From: Alan Stuart
To: "Vivianne Vejdani "; Alan Stuart; Alison Guth; "Amanda Hill";
"Amy Bennett"; "Andy Miller"; "Bill Argentieri"; "Daniel Tufford";
"Gerrit Jobsis (American Rivers)"; "Gina Kirkland"; Jennifer Hand;
"Jim Cumberland "; "Jim Glover"; "Jim Ruane ";
"Larry Turner (turnerle@dhec.sc.gov)"; "Malcolm Leaphart";
"Mark Giffin (giffinma@dhec.sc.gov)";
"Milton Quattlebaum (mquattlebaum@scana.com)”; "Randy Mahan";
"Reed Bull (rbull@davisfloyd.com)"; "Richard Kidder"; "Roger Hall";
"Ron Ahle"; "Roy Parker"; Shane Boring; "Tom Bowles (tbowles@scana.

com)”;
Subject: Lake Murray W2 reports
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 9:44:50 AM
Attachments: Lake Murray W2 Report-12-06 Final.pdf

Lake Murray W2 applications Report-Final.pdf

Dear Water Quality TWC Members,

Attached are final reports on the Lake Murray W2 modeling conducted by Jim
Ruane. These reports were distributed in December 2007 with a comment
period through February 2008. With no comments received on these

reports we are reissuing them as final in their original draft form. Alison will post
these reports to the relicensing website so they will be available to all for your
use.

We thank you for your continued efforts on the relicensing of the Saluda Project
and look forward to working on PM&E measures in the coming months.

thanks,
Alan

Senior Licensing Coordinator
Kleinschmidt Associates

204 Caughman Farm Lane, Suite 301
Lexington, SC 29072

Phone 803-951-2077

Cell 803-640-8765

Fax 803-951-2124
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From: Elymay2@aol.com

To: Dave Anderson;

Subject: Lake Level Verbage

Date: Monday, March 03, 2008 3:40:38 PM
Dave

Please send me the reworked paragraphs on Lake Level from Recreation
recommendation. If you can get it to me today, | would appreciate it. | have a
meeting this evening and | would like a copy. Thanks Joy

It's Tax Time! Get tips, forms and advice on AOL Money & Finance.
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From: Alison Guth

To: "Carl Sundius";

Subject: Proposed Public Marina Dock Application Procedure.docx
Date: Friday, February 08, 2008 1:20:33 PM

Attachments: Public Marina Dock Application Procedure.doc

Carl,

Attached is the original document that we were reviewing yesterday.

Thanks,
Alison
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PUBLIC MARINA DOCK APPLICATION PROCEDURE

LAKE MURRAY

FERC PROJECT No. 516



I.
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company owns and operates the Saluda Hydroelectric Project (referred to generally by area residents as Lake Murray) under a license issued by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) as Project No. 516.  FERC is a federal agency responsible for licensing and regulating the operation of many hydroelectric projects in the United States.  FERC requires that project development and operations do not conflict unreasonably with the scenic, recreational, and environmental values of the project resources.  Along with FERC, other federal as well as state agencies have regulatory jurisdiction or resource management responsibilities with regard to the waters and shoreline of Lake Murray.  Each agency referenced in this procedure may have some specific requirement(s) that must be satisfied as a prerequisite to permit issuance for whatever activity or facility is being considered. 

SCE&G’s grant of a permit for the development of new and/or expansions of existing “for profit” docking facilities (Public Marinas) open to the general public will be negotiated on a case by case basis.

Each permit request will be submitted for review and comment to a Lake Murray Public Marina Review Committee (MRC).  The MRC is made up of county, state, regional, and federal agency representatives in addition to SCE&G representatives.  In addition to the MRC, there shall be a marina advisory committee (MAC) with membership appropriate to represent fairly the residential, commercial, and other non-governmental interests of lakeside property owners.  The MAC will review each Public Marina request.  However, before any determination by the MRC is made, it shall submit to and receive input from the MAC.  Not less than 30 days shall be provided to the MAC to review and provide input to the MRC, but also must be reasonable in the circumstances of the application.  

II.
The following is a list of the regulatory and resource agencies and other entities involved in review and/or approval of Public Marina applications.  They and their approval process are listed in the general order in which the permitting processes most often will proceed. 


1. SCE&G:  Step one for most projects is an initial consultation with SCE&G's Lake Management Department.

2. County Zoning Administration:  SCE&G requires a letter from the County Zoning Administration certifying that neither the proposed public marina site location nor the activity proposed therefore, conflicts with existing zoning regulations with regard to a multi-use docking facility.

3. U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE)


69A Hagood Ave. 

Charleston, S.C. 29403-5107 (Navigable Waters Permit)


4. S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control (DHEC)


2600 Bull Street 


Columbia, S.C.29201  (401 Clean Water Certificate) 


5.
S. C. Department of Natural Resources 

Rembert C. Dennis Building


1000 Assembly Street

Columbia, SC 29201 (Commenting Resource Agency in state and federal permitting processes)

6.
State Historic Preservation Office


South Carolina Department of Archives and History


P. O. Box 11669


Columbia, SC 29211 (Commenting Resource Agency in state and federal permitting processes)

7.
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service


217 Fort Johnson Road


P. O. Box 12559


Charleston, SC 29412 (Commenting Resource Agency in state and federal permitting processes)

8.
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission


825 North Capitol Street, N.E. 


Washington, SC 20426 

(Upon application by SCE&G, reviews and approves/denies proposed Public Marina)

9.
SCE&G 

Lake Management Department 

Columbia, SC 29218 (Issues/Denies Permit)

10.
Such other governmental permits or authorizations as may be required in the particular circumstances.  A Public Marina applicant bears all responsibility to determine fully what governmental and other requirements beyond SCE&G’s permit are required, and to meet those requirements.  Opinions expressed or statements made by SCE&G personnel cannot create a waiver as to any governmental requirements.  

11.
Applicants are responsible for all legal and administrative costs associated with SCE&G’s preparation of the FERC filing.  

III.
Shoreline Management Guidelines for Public Marinas


Definition:  A Public Marina is a facility open to the general public, which provides non-discriminatory access for the general public to boat launching facilities, multi-slip docks (i.e. wet storage), dry storage, food, gas, restrooms and/or other amenities, for a fee.

A Public marina must be independent from any off water development with no reserved docking rights designated for any particular development.

Public Marinas Accommodating Ten (10) or Fewer Watercraft

1. Except when involving a peninsula (see item 9 below), no Public Marina accommodating ten (10) or fewer watercraft at a time will be permitted any closer than ¼ mile from (i.e. within a ¼ mile radius of) an existing facility. 

2. Public Marinas accommodating ten (10) or fewer watercraft at a time must have a minimum of 350 feet of shoreline and be located or constructed such that the docks and craft will not unduly restrict or limit navigation through the area or access to adjoining properties.

3. No Public Marina accommodating ten (10) or fewer docks, may encroach or extend more than one third of the distance across the cove area or waterway.  That distance will be measured from the 360 foot contour to 360 foot contour.  

4. No dock at a Public Marina accommodating ten (10) or fewer watercraft may extend more than 150 feet lake-ward from the 360 foot contour high water mark. 

5. Public Marinas accommodating ten (10) or fewer watercraft at a time, may not be located at a point in a cove or on another waterway area having a distance from shore to shore of less than 400 feet measured from the 360 foot contour on one side to the 360 foot contour across the cove or waterway on the other side.


6. Public Marinas accommodating ten (10) or fewer watercraft, will not be required to provide a marine pump-out facility unless DHEC’s requirements are changed to require such. 

7. Multi-slip docks will not be permitted to have covers or roofs over the docks or slips. 

8. No multi-slip dock may encroach within 50 feet of a Natural Area or identified ESA. 

9. A Public Marina proposed to be located at a site within the ¼ or ½ mile radius of an existing facility, but separated by a peninsula from the existing facility on the opposite side of the peninsula, will be required to have a minimum linear shoreline distance along the 360 foot contour of 2 miles between the existing and the proposed public marina. 


Public Marinas Accommodating Eleven to One-Hundred (11 - 100) Watercraft 


1. Except when involving a peninsula (see item 9 above), no Public Marina accommodating eleven to one hundred (11 - 100) watercraft at a time will be permitted any closer than ¼ mile radius from an existing Public Marina. 


2. Public Marinas accommodating eleven to one hundred (11 - 100) watercraft at a time must have a minimum of 600 feet of shoreline and be located or constructed in such a way that the docks and watercraft will not unduly restrict or limit navigation in the area or encroach within 150 feet to adjoining properties. 


3. No dock at Public Marina accommodating eleven to one hundred (11 - 100) docks may encroach or extend more than one third the distance across any cove area or waterway measured from the 360 foot contour to 360 foot contour.  

4. No dock at a Public Marina accommodating eleven to one hundred (11 - 100) watercraft, may extend more than 300 feet lake-ward from the 360 foot contour high water mark. 


5. Public Marinas accommodating eleven to one hundred (11 - 100) watercraft at a time may not be located at a point in a cove or on another waterway area having a distance from shore to shore of less than 800 feet, measured from the 360 foot contour on one side to the 360 foot contour across the cove or waterway on the other side.

6. Public Marinas accommodating eleven to one hundred (11 - 100) watercraft will be required to provide a marine pump-out facility. 


7. No multi-slip docks will be permitted to have covers or roofs over the docks or slips. 


8. No multi-slip dock may encroach within 50 feet of a Natural Area or identified ESA. 


9. Any Public Marina facility proposed to be located within a ¼ or ½ mile radius of an existing Public Marina, but separated by a peninsula, and which will be located on the opposite side of the peninsula, will be required to have a minimum linear shoreline distance along the 360 foot contour of 2 miles between the existing and the proposed public marina. 

10. Applicants will be required to submit for approval, a five (5) year Baseline Environmental Water Quality Monitoring Plan and to conduct such water quality sampling as required therein.

Public Marinas Accommodating One Hundred and one to Two Hundred Fifty (101 - 250) Watercraft 


1. No Public Marina facility accommodating one hundred and one to two hundred fifty (101 - 250) watercraft at a time will be permitted any closer than ½mile radius to an existing Public Marina facility. 


2. Public Marinas accommodating one hundred and one to two hundred fifty (101 - 250) watercraft at a time must have a minimum of 800 feet of shoreline and be located or constructed in such a way that the docks and watercraft will not unduly restrict or limit navigation in the area or encroach within 200 feet to adjoining properties. 


3. No dock at a Public Marina accommodating one hundred and one to two hundred fifty (101 - 250) docks, may encroach or extend more than one third the distance across any cove area or waterway measured from the 360 foot contour to 360 foot contour.  

4. No dock at a Public Marina accommodating one hundred and one to two hundred-fifty (101 - 250) watercraft, may extend more than 400 feet lake-ward from the 360 foot contour.

5. Public Marinas accommodating one hundred to two hundred fifty (101 - 250) watercraft at a time may not be located at a point in a cove or on another waterway area having a distance from shore to shore of less than 800 feet, measured from the 360 foot contour on one side to the 360 foot contour across the cove or waterway on the other side.

6. Public Marinas accommodating one hundred and one to two hundred fifty (101 - 250) watercraft will be required to provide a marine pump-out facility. 


7. No multi-slip docks will be permitted to have covers or roofs over the docks or slips. 


8. No multi-slip dock may encroach within 50 feet of a Natural Area or identified ESA. 


9. Any Public Marina facility proposed to be located within the ¼ or ½ mile radius of an existing facility, but separated by a peninsula, must be located on the opposite side of the peninsula, and must have a minimum linear shoreline distance along the 360 foot contour of 2 miles between the existing and the proposed public marina. 

10.  Applicants will be required to submit for approval, a five (5) year Baseline Environmental Water Quality Monitoring Plan and to conduct such water quality sampling as required therein.

11. Public Marinas must be located in areas where water depths are adequate for the boating access and will not be permitted in coves less than 300 feet in width, measuring from the 360 foot contour to the 360 foot contour. 


12. Construction must commence within one year from the date of the SCE&G permit, and the build out period must conform to the COE DHEC permit conditions, and such additional constraints as may be contained in the FERC Order approving SCE&G’s issuance of a permit. 

�� After submittal of a joint application form by an applicant, the COE and DHEC will issue joint public notices in their coordinated permitting processes through which each makes its own permit decision.  
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From: The Rowland Family

To: BARGENTIERI@scana.com; Alan Stuart;
Alison Guth;

Subject: new restrictions at Lake Murray

Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2008 2:15:49 PM

SCE&G,

Your proposed changes to a 200" water frontage requirement for a personal
dock and restrictions on frontage land seem excessive and unreasonable. | am
extremely upset and saddened by this latest news. (June 26th article) My
husband and | have been saving for years to purchase a lot on Lake Murray to
be near our family which already lives there. We were going to purchase within
the year. Your proposed restrictions and laws will prevent us from achieving our
dream. My husband has devoted his entire adulthood to serving this country in
the Air Force, and after over 20 years as an elite fighter pilot, he continues to
train future pilots as a Reservist. Itis a real shame that his goal to settle in South
Carolina and have a "home" for the first time is in jeopardy because of your new
proposals. (Both his and my parents were also career military.) Who are all
these new restrictions supposed to benefit? In what way? They certainly don't
favor the hard working middle-class Americans who aspire to raise families and
retire on Lake Murray.

| could not sit quietly by without expressing my sincere and

profound disappointment in these excessive and too restrictive licensing laws. |
beg you to reconsider and come up with a more reasonable and equitable
solution for all current and future landowners at Lake Murray.

Sadly,
Karen Rowland
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From: Alison Guth

To: "Bill Grant";

Subject: RE: Saluda Hydroelectric Project Request to be a First Tier Member
Date: Tuesday, July 25, 2006 5:33:18 PM

Thanks Bill,

| have placed the commodore@windwardpoint.org address on the Tier
1 distribution list. Feel free to email me with any questions.

Alison

Alison Guth

Licensing Coordinator
Kleinschmidt Associates
101 Trade Zone Drive

Suite 21A

West Columbia, SC 29170

P: (803) 822-3177

F: (803) 822-3183

From: Bill Grant [mailto:bill2sail@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, July 21, 2006 9:46 AM

To: Alison.Guth@KleinschmidtUSA.com

Cc: bellsteve9339@bellsouth.net; Bill2sail@Hotmail.com

Subject: RE: Saluda Hydroelectric Project Request to be a First Tier

Member
Windward Point Y acht Club
PO Box 327
Irmo, SC 29063
July 21, 2006
Alison Guth
Kleinschmidt

Alison.Guth@KleinschmidtUSA.com

Re: Saluda Hydroelectric Project
Request to be a“First Tier” Member

Dear Ms. Guth,
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Windward Point Y acht Club (WPY C), chartered in 1985, isasailing club with a
membership of approximately 150 persons and docking more than 150 boats on
Lake Murray. The boats of Windward Point Y acht Club vary in length to 42’ and
drafts of 7°. There are two other sailing clubs on Lake Murray of similar size.

WPY C continues to support the various organizations and agencies of the State of
South Carolinain their efforts to preserve and protect the natural shoreline of
Lake Murray. Inaddition, WPY C is concerned with the various issues
surrounding preservation of shorelines for public use and safety concerns with
overhead power lines crossing various points of Lake Murray.

WPY C would appreciate the opportunity to continue participation in the Saluda
Hydroel ectric Relicensing process as a “First Tier” member.

Sincerely,

Bill Grant

2006 Commodore

WPY C Board of Stewards

commodore@windwardpoint.org

C: Steve Bell Lake Murray Watch bellsteve9339@bellsouth.net
Bill Grant Bill2sail@Hotmail.com
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From: Alan Stuart

To: Alison Guth;

CC: "James L. Leslie, Jr. ";

Subject: FW: In ref to July 14th Meeting: Comments Provided by Lake Murray Docks
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2008 12:42:50 PM

Alison,

Please make sure you include Mr.. Leslie's email below in the record for filing
with the FERC.

thank you,
Alan

From:

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2008 11:27 AM

To: Alan Stuart

Subject: Re: In ref to July 14th Meeting: Comments Provided by Lake Murray
Docks

Alan, SCE&G has proposed, a yet unpublished, policy to be applied to
multi use docks on Lake Murray that, according to SCE&G, do not have
appropriate State permits.

It is my belief that SCE&G proposed this policy with the intent of applying
it only to Lake Murray Docks, Inc. and thereafter abandoning the policy,
without publishing it and without applying it to similar situated facilities.

Please request that SCE&G provide you with a written version of this new
policy. Also request a position of SCE&G as to whether they intend to
impose the policy on similarly situated multi use boat docks on Lake
Murray. After you receive these documents please give me your opinion
as to whether or not the matter is within the scope of the FERC license
review.

Please include this e-mail in the official FERC licensing file.
Jim

----- Original Message -----
From: Alan Stuart

To: Alison Guth ; Vivianne Vejdani ; Alan Stuart ; Alison Guth ; Amanda Hill ;
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ben@scwf.orq ; Bill Argentieri ; Carl Sundius ; David Hancock ;
dchristie@comporium.net ; James Leslie ; Jim Cumberland ; John Frick ; Joy
Downs ; Randy Mahan ; Rhett Bickley ; Ron Ahle ; Ronald Scott ; Roy Parker ;
lakewatchman@yahoo.com ; Suzanne Rhodes ; Tom Ruple ; Tommy Boozer ;
Tony Bebber ; Van Hoffman

Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2008 11:34 AM
Subject: In ref to July 14th Meeting: Comments Provided by Lake Murray Docks

Dear Mr. Ledlie,

We reviewed the information and comments provided by Lake Murray Docks
Inc/Windward Point Y acht Club (LMD), and it appears the information is not
within the scope of the Lake and Land Management Technical Working
Committee (L&LM TWC). TheL&LM TWC was formed and structured to
develop technical aspects of the Shoreline Management Plan (SMP) and the
permitting handbook for submittal to the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC) for consideration. The concerns raised in comments
provided by LMD’s take issue with the implementation of the existing SMP
policies and SCE& G interpretations of those policies in making management
decisions. Additionally, FERC isthe regulatory entity tasked with ensuring that
the management decisions made by SCE& G are consistent with the existing
programs. These concerns you raise, and correctly point out, are philosophical
differences between LMD, SCE& G and the FERC.

The L&LM TWC was not formed to challenge existing decisions on the
implementation of the Shoreline Management Program or challenge FERC’s
rulings and enforcement of the SMP and docking polices. Further, we believe
these types of discussionsinthe L& LM TWC would derail the main objectives
of therelicensing. Therefore, being it is outside the scope of the relicensing and
in the interest of moving forward, we are denying your request to allocate time
inthe July 14 L& LM TWC to discuss these philosophical differences.

Should you believe you are being unfairly treated or that the Shoreline
Management Program is not being implemented correctly with respect to your
facility, we suggest you convene a meeting with SCE& G to discuss your
concerns. Should you not receive satisfaction at this level, we suggest you
contact the Division of Compliance at the FERC for further guidance and
options.
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We look forward to your continued participation onthe L& LM TWC.

Respectfully,
Alan Stuart
Senior Licensing Coordinator



From: Alison Guth

To: "Tim Vinson";
CcC: "tboozer@scana.com”;
Dave Anderson;
Subject: RE: Question
Date: Tuesday, January 17, 2006 4:52:45 PM
Hello Tim,

| am forwarding your email on to Tommy Boozer, although | believe | can answer
your question | will let the pro speak to that : ). Thanks, Alison

From: Tim Vinson [mailto:VinsonT@dnr.sc.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2006 4:43 PM

To: Alison Guth

Subject: Question

Hello Alison,

Not sure if you could help me or not on this one. In the ICD for Lake
Murray, there is a table "E-16: Marinas on Lake Murray." | think it was
also one of the sheets we got last week.

My question is; is this a listing of marinas that are considered part of the
FERC public access requirements? Or is this just a listing of marinas
around the lake?

Thanks for any help!
Tim Vinson-DNR





