
Dan Blue <j22blue@sail7lakes.com> 
 

Mon, Oct 5, 
12:33 PM (8 

days ago) 

  
 

to board 

 
 

All: 
  
I am writing to add my support for banning more wake boats and/or modifications that could turn 
a speed boat into one. 
  
By way of background, I have owned property in Seven Lakes West since 1988 and been 
boating on the lake since 1994. I am, also, the last jet boat owner, my boat having been 
grandfathered when the lake banned them. My wife and I are sailors foremost, power boaters 
secondly. 
  
My reasons for supporting this motion: 

1.     Lake/lot damage due to increased wave action. 
2.     Potential dam damage due to direct and continuous wave action. 
3.     Boat damage due to wave bounce - decidedly on the main lake, but additionally on the coves, 
as well. Our dock is on the cove between Andrews and Baker; wave trains royal around the island 
and into the cove. Our lot is not bulk-headed; lot accretion has increased over the last several 
years. 
4.     Grandfathering existing boats will not harm anyone. Inconvenience, perhaps, but in our case it 
simply meant that we couldn't sell the boat to anyone in the Community. 
5.     An inconvenience and potential hazard to smaller sailboats like Sunfish and Lasers, etc. 

  
Thank you for listening. If I can be of any further service, please don't hesitate to let me know. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Dan and Jean Blue 

119 Baker (Lot 3462) 
 



Todd Camplin 
 

Tue, Sep 
29, 7:00 

PM 

  
 

to board 

 
 

Good evening Board Members, 
 
Thank you all for the time and effort you put forth for the betterment of our awesome 
community.  I know enough about the positions each of you hold to know that not only is it many 
times a thankless position, but one that requires constant care and attention.  THANK YOU!! 
 
I’m writing this evening to implore you not to expend ANY of our valuable dues dollars towards 
any sort of study that revolves around the perceived negative impact waves from wake boats 
have on our lake’s ecosystem, erosion and/or dam health.  As a member of the Long Range 
Planning Committee the last three or so years and an active real estate agent, I fully understand 
the importance of our community’s dam to our vitality and I am 100% in support of any and all 
necessary measures to ensure our dam is healthy.  Further, I completely understand how tight 
our budget is and how every dollar spent will grow in importance each year since the only 
meaningful act for increasing the budget is to raise dues. 
 
My point in this matter is simple... there is no way you’ll ever convince me that a wake boat or 
even ten consecutive passes of wake boats with full ballists can create the force that Mother 
Nature routinely puts on display.  About a month or so ago I posted a link to a video on the 
Message Board as one example of this display and tonight I am including another one. 
 
Please watch these videos and compare them to the wildest rogue wave you’ve ever seen or 
heard of as a result of a passing wake boat.  I think you’ll quite easily come to the same 
conclusions as I do: 
 
1. Mother Nature easily is a larger culprit for any erosion, bulk head damage, dam issues, and 
ecosystem interruptions than that of wake boats. 
2. Regardless, of whether or not you agree with conclusion #1, it is impossible to conduct a 
study of the impact of wake boat waves in our lake mutually exclusive of all the other factors 
involved...Mother Nature and other power boat activity to name a couple. 
 
Please choose to spend our valuable dues dollars on matters that will actually lead to some 
concrete data or infrastructure that can make a difference in the future of our great community. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Best, 
 
Todd Camplin 
Lot # 5291 
Todd Camplin, PGA 
Broker/Realtor 



Berkshire Hathaway HS 
Pinehurst Realty Group 
910-690-0468 

Attachments area 

 



Jane Sessler 
 

Wed, 
Sep 23, 
9:14 AM 

  
 

to SLWLA, Timothy, to:, Barry, Barry, Chris, Chuck, Mark, Edward, Courtney, Sharon 

 
 

It is frustrating to attend the Board meetings and watch as you dissect and dismiss proposals sent from 

committees.  This letter addresses the current issues of the Safety and Security Committee, but probably 

has greater applications. 

 

The Safety and Security Committee recommends using the website registration as a verification system for 

guest pass requests, which would require more widespread subscription to the site than is current.  You 

have rejected this because there are residents of the community who are not “signed in”, and instead of 

helping to better secure the access for the majority of residents online, you chose to defend the “Outliers”, 

and reject a system that incurs little or no expense to the Association membership. 

 

The current website was designed for communication to SLWLA members and residents, and is a very 

underutilized, economic tool.  It is where the Rules and Regulations and ARC Standards are published; 

years ago these documents were printed for each residence each time there were amendments at a great 

expense to the association.   It is the source of E-blast communications, both weekly and those pertaining 

to potentially urgent issues. Announcements for important BOD meetings, as required in our covenants, 

are generated from the site.  It allows  members to communicate with other community residents on issues 

within our gates.  Compliance issues can be reported directly to the office staff in a dedicated form that 

identifies the source of the complaint as a member of the Association.  The list goes on. 

 

The “Outliers” are people who have chosen to live here, knowing it is an HOA with R&Rs and entry 

gates.  If they are not subscribed to the website they have none of the information but probably take full 

advantage of the amenities and other benefits of living here, and do little to contribute to the 

community.  These are not the residents you need to “protect”, and there is nothing wrong with nudging 

them toward cooperation for the greater good of the community.  (This same argument can be made for 

required RFIDs, which would decrease some gate backup.). Registration to the website does not mean 

they will be “exposed”; they can opt out of the member directory and ignore the E-blasts. They will 

complain when a guest is rejected, but will have to accept the change in process with the rest of the 

community. 

 

As an aside, there have already been discussions about the small population of residents who are not on 

the internet, and will have a passcode system set up for them by our management team. 

 

The Safety and Security Committee has been studying the issues of unauthorized access to the community, 

and although not all “intruders” enter through the gates, calling the gatehouse for guest access can be 

accomplished by anyone with a phone.  The same is true for unidentified emails. The guards cannot begin 

to research the source of requests with the volume of traffic being experienced or current technology, but 

those coming through the website can verify the source.  There are other software systems being 

considered that will enhance and streamline the guest pass system but most will still require a portal from 

a website or electronic database. 

 



There are other more complex issues this committee is working on to improve community security, and 

this should have been a fairly simple, cost effective solution.  Things need to move forward instead of 

being kept in a perpetual holding pattern. 

 

The Board should consider the requests of the committees more seriously before dismissing them at a 

meeting without input from committee members present.  Doing so disregards the careful deliberations 

and ideas that transpired before sending the issues to the Board for approval, or at the least serious 

consideration. This system was proposed with the majority of the informed membership in mind who are 

asking for better monitoring of the gates, not the “Outliers”. 

 



 

'Diane Silberhorn' via SLWLA Board of Directors 
 

Wed, Oct 7, 
5:10 PM (6 
days ago) 

  
 

to board 

 
 

Dear Mr. Fox, 
          I have been attempting to locate the petition that was presented at last year’s Board 
Meeting concerning large wave producing boats.  Sharon, whom I thought would have it on file, 
informed me that no, she never saw it after the Board Meeting but knew it was handed over to 
the President after the meeting. 
         I am still unsure if the person who waved the petition around understood the rules of how 
one goes about requesting signatures and that the signature would need to be of the lot owner’s 
only to be valid and counted. 
         I also would like to see the question posed on the petition.  Apparently some who signed it 
were disappointed that what they signed evidently was not intended to begin a dialogue or 
research. 
       I am asking that you forward the petition to Sharon with instructions that any resident may 
have  access to the petition because it is a public document that any member has the right to 
access. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Silberhorn 
Lot 3382 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 


