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Dear Mr. Boozer:

As you know, the Department, along with other resource agencies and interested parties have
expressed a concern with the amount of developed lands surrounding Lake Murray (see FERC

Environmental Assessment for “Sale of Land For Future Private Development” dated September
2002). Because of concerns with the continuing development, the Department and others have
recommended a re-balancing of shoreline classifications with a substantial modification of future
development lands to natural and recreation areas (SCDNR letters dated 8/29/89, 6/7/90, 3/28/00,
2/16/01, 11/1/02; USFWS letters dated 5/17/90, 3/23/99, 5/26/00, 3/26/03). Our
recommendation was, and still is to include this re-balancing of the shoreline classifications in
the five-year update of the shoreline management plan. In the submitted Five-year update, dated
3/26/02, the amount of lands designated for future development could result in Lake Murray
development exceeding 75% of the shoreline. If fully built out in the manner of current
development around the lake, future development could result in lower water quality. Nutrients
are of particular concem, and are already producing impairment in western portions of the
reservoir. In addition, very little shoreline would be left for fish and wildlife habitat, recreational
usage, and scenic values. With continued development, limited fish spawning and nursery

habitat will be left to sustain the fisheries, plus opportunities for waterfowl hunting and other
recreation will be diminished.

Because of these and other considerations, the SCDNR, in association with USFWS, SCDHEC and
SCPRT, have looked closely at shoreline areas designated for future development. It is abundantly
clear that certain areas slated for future development need to be protected for their natural,

Rembert C. Dennis Building « 1000 Assembly St « P.O. Box 167 * Columbia, S.C. 29202 « Telephone: 803/734.4007
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AGENCY PRINTEC ON RECYCLED PAPER D



Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20031028-0216 Received by FERC OSEC 10/27/2003 in Docket#: P-516-318

Page 2
FERC Project Number 516; Lake Murray Five-Year Review
October 20, 2003

recreational, and scenic values. A few years ago, a group of resource professionals met and made
some shoreline protection priorities for the primary purpose of identifying fringelands to be donated
in the land transfer to the State of South Carolina. Since that time we have received new Shoreline
Management Maps (SMP) maps, shoreline development has continued, and the status of the
proposed land transfer is unknown. There is also the continuing issue of fringeland sales, which
leads to the inevitable problems with vegetative buffer management. Recent site inspections of
vegetated buffers leaves one with the impression that buffers are poorly maintained and do not
provide the intended and/or needed resource function and values.

To resolve shoreline management issues on Lake Murray, we suggested that SCE&G meet with the
agencies to review the maps, make field inspections and make needed changes to the SMP. In order
to get this process started, various State and Federal resource agencies have made an effort to
identify priority sites. To make this as accurate and efficient as possible, local reservoir experts from
the various agencies were consulted. Staff from State resource agencies met with the goal of
evaluating shoreline areas slated for future development and selecting from those areas the shoreline
with the highest and best resource values. Some of the selection criteria used included habitat
quality, available fish nursery habitat, length of undeveloped shoreline, waterfowl usage, habitat
availability in the surrounding region, aesthetic and recreational value, adjacent shoreline usage
(forest management, state park, etc.), and public access. Lands not selected as priority sites were
typically small fragmented tracts adjacent to existing development. The analysis was completed
independent of, and without consideration to, any pending fringeland sales. The results of our
meeting are listed in Table 1.

Locations of priority areas have been scribed onto the 2002 SMP maps provided to us by SCE&G.
The locations data have not been digitized and is only “penciled in” on one set of maps.
Approximately 59 miles of the 106.25 miles of shoreline slated for future development were selected
as priority areas. The shoreline measurements are based on manual measurements taken from the
2002 Management Prescriptions / Environmentally Sensitive Maps. Total estimated shoreline
lengths considered priority by our current analysis is 309,936 linear feet. The numbers are likely to
change somewhat when the data is refined using GIS digital map data. Our intention is to have the
priority lands locations transferred to digital maps to be presented to FERC. Using the digital data,
accurate shoreline lengths and acreage figures will be presented.
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Based on our current analysis, the approximate total shoreline lengths within each County are as
follows:

Lexington County - 118,800 feet (22.5 miles)
Newberry County - 102,300 feet (19.38 miles)
Richland County - 6534 feet (1.24 miles)
Saluda County - 78,870 (14.94 miles)

In closing, it would be very beneficial to the natural resources of Lake Murray to get these priority
shoreline areas included in a natural area or recreational area designation. We hope you will
consider this request for shoreline protection and be willing to meet with State and Federal resource
agencies to discuss the application of these recommendations. Ron Ahle will be the DNR point of
contact for further discussions on the SMP. If you have any questions regarding this information,
please feel free to contact Ron (phone # 734-2728). Thank you for your attention and consideration

of this important issue.

Sincerely,

El Duncars

Robert E Duncan
Environmental Programs Director

cc:  Roger Banks — USFWS
Thomas Eppink - SCEG
Jack Hannula - FERC
Tony Bebber - SCPRT

Rheta Geddings — SCDHEC

Attachments
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Table 1 - Lake Murray Proposed Natural Areas July 24, 2003
' Map Shoet # | County Tract # [Shore length [in)_|Shore length () ~_Significance
5 [Newbary 1 2 1320 ad 0 for mngt
] Newberry 2 5.7 782 Adacent to Big Cresk snvironmentsl sree
] Newborry, Lexingion 1 10 6600 Lots of EA, contiguous o ir. mngt.. sesy sccess
8 Neowbery 2 248 18388 Surrounded by VWMA lands. lots of ESA; long continuous shoreling; regional import
8 Newbemy 3 4.2 2772 Ad] to for.mngt. lots of ESA; contin on Map 13, # 8; Buffalo Cresk cove
7 Richiend 1 K] 990 Lots of ESA; reg important
7 Lexington 2 2.7 1782 regionally important. same ESA
7 Lexingion 3 0.7 482 good sccese; back of cove
7 Laxingion ] 0.5 30 good sccesa: lots of EBA
7 Laxington 7 45 2070 Bear Creok; lots of ESA: nice coves, regional importance: long, contin shoreine 7
] Saluda 1 5.8 3828 Ad] %0 For mngt, lots of ESA
9 Salude 1 35 2310 inden Creek Cove: Ad] 10 For mngt: lots of ESA
0 Sehxia Fl 3 1980 Big Cresk cove; adj to for mngt; botiomiand Narwoods & wel Nats; wateriowl
10 Saluda 1 55 3630 Ciouds Creek cove; ad] 10 for mgnt: pubiicc accoss
10 Sauda 2 0.5 390 Clouds Cresk cave; ad] 10 for mpnt; public accass
10 Salude 3 kX 2048 public scosss; reglonal importance; Clouds Creek cove
10 Saluda 4 1.5 900 88y acoass; adi 10 for mngt
10 Saluds L] 0.7 482 contin. from Msp 14
10 Selude 6 23 1518 lots of ESA; contin. rom Map 14, # 8
1 Newberry 1 39 374 Hawleck Craek cove: lofs of ESA; aqj 1o for mgnt
11 Newberry 2 a3 4158 Hewieck Creek cove; lots of ESA, vegetated point
11 Newberry 3 7.5 4950 lots of ESA; long contin shoreline
1 Newbermy A 4.8 3188 |nice cove with lota of EBA
11 Newberry 4 12.4 8184 Iong, continuous shoreling; lots of ESA
1 Newberry [] 4 2040 back of Cove; Spewning ares
1" Newberry 6 24 1584 el srea adf to for mngt: shallow cove
1" [Newberry 7 0.4 284 adj to For mgnt; continuous with YWA on Mag #5
1 |Newberry 7A 54 3584 butonbush flats; sroeslient wteriow! habitat. long. continuouvs ESA
1" Salude [ 37 2442 butionbush fiats; exceliert walsrfowd habitet; iots of ESA
11 Saluda 9 14.9 S84 public scess; npe continuous Irack; spawning habltat, iots of ESA
11" Ssiude 10 4.5 2870 Spring Croak cove, some ESA, soms sncroschments
1 Salucle 11 77 5082 Spring Creek shore; iots of ESA, long, continuous shorsline
1 Salude 12 129 8514 Hurfon Branch shoreline; lots of ESA
11 Saluda 13 19.5 12870 Adli 10 boy scouts camp. long, continuous shoreline, lots of ESA
1 Sahude 8A 8.2 5412 lote of ESA, spswhing coves
11 Salude 14 12.7 8382 lots of continuous ESA snd cove habitst
1 Salude 16 22 1452 ad] W For mgnt, some EGA
11 Sahde 17 37 2442 stroam fed coves; soma ESA
n Saluds 18 K] 5348 acf #0 for mgnt, long, continuous shoreline
12 Lexdngion 1 232 15312 continustion of #4 on Mep 13, long, continuous shoreling; lots of ESA
12 Lexingion 2 5.4 3564 next 10 Willow's End; iota of ESA & spswning hebitat
12 Lexinglon 3 29 1914 NEITOW COve with feg IMPOrtance; sery accees
12 Laxington 4 138 9108 Holiow Creek cove: pood waterfowl area, o to GMA,; lots of ESA
12 Laxtingion 5 42 2772 Littie Horee Creek; iofs of continuous ESA
12 Laxingion ] 22 1452 regionadly important
12 Laxington T 1 880 Cove habitat continuad from Map 13; lots of ESA
12 Laxinglon 8 30.1 19888 Rocky Creek Cove; public sccess; Adj 1o State Park; large. contin shoreline, lots of ESA
13 Lexingion 2 95 5270 pubiic SCCRSE, regional Importance; lots of ESA ]
13 Lexdngion 4 14.2 8372 big contin ract (may includa Husticane Cove), extends to Map 12 sesthetics; recrestion
13 Lexington 5 a5 5810 Iots of ESA; extends 1o map 13
13 Laadngion 8 EX 378 Inchudes ielend; lots of ESA. recreation
13 (Newbemy 1 48 Jiea soms ESA; regionally important
13 Nawbery 2 2.9 1914 cover. but fragmentad; lots of ESA
ST Newbery 3 14 4500 Inrpe COve i Flantation Point with lots of ESA
L) Newberry 4 211 13928 lots of continuous shoreline with scatiersd ESA's; public access
13 Newbery 5 9.4 6204 3 coves wilh iots of ESA; long contin shoreline
13 Nowbery 8 5 3300 3 coved with moderaie amounts of ESA
13 Newbery 7 10.5 [ Iots of contimuous ESA. sesy scosss
13 Newbery ] 1.1 T28 continuation from Map 6, #3; lols of ESA
14 Lexington 1 [X] 4358 two coves with lote of ESA; regional importence; fish spesning habitet
14 Laxingion 2 1 &80 regional importance
14 L éxington k) 22 1452 regiortal importance; watsrfowd habitet, cove habitst with fots of ESA
14 Lexingion 4 57 3762 Basverdam Craek cove: lots of ESA; long, contin shoreline
14 Lexingion [ 18 1058 butionbush enxd spewning habitat
14 Lasingion [ 18 1188 reglonsl importance:, some ESA
15 Richiand 1 2.2 1452 regional importance; some ESA
15 Leingion 1 28 1718 regionsl importancs; lots of ESA
15 Laxingion 2 23 1518 ScCoss; ad) 10 public recreation; cove habitat with lots of ESA; contin shorsiine
15 Laxdngton ] 0.9 564 some ESA
15 Lexington 4 12.5 8250 [Stinking Crosk cove; iots of ESA; regional smporntance; edl 10 public recrestion
18 Lexdngton 5 47 J102 good continuous shoreline
15 Lexingion 8 5.3 3450 lots of ESA; good spawning. regional imporience
AL} Laxington 1 33 2178 Jake's Cove: reglonal importance. long, contin shorsline H
17 Richiand 1 1.3 A58 ad] 10 public recreation 1
17 Richland 2 s 2310 regional Importance; shoukd be public ecreation; some ESA 1
17 Richisnd 4 12 2 back of cove; spawning arsa; regional importence
17 Richlend 5 02 132 &g 1o public recrsation; some ESA
18 [ 25 1850 ad] 1o Forest mngt; continuation from Map 12; kits of ESA
TTOoTALS 48548 NN




