
I don’t know what the County Com-
missioners who attended Monday’s pub-
lic forum on the Sea Island Spit project 
learned from the meeting, but here’s what 
I took away from it:

The Spit is fast-eroding, so quickly that 
it’s the equivalent of barrier island quick-
sand. Glynn County tax maps on display 
at the forum prove this is so.  

The Spit project is being pushed in 
reckless disregard of the public inter-
est. That alone should be, but apparently 
hasn’t been, suffi cient for County Com-
missioners to review this irresponsible 
project.

County Commissioners Dale Prozen-
zano and Clyde Taylor, who were at the 
meeting, seemed reluctant to voice an 
opinion. They apparently feel there are 
Spit-related legal technicalities, each of 
which were dispelled during meeting, in 
need of further consideration. But, while 
our commissioners dwell on the fi neries 
of already-documented zoning viola-
tions, Sea Island Acquisition continues to 
pull strings to push the Spit project and 
harm the public interest along the way.

In that regard, our commissioners 
should recall that we, the citizens of 
Glynn County, have placed our trust in 
them to do what’s right for our commu-
nity, not only, but especially, when pres-
sured to do otherwise by powerful pri-
vate interests.

Ronald Shafer 
Brunswick

Citizen hopes commission 
doesn’t ‘pass the buck’

Monday evening’s meeting about the 
spit was very informative. I was glad to 
see Commissioners Taylor and Proven-
zano there. 

I hope Commissioner Taylor had an 
open mind to what he heard and will use 
the knowledge he gained at the meeting 
to convince the other commissioners of 
the legitimate reasons to hold a public 
hearing on this issue or to send it back to 
the planning board for proper handling. 
It appears to me that county staff did a 
poor job in advising the Island Planning 
Board on this request, creating confusion 
about the 2004 PD approval and what it 
included, and downplaying items in the 
changes to their text that did amount to 
zoning changes. If mistakes were made 
at that level, the time to correct them is 
now, not later. 

Commissioner Provenzano also needs 
guidance. At the meeting he asserted that 
the county will not act on the spit issue 
until all state and federal agencies pro-
vide their “fi ndings and facts.” He should 
know that these agencies do not even look 
at a project like this until it has approval 
from the local government. This looks to 
me like a cowardly way to conveniently 
pass the buck. 

It is time for the commission to say, 
“The buck stops here.” The question is, 
will they do it? 

Nancy Thomason
St. Simons Island

Citizen advises offi cials 
to reject spit plan

I attended the Monday “Save The Spit” 
meeting at the island casino building and 
am now even more convinced that reject-
ing the proposed Sea Island Company 
residential project is the right thing to 
do.

Since the 2004 rezoning action made 
no mention of developing the spit, the 
county commissioners have the author-

ity to take such action. But even beyond 
the legality of the issue are the indisput-
able facts that this small spit of land is 
extremely fragile, that it is subject to past 
and present erosion and that it is home 
to numerous species of threatened birds 
and animals. 

If this land is not worthy of protection, 
then what land is? I urge our commission-
ers to reject this ill-advised development. 

Lanny Hoyal
St. Simons Island

Offi cials will violate oath 
if spit approved

The County Board of Commissioners 
is duty-bound to protect the public inter-
est, yet the Sea Island Spit project, which 
is as far removed from the public interest 
as Satan is from sainthood, remains off 
limits for the Commission. Why?

I know that Commissioners Proven-
zano and Taylor said at Monday’s jam-
packed public meeting about the Spit 
project, they’re still gathering informa-
tion about this issue and will do what’s 
right when the time comes. Well, if that’s 
true, they should simply read the docu-
mented evidence showing the zoning vi-
olations that nix the project, the 2004 re-
zoning notice that does not even include 
the Spit, the planned development docu-
ment approved by the 2004 Commission 
showing no plans for any development of 
the spit, and the county’s records show-
ing the Spit is rapidly eroding and unfi t 
for development.

You don’t have to be an Einstein to re-
alize that Sea Island Acquisition is trying 
to pull the wool over the commissioners’ 
eyes and sell Spit lots before they disap-
pear. Claiming the Spit is stable, as SIA 
has done, is just plain wrong, but I guess 
that’s the only way to hoodwink buyers 
into paying big bucks for Spit lots that 
will be ocean-covered in coming de-
cades.

For me, if commission members al-
low this project to move forward in defi -
ance of the public interest, they will have 
violated their oath of offi ce and forfeited 
their right to serve the public.

Bonnie E. Newell
Jekyll Island

Facts on Sea Island spit 
speak for themselves

As the hundred-some people attending 
a recent meeting held at the St. Simons 
Casino found out, there are major dis-
crepancies surrounding a controversial 
project proposed on the south end of 
Sea Island, improperly approved by the 
Islands Planning Commission in Janu-
ary. At the meeting, GreenLaw attorney 
Steve Caley presented an authoritative 
and well-researched series of facts about 
the history of a 2004 “planned develop-
ment” rezoning on Sea Island. 

According to offi cial records related to 
explicit requirements of the county zon-
ing ordinance, not only was the current 
project not mentioned as part of the area 
affected in the published public notice, 
but the concept plan approved for the PD 
excluded the 7-acre site from the map-
ping of proposed development for the 
entire project. 

As a result, on behalf of two environ-
mental groups, Center for a Sustainable 
Coast and Altamaha Riverkeeper, Green-
Law is asking county commissioners to 
hold a public hearing on the matter. 

In the 37 years of my experience as a 
professional environmental planner and 
advocate here on Georgia’s coast, I’ve 

never witnessed such signifi cant errors in 
administering a zoning ordinance. There 
is utterly no doubt that the proposed 
project on a fast-eroding strand of land, 
known as “the spit” at the south end of 
Sea Island, is in violation of the zoning 
ordinance and must not be allowed.

Surely the facts speak for themselves. I 
urge fellow concerned citizens to join me 
in asking county commissioners to hold a 
public hearing on this important issue.

David Kyler 
St. Simons Island

Citizen wants new public 
hearing on spit plan

I am asking that the commissioners 
take a new look at the planned develop-
ment authorized in 2004 that had nothing 
to do with any form of development on 
the spit. I would like for the commission-
ers to take a look at the 2004 plan ap-
proval to determine if the spit was part 
of that approved plan. We fi rmly believe 
that it was not a part of the plan back in 
2004. 

Further, we believe the Island Planning 
Commission erred when they approved 
the plat that came before them recently 
because it consisted of major land use 
changes that they are not authorized to 
approve. When the IPC approved this 
plat, they were not totally at fault. This 
fault truly lies at the feet of the Glynn 
County Planning and development level 
by not giving all pertinent information to 
the IPC regarding the 2004 plan not per-
taining to the spit for development. 

Commissioner Provenzano made the 
comments about they were willing to 
listen but only after the other govern-
ment agencies weigh in. Make no mis-
take about this, the only government au-
thorized to weigh in at this time are the 
Glynn County commissioners.  

I am requesting a new public hearing 
regarding development of the spit. 

James Holland
Brunswick

Owner of vicious dog 
should be fi ned

It is beyond my comprehension as to 
how any group would even entertain the 
thought of trying to save an attack dog that 
had just viciously attacked and mauled a 
defenseless 4-year-old child. This young 
lad will be traumatized for the rest of his 
life, and he and his family will have much 
to endure as he goes through reconstruc-
tive surgery in an attempt to rebuild the 
damage that has been done. 

Removing this known vicious dog will 
ensure that this dog will never have the 
opportunity to attack another defense-
less child. Also to suggest that the per-
son watching the child should be held 
responsible is beyond belief. 

The only one that should be held re-
sponsible is the irresponsible dog owner. 
By law, an owner of a vicious animal 
shall have that animal under control at 
all times. (It’s the law.) The dog owner 
should be fi ned a sizeable amount for al-
lowing the dog to not be under control, 
thus endangering any persons that come 
in contact with that animal. He also 
should be held responsible for any and all 
costs that may be incurred. 

The persons involved in the cam-
paign to save that vicious dog should be 
ashamed of themselves and should re-
think what is important in life – a vicious 
dog or a child’s well being. 

Al Bean
Brunswick

Dear Dr. Graham: Why do some 
parents insist on bringing their young 
children to church? Even if the kids are 
well-behaved, they don’t pay attention 
or get anything out of the service, and 
they just bother those of us sitting near 
them. — M.C. 

Dear M.C.: You don’t say if your 
church provides a nursery for babies 
and young children; most churches do, 
and if yours doesn’t, you might want to 
suggest this to your pastor. 

In any case, it’s wrong to assume 
that children don’t get anything out of 
church. Admittedly, they may not fol-
low the sermon or listen to much else 
that goes on in the service. However, 
they’ll realize that going to church is 
important to their parents, and to ev-
eryone else who attends. And as time 
passes, they’ll realize that it should be 
important to them, too. Many children 
do like to be part of the singing, and 
those hymns will begin to be part of 
their memory. 

Instead of being upset by children 
attending services at your church, I 
hope you’ll thank God for them, and 

pray regularly for them and their par-
ents. Most people come to Christ while 
they’re still young, and God may be 
planting seeds of faith in the hearts of 
your church’s children right now. God 
has promised that His Word “will not 
return to me empty, but will accomplish 
what I desire” (Isaiah 55:11). 

In addition, do all you can to support 
your church’s programs for its youth. 
Young people face challenges and pres-
sures many of us never knew, and they 
need a solid moral and spiritual foun-
dation to their lives — one that comes 
from faith in Christ. Remember Jesus’ 
words: “Let the little children come 
to me, and do not hinder them, for the 
kingdom of God belongs to such as 
these” (Mark 10:14). 
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Offi cials with the city of Brunswick are 
taking a deep look into the future, and 
that’s a good thing. Cities across America 
– across the globe, actually – are search-
ing for the berries and fruit, the people 
and jobs, that will sustain them in this 
new century.

Brunswick is no different. It recognizes 
its shortcomings and would like to ad-
dress them the best way it can. It’s been 
doing that, really, since the administration 
of Mayor Brad Brown.

Improving the waterfront, making it 
more user friendly, is one of the objectives 
mayors have been working on for a long, 
long time. Mayor Cornell Harvey wants 
the commission to carry on with that mis-
sion. Like others before him, he wants to 
capitalize on Mary Ross Waterfront Park, 
and by capitalizing, he and other commis-
sioners mean using it to lead visitors and 
residents to the main downtown area.

The only way to do that is to draw peo-
ple to the waterfront and then draw those 
people across Bay Street. That would be 
an easy task if the other side of Bay was, 
just like the main waterfront area of cities 
likes St. Augustine,  lined with the kind of 

shops tourists and guests enjoy browsing 
through.

Right now, that’s not much of an option, 
though it could be.

Shops offering gifts, souvenirs, deli-
cious eats and other tourist-like goodies 
directly across Mary Ross Waterfront 
Park would lure visitors across Bay. They 
also would be a springboard for other ser-
vices, like horse-drawn carriage rides, bi-
cycle rentals, Segway rentals – you name 
it.

Suddenly, by the fl ick of a change on 
Bay Street, downtown would become an 
even stronger tourist magnet, one that of-
fered more opportunity and jobs to the 
community.

Special events on the river – like design 
your own boat races or fl oating contests, 
kayak races or couples canoe races – 
would offer a fun time for all and more 
business for shop owners.

The City Commission does not need 
to spend thousands of dollars on coming 
up with ideas for Mary Ross Waterfront 
Park. All it needs to do is look at what 
others with waterfront property are doing 
and be bold.

The Sea 
Island spit 
has drawn 
controversy 
for months 
since a plan to 
develop a sub-
division on the 
strip of land 
was proposed. 
Due to its ero-
sion over time, 
opponents of 
the plan are 
concerned 
development 
would be 
dangerous 
for possible 
inhabitants of 
the homes, as 
well as how it 
could affect 
the environ-
ment. The fate 
of the plan is 
in the hands 
of Glynn 
County com-
missioners.
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