
 3 
PERI initiated public scoping with a press release that was sent to the Arkansas 4 
Democrat Gazette, published on December 19, 2012. A scoping announcement was 5 
also posted to the PEPC website on December 13, 2012. The scoping period was 6 
defined as December 13, 2012 through January 14, 2013. Public scoping 7 
announcements are in Attachment C. 8 
 9 
No public scoping meetings were held for this project. 10 
 11 

Scoping Comments 12 

Agency and Tribal Comments 13 
 14 
The USFWS Arkansas Field Office responded to the scoping letter in a letter dated 15 
September 5, 2012 concurring with the NPS determination that the proposed 16 
management plan will have no effect on listed species. 17 
 18 
The United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma responded to the 19 
scoping letter in an email dated October 17, 2012, indicating they have no objection or 20 
comments on the project; however, they would need to be contacted if any human 21 
remains or funerary items are inadvertently discovered during the project.   22 
 23 
The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma responded to the scoping letter in a letter dated 24 
December 3, 2012, indicating the project is outside of the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma 25 
historic area of interest and deferred to the other tribes that were contacted. 26 
 27 
The Osage Nation Historic Preservation Office responded to the scoping letter in a letter 28 
dated December 14, 2012, requesting a copy of the Environmental Impact Statement 29 
[sic] to review and provide comments.   30 
 31 
Responses from the USFWS and tribes are in Attachment D. 32 
 33 
No response was received from the SHPO or other tribes by the end of the January 14, 34 
2013 scoping period. Additional agency comments will be accepted and considered after 35 
the deadline, and all comments regardless of receipt date will be included in the 36 
Administrative Record. 37 
 38 

Public Comments 39 
 40 
One correspondence was posted to the PEPC site on January 4, 2013 and a hard copy 41 
letter dated December 28, 2012 was received.  42 
 43 
One commenter indicated that Alternative D would accomplish the park’s purpose, need, 44 
and objectives. The correspondence also gave suggestions for vegetation management 45 
tools and recommended against using annual food crops, as proposed in Alternative B. 46 
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The commenter opposes Alternative B due to concerns the crops it would include would 1 
be unsuccessful due to depletion by the current deer population; and the commenter 2 
was in favor of any alternative that increase grassland bird habitat.  3 
 4 
The second commenter considers Alternative B the most desirable, followed by 5 
Alternatives C and D. The commenter stated that no one can fully appreciate the context 6 
of the soldiers’ struggle without viewing first hand the physical challenges they faced, 7 
and believes a historically accurate landscape provides a constant reminder that the 8 
battle of Pea Ridge impacted a wide agricultural community. The commenter believes 9 
Alternative B should be the preferred alternative because it would depict a historically 10 
accurate landscape. 11 
 12 
No other comments were received from the public by the end of the January 14, 2013 13 
scoping period. Additional public comments will be accepted and considered after the 14 
deadline, provided they are submitted within a reasonable period of time during the 15 
preparation of the EA. Any additional public comments received will be included in the 16 
Administrative Record. 17 
 18 
A Content Analysis Report is included in Attachment E. This report, which is generated 19 
in PEPC, summarizes the number of comments assigned to each code, and the number 20 
of correspondences and comments per correspondence. 21 
 22 

Concern Statements  23 
 24 
Concern statements have been developed to represent the summary of substantive 25 
issues for each topic brought forward during scoping.  Comments expressing opinions 26 
on alternatives were accepted because the public was asked to comment on the 27 
preliminary alternatives presented in the public scoping newsletter. Concern statements 28 
identified during public scoping for this project are discussed below. 29 
 30 

Comments Pertaining to Accuracy of Historic Landscape 31 
 32 
Concern Statement: Alternative B is the superior alternative for depicting historical 33 
accuracy of the historic landscape. 34 
 35 
Representative Quotes 36 
 37 
Corr. ID: 3  Comment ID: 305948 38 
“. . .students’ understanding is enhanced in proportion to the accuracy of the historic 39 
ground cover.” 40 
 41 
Corr. ID: 3  Comment ID: 305834 42 
“. . .a historically accurate landscape provides a constant reminder that the battle of Pea 43 
Ridge impacted a wide agricultural community.” 44 
 45 
Corr. ID: 3  Comment ID: 305949 46 
“From my perspective as an educator," Alternative B: Re-establish the Functional 47 
Agrarian Landscape" is the superior alternative…” 48 
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 1 

Comments Pertaining to Vegetation Management Tools 2 
 3 
Concern Statement: Prescribed burning and timber harvesting should be a part of 4 
vegetation management for the park. 5 
 6 
Representative Quotes 7 
 8 
Corr. ID: 1  Comment ID: 305090 9 
“I believe prescribed burning should be the primary means of management, and also 10 
timber harvesting. Prescribed burns will work well for establishing and maintaining native 11 
warm season grasses, and to prevent the forests from becoming to[sic] congested 12 
and/or overtaken by invasive species.” 13 
 14 

Comments Pertaining to Project Costs and Revenue 15 
 16 
Concern Statement: Alternative B would have higher labor and capital costs from 17 
producing annual food crops.   18 
 19 
Representative Quotes 20 
 21 
Corr. ID: 1  Comment ID305091 22 
“I would recommend against trying to establish annual food crops (e.g., corn, beans, 23 
cotton). That would be labor intensive, with high costs for equipment, seed, fertilizer and 24 
pesticides/herbicides. I believe annual crops would require irrigation to be successful in 25 
many years, an addition[sic] cost.” 26 
 27 

Comments Pertaining to Purpose and Need 28 
 29 
Concern Statement: The purpose and need would be met if Alternative D is chosen. 30 
 31 
Representative Quotes 32 
 33 
Corr. ID: 1  Comment ID: 305088 34 
In response to topic question 1, “Yes, if Alternative D, ‘establish natural agrarian 35 
landscape’ is chosen.” 36 
 37 

Comments Pertaining to Management of Wildlife 38 
 39 
Concern Statement: Wildlife management is important when considering alternatives. 40 
 41 
Representative Quotes 42 
 43 
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Corr. ID: 1  Comment ID: 305953 1 
“I support any activities that contribute to grassland bird habitat. After all, the bird 2 
species composition at 1862 is also an important historical consideration that should be 3 
considered very important.” 4 
 5 
Corr. ID: 1  Comment ID: 305955 6 
“The deer population needs to be controlled. Alternative B cannot even be considered 7 
without deer population control.” 8 
 9 

References 10 
 11 
National Park Service (NPS).  2011.  Director’s Order #12: Conservation Planning, 12 

Environmental Impact Analysis, and Decision-Making.  Approved: November 5.   13 
 14 
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 1 
 2 
Attachment A – List of Federally Recognized Tribes for Consultation for Pea Ridge 3 
National Military Park  4 

5 



Federally Recognized Tribes for Consultation for Pea Ridge NMP 

(1) ABSENTEE SHAWNEE TRIBE 
 

(2) CHEROKEE NATION OF 
OKLAHOMA 
 

(3) CHOCTAW NATION OF OKLAHOMA 
 

(4) THE OSAGE NATION 
 

(5) SHAWNEE TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA 
 

(6) QUAPAW TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA 
 

(7) UNITED KEETOOWAH BAND OF 
CHEROKEE INDIANS 
 

(8) THE CHICKASAW NATION 
 

(9) MUSCOGEE (CREEK) NATION OF 
OKLAHOMA 

 

ABSENTEE SHAWNEE TRIBE 
2025 S. Gordon Cooper 
Shawnee, OK 74801 
405-275-4030 
405-878-4711 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.astribe.com 
MR. GEORGE BLANCHARD, GOVERNOR 
MR. DAN LITTLEAXE, LT. GOVERNOR 
MS. HENRIETTA ELLIS, TRIBAL HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION OFFICER 
PHONE: EXT. 199 
E-MAIL: kkaniatobe@astribe.com 

 

 

 

CHEROKEE NATION OF OKLAHOMA 
P. O. Box 948 
Tahlequah, OK 74465 
Physical Address (Overnight Mail): 17675 S. 
Muskogee 
Tahlequah, OK 74465 
918-453-5000 or 1-800-256-0671 
918-458-5580 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.cherokee.org 
MR. Bill John Baker, PRINCIPAL CHIEF 
E-MAIL: chad-smith@cherokee.org 
MR. JOE GRAYSON, JR., DEPUTY CHIEF 
E-MAIL: joe-grayson@cherokee.org 
DR. RICHARD ALLEN, POLICY ANALYST 
AND NAGPRA/SECTION 106 REVIEW 
CONTACT 
PHONE: 918-453-5466 
E-MAIL: Richard-Allen@cherokee.org 

 

CHOCTAW NATION OF OKLAHOMA 
P.O. Box 1210 
Durant, OK 74702-1210 
580-924-8280 or 1-800-522-6170 
580-920-3181 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.choctawnation.com 
MR. GREGORY E. PYLE, CHIEF 
MR. GARY BATTON, ASSISTANT CHIEF 
MR. TERRY COLE, TRIBAL HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION OFFICER & NAGPRA 
PROGRAM COORDINATOR 
PHONE: EXT. 2137 
E-MAIL: tcole@chowtawnation.com 
MR. OLIN WILLIAMS, SENIOR HERITAGE 
RESOURCE TECHNICIAN 

 

 

http://www.astribe.com/
mailto:kkaniatobe@astribe.com
http://www.cherokee.org/
mailto:chad-smith@cherokee.org
mailto:joe-grayson@cherokee.org
mailto:Richard-Allen@cherokee.org
http://www.choctawnation.com/
mailto:tcole@chowtawnation.com
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THE OSAGE NATION 
P.O. Box 779 
Pawhuska, OK 74056 
Physical Address: 627 Grandview 
Pawhuska, OK 74056 
918-287-5555 
918-287-5562 FAX 
Museum: 918-287-5358 
WEB SITE: www.osagetribe.com 
MR. JOHN D. RED EAGLE, PRINCIPAL CHIEF 
E-MAIL: jredeagle@osagetribe.org 
MR. SCOTT BIGHORSE, ASSISTANT 
PRINCIPAL CHIEF 
E-MAIL: sbighorse@osagetribe.org 
Dr. Andrea A. Hunter, Director, Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officer 
PHONE: 918-287-5671 
FAX: 918-287-5376 
E-MAIL: ahunter@osagetribe.org 

QUAPAW TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA 
Tribal Headquarters: 
P.O. Box 765 
Quapaw, OK 74363 
918-542-1853 or 1-888-642-4724 
918-542-4694 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.quapawtribe.com 
MR. JOHN BERREY, TRIBAL CHAIRPERSON 
E-MAIL: john.berrey@QDSLLC.com 
MS. JEAN ANN LAMBERT, TRIBAL HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION OFFICER 
E-MAIL: jlambert@quapawtribe.com 

 

 

 

 

SHAWNEE TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA 
Physical address: 29 S. Hwy. 69A 
Miami, OK 74354 
Mailing adress: P.O. Box 189 
Miami, OK 74355 
29 South 69A Highway 
Miami, OK 74354 
918-542-2441 
918-542-2922 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.shawnee-tribe.com 
MR. RON SPARKMAN, CHAIRMAN 
E-MAIL: shawneetribe@neok.com 
Ms. Kim Jumper, Historic Preservation Department 
E-MAIL: kjumper_shawneetribe@hotmail.com 

UNITED KEETOOWAH BAND OF 
CHEROKEE INDIANS 
P.O. Box 746 
Tahlequah, OK 74465 
918-456-6533 
918-431-1873 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.unitedkeetoowahband.org 
MR. GEORGE WICKLIFFE, CHIEF  
MR. CHARLES LOCUST, ASSISTANT CHIEF 
MS. LISA LARUE, HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
COORDINATOR 
PHONE: PHONE: 918-772-4389 
E-MAIL: llarue@unitedkeetoowahband.org 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.osagetribe.com/
mailto:jredeagle@osagetribe.org
mailto:%20sbighorse@osagetribe.org
mailto:ahunter@osagetribe.org
http://www.quapawtribe.com/
mailto:john.berrey@QDSLLC.com
mailto:nagpra.106@earthlink.net
http://www.shawnee-tribe.com/
mailto:shawneetribe@neok.com
mailto:kjumper_shawneetribe@hotmail.com
http://www.unitedkeetoowahband.org/
mailto:llarue@unitedkeetoowahband.org
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THE CHICKASAW NATION 
2020 Arlington, Suite 4 
P.O. Box 1548 
Ada, OK 74821-1548 
580-436-2603 
580-436-7297 FAX 
WEB SITE: www.chickasaw.net 
MR. BILL ANOATUBBY, GOVERNOR 
MR. JEFFERSON KEEL, LT. GOVERNOR 
MS. LADONNA BROWN, HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION OFFICER 
PHONE: 580-272-5593 
FAX: 580-272-5327 
E-MAIL: ladonna.brown@chickasaw.net 

 

 

 

 

 

MUSCOGEE (CREEK) NATION OF 
OKLAHOMA 
P.O. Box 580 
Okmulgee, OK 74447 
918-756-8700 or 1-800-482-1979 or 918-732-7600 
or 918-732-7604 
918-758-1434 (ADMINISTRATION) 
WEB SITE: www.muscogeenation-nsn.gov 
MR. A.D. ELLIS, PRINCIPAL CHIEF 
800-482-1979, ext. 7605 or 918-732-7605 
E-MAIL: adellis@muscogeenation-nsn.gov 
MR. TED ISHAM, CULTURAL 
PRESERVATION OFFICE MANAGER 
800-482-1979 ext. 7731 or 918-732-7731 
E-MAIL: preservation@muscogeenation-nsn.gov 

-MAIL: tisham@muscogeenation-nsn.gov 

 

http://www.chickasaw.net/
mailto:ladonna.brown@chickasaw.net
http://www.muscogeenation-nsn.gov/
mailto:adellis@muscogeenation-nsn.gov
mailto:preservation@muscogeenation-nsn.gov
mailto:tisham@muscogeenation-nsn.gov
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Attachment C – Scoping Announcements 3 

Newspaper scoping announcement 4 
Public scoping announcement 5 
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E X P E R I E N C E  Y O U R  A M E R I C A  
The National Park Service cares for special places saved by the American people so that all may experience our heritage. 

National Park Service 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Pea Ridge  
National Military Park 
 

 15930 Highway 62 
Garfield, AR  72732 
http://www.nps.gov/peri 
 
479-451-8122 phone 
479-451-0219 fax 

 

Pea Ridge National Military Park   News Release 
 
December 19, 2012 
For Immediate Release 
Media Contact Kevin Eads   479-451-8122 x 239 
 
 
 

Vegetation Management Plan Environmental Assessment planned at Pea Ridge 
National Military Park 

 
 
Pea Ridge National Military Park is pleased to announce that it is in the process of developing a 
Vegetation Management Plan Environmental Assessment. The purpose of the proposed plan is to 
modify and/or establish the vegetation patterns in the park to represent the look and feel of the 
1862 battlefield landscape. “This plan will promote active vegetation restoration and support 
protection and preservation of cultural resources and is being considered because the park’s 
General Management Plan, which was completed in 2006, set the goals for landscape 
management at the park” said Superintendent Scott. 
  
We invite you to participate, through consultation with the park, in the analysis of draft 
alternatives by going to our Planning, Environment and Public Comment website located 
at http://parkplanning.nps.gov/projectHome.cfm?projectID=42064. 
  
Public review for this plan is currently open and will close January 14, 2013. The public’s 
participation in the development of this plan is greatly valued and wanted. 
  
Pea Ridge National Military Park was established in 1956 to commemorate and preserve the site 
of the March 1862 Civil War battle that helped Union forces gain control of Missouri. The park 
is located 10 miles north of Rogers on Highway 62. 
 
 

http://www.nps.gov/peri
http://parkplanning.nps.gov/projectHome.cfm?projectID=42064
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Questions to consider:
Do the purpose, need and objectives reflect what you think the 
park needs to accomplish with this project?  If not, what else do 
you think needs to be accomplished?

Do the purpose, need, and objectives reflect what you think the 
park needs to accomplish with this project? If not, what else do 
you think needs to be accomplished?

What management tools should the park consider for 
managing vegetation?

What other issues or opportunities should the park consider in 
this planning process?

What concerns do you have about the potential impacts of the 
proposed plan? How could these concerns be addressed?

Do the preliminary alternatives presented in this newsletter seem 
reasonable? Are there other alternatives you would suggest?

How to Provide Input
We need your input to identify any issues or concerns related to 
vegetation management in the park to consider them in the plan-
ning process. You can provide input in three ways:

1. Submit comments electronically at the NPS planning website 
(preferred method): 
http://parkplanning.nps.gov/projectHome.cfm?projectID=42064 

2. Fax comments to Kevin Eads at 479-451-0219

3. Provide written comments to:
National Park Service
Attention: Vegetation Management Plan
Pea Ridge National Military Park
15930 Hwy 62
Garfield, AR 72732

Please submit all comments by January 14, 2013.

National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior

Pea Ridge National Military Park
15930 E Highway 62
Garfield, AR 72732

Please note:  Before including your address, phone number, e-mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be 
aware that your entire comment—including your personal identifying information—may be made publicly available at any time.  Although you can ask 
us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Pea Ridge National Military Park 

Vegetation Management Plan And Environmental Assessment

National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior

Pea Ridge National Military Park (the park) was 
established by Congress on July 20, 1956 to “preserve 
and protect the landscapes and resources associated 
with the Battle of Pea Ridge” and “interpret the 
battle as an integral part of the social, political, and 
military history of the Civil War.” The park’s General 
Management Plan (GMP), completed in 2006, set 
the goals for landscape management at the park. 
The overarching goals of the GMP were “returning 
the battlefield landscape to the 1862 appearance” 
and “providing views of the battlefield that convey 
the open space and woodlands present at the time 
of the battle.” The landscape of Pea Ridge was a 
highly human-modified landscape in 1862. The major 
purpose of this Vegetation Management Plan (plan) is 
to design ways to adjust and/or establish the vegetation 
patterns that represent the look and feel of the 1862 
landscape. The park proposes the development of 
a vegetation management plan to establish methods 
by which to create, then maintain, those patterns to 
maximize benefits to natural and cultural resources.

As part of this effort, the National Park Service 
(NPS or Park Service) is preparing an environmental 
assessment (EA) for an evaluation of alternatives for 
the plan. The plan will look at a variety of treatment 
options to replicate the vegetative conditions existing 
in 1862 from farm fields and pastures to forested areas. 

This newsletter initiates a public scoping process as 
part of the EA being prepared by the Park Service 
to evaluate the proposed plan. We invite the public, 
government agencies, and other interested persons 
and organizations to provide comments.

I encourage you to become involved in the future of 
Pea Ridge National Military Park by providing us with 
your thoughts. For more details on how to provide 
comments, please see the “How to Provide Input” 
section of this newsletter.

Thank you for your continued interest and 
involvement with Pea Ridge National Military Park. 
Public communication, collaboration, and cooperation 
are essential to implementing a successful project that 
will enhance the park’s mission. We look forward to 
hearing from you.

Sincerely,

John Scott
Superintendent

Newsletter 1 December 2012

Pea Ridge National Military Park
Arkansas

Dear Friends,
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PROJECT AREA

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THE PLAN?  
►The purpose of the proposed plan is to modify and/or 
establish the vegetation patterns in the park to represent 
the look and feel of the 1862 battlefield landscape. The 
plan would promote active vegetation restoration and 
support protection and preservation of cultural resources. 
The proposed project is being considered because 
the park’s GMP, completed in 2006, set the goals for 
landscape management at the park.    

WHY IS THE PROJECT NEEDED?  
►Natural and man-made changes to the landscape of 
the Pea Ridge area and environs have occurred over the 
past 150 years since the time of the battle. A vegetation 
management plan is needed to provide the steps 
necessary to achieve the goals in the GMP, primarily to 
return the battlefield landscape to its 1862 appearance. 
The plan is needed to establish methods by which to 
create, and then maintain, those patterns to maximize 
benefits to natural and cultural resources.

PLAN OBJECTIVES  
►The objectives of the proposed project are to: 

• Manage the vegetation to support the goal of returning 
the battlefield landscape to its 1862 appearance to as great 
a degree as feasible.

• Convey the visual character of the battlefield to the visitor 
by orchestrating views and vistas, including the contrast 
of open fields to the surrounding woodlands, through 
vegetation management.

• Achieve and maintain healthy fields and forests 
characteristic of the Arkansas Highlands Zone, as 
identified in the GMP.

• Develop a plan that provides reasonable guidelines with 
site-specific methodologies that would allow the park 
to achieve and maintain the landscape, in concert with 
other park guiding documents.

POTENTIAL ISSUES  
►In October 2012, park and other NPS staff conducted 
internal scoping meetings for the project. During those 
meetings, park staff identified potential issues that may 
result from this project. The park is requesting your input 
on these issues, as well as identification of other issues or 
concerns with this project. The main issues the park has 
identified for this project include the following.

• Vegetation management techniques, such as mechanical 
treatment or controlled burns, could have either adverse 
or beneficial impacts on historic structures and artifacts, 
archeological resources, and historic battle sites.

• Invasive and exotic plant species can impact the native 
vegetation that makes up the landscape of the park.

• Enhancement of native vegetation can provide habitat for 
wildlife and promote biological diversity.

• Vegetation can obstruct viewsheds and vistas, which 
are the primary means by which the visitor is able to 
experience the battle sites.

• Areas that were originally used for agricultural purposes 
are important culturally, but restoring these areas to their 
original uses may create challenges for park management.

• Vegetation management techniques, such as mowing, 
clearing, and planting, could have either adverse or 
beneficial impacts on visitor areas such as the Tour Road, 
historic and “social” trails, the visitor center, and other 
park features. 

• Vegetation management techniques should contribute 
to visitor education and interpretation of the 1862 battle, 
while not adding cumbersome maintenance activities for 
park staff.

PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES  
►During an October 2012 internal scoping meeting, a full 
range of preliminary reasonable alternatives (including a 
“no action” alternative) for vegetation management was 
developed. Three action alternatives were determined to 
meet the park’s purpose, need, and objectives for taking 
action and are summarized here.  

Alternative A – No Action (Continue Existing 
Management)

Alternative B – Re-establish the Functional 
Agrarian Landscape  This alternative presents a land-
scape of open fields contrasted by surrounding woods that 
would have existed in winter 1862 around the time of the 
battle. This alternative would reestablish historic spaces 
with the specific crops, orchards, pastures, and open 
woods that would have existed at the time of the battle.

Alternative C – Establish a Visual Agrarian Landscape
This alternative presents an agrarian landscape that visually 
represents the open fields and surrounding woodlands that 
would have existed in 1862 around the time of battle. This 
alternative uses a range of vegetation types that are visually 
and structurally similar to that which existed historically, 
but are not necessarily the specific crop or species that 
existed historically.

Alternative D – Establish a Natural Agrarian Landscape  
This alternative presents an agrarian landscape that incor-
porates primarily native vegetation to visually represent 
the open fields and surrounding woods that would have 
existed at the time of the 1862 battle. This alternative uses 
a range of hardy and indigenous species to visually and 
structurally represent the historic scene. 

Nine vegetation types describe the range of historic vegeta-
tion that would have existed at the time of the 1862 battle 
and that currently exists. Alternatives B, C, and D would 
provide a prescriptive treatment for each vegetation type:

- Fields
- Open woodlands
- Wood lot
- Ozark Highlands forest
- Battlefield forest
- Prairie
- Cedar glades
- Orchards
- Historic trees

Visitor and cultural zones would be identified and exclud-
ed from these treatment alternatives as they would be 
addressed under a separate project, the Cultural Landscape 
Report (currently under development).
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larue@yahoo.com>

10/17/2012 10:38 AM

Please respond to
ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com

To kevin_eads@nps.gov
cc lstapleton@unitedkeetoowahband.org

Subject Pea Ridge Battleground vegetation, AR

The United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma has
reviewed your projects for Section 106 NHPA purposes, and cultural
resources.  At this time, we have no objection or comment.  However, if
any human remains or funerary items are inadvertently discovered,
please cease all work and contact us immediately.

Lisa LaRue-Baker   
Acting THPO 
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma 
PO Box 746 
Tahlequah, OK 74465 

c  918.822.1952   f  918.458.6889 
ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com

mailto:ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com
mailto:ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com
mailto:kevin_eads@nps.gov
mailto:lstapleton@unitedkeetoowahband.org
mailto:ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com
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Content Analysis Report   (02/05/2013) 
 
Document ID: 50969 
Document Title: Pea Ridge NMP Vegetation Management Plan Environmental Assessment Newsletter 
Issue 1 December 2012 

Comment Distribution by Status 

Status 
Number of 
Comments 

Coded  14 
In Process  1 
Total 15 

 
 

Correspondence Distribution by State 

State Percentage 
Number of 

Correspondence 
AR  66.7 %  2 
MO  33.3 %  1 
Total 

 

3  
 

 

Correspondence Distribution by Country 

Country Percentage 
Number of 

Correspondence 
USA  100.0 %   3   
Total 

 

3   
 

 

Correspondence Signature Count by Organization Type 

Organization Type Correspondences Signatures 
Unaffiliated Individual  3   3   
Total 3   3   

 
 

Correspondence Distribution by Code 
(Note: Each correspondence may have multiple codes. As a result, the total number of 
Correspondence may be different than the actual comment totals) 

Code Description Correspondences Signatures 
PN1000 Comment on purpose, need, and objectives 1 1 
TQ2-50969 Do the purpose, need, and objectives reflect what  1 1 
TQ1-50969 Do the purpose, need and objectives reflect what y 1 1 
PM1000 Park Management Issues 1 1 
PA1000 Comment on preliminary alternatives 1 1 
MA1000 Comment on management tools 1 1 
PA1200  Comment on Alternative D 1 1 
PA1100 Comment on Alternative B 1 1 
PM1100 Park Management on Wildlife 1 1 

 
 

Correspondence Distribution by Correspondence Type 

Type Number of 



Corrspondences 

Web Form  2   
Letter  1   
Total 3   

 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
As the nation's principal conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has the 
responsibility for most of our nationally owned public lands and natural resources. This includes 
fostering sound use of our land and water resources; protecting our fish, wildlife, and biological 
diversity; preserving the environmental and cultural values of our national parks and historical 
places; and providing for the enjoyment of life through outdoor recreation. The department 
assesses our energy and mineral resources and works to ensure that their development is in the 
best interests of all our people by encouraging stewardship and citizen participation in their care. 
The department also has a major responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and 
for people who live in island territories under U.S. administration. 
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