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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: K-T relicensing and public lands
Date: Thursday, July 07, 2011 9:06:23 AM

Filenet - ngo
 
Jen Huff
Hydro Strategy & Licensing
980.373.4392
 

From: John Tynan [mailto:jtynan@upstateforever.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 2:00 PM
To: Huff, Jennifer R; Lineberger, Jeff; Acker, George N
Cc: Brad Wyche; Dana Leavitt; Chris Starker
Subject: K-T relicensing and public lands
 
Jen, Jeff, and George,
 
Thanks again for coming by our office to discuss the K-T relicensing project last week.  We
enjoyed having the chance to speak with you all, explain our position, and learn about your
plan for moving forward on the public lands issues.
 
I wanted to give you all notice that today or tomorrow we will be sending an action alert to
our membership, asking them to submit comments to FERC.  I've spoken with Ken Kearns
about this and he is in agreement that this is within the bounds of the charter as it keeps our
membership informed of the progress of the relicensing.  
 
The alert will be focused on the public lands and conservation issues, specifically Duke's past
commitments and future recreational needs for the Upstate.  Given that the next stakeholder
meeting isn't until August, we felt it necessary to send this alert before the end of the
comment period.
 
Thanks again and please don't hesitate to call with questions.
 
Best,
 
John 
 
 
John Tynan
Co-Director, Clean Air and Water Program
Upstate Forever
507 Pettigru Street, Greenville, SC 29601
Office: 864-250-0500 ext. 31
Mobile: 864-517-0220
jtynan@upstateforever.org
http://twitter.com/UpstateForever
http://twitter.com/JohnTynanV

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com
mailto:jtynan@upstateforever.org
http://twitter.com/UpstateForever
http://twitter.com/JohnTynanV


Upstate Forever's mission is to protect special places and promote sensible growth in the
Upstate of South Carolina.  Please join us!  To become a member, visit
http://join.upstateforever.org.

http://join.upstateforever.org/


From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: Action Alert: Relicensing of Duke Energy"s Keowee-Toxaway Project
Date: Friday, July 08, 2011 7:53:16 AM

Filenet - NGOs
 
 

From: John Tynan [mailto:jtynan@upstateforever.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 2:38 PM
To: Lineberger, Jeff; Huff, Jennifer R; Acker, George N
Cc: Brad Wyche; Chris Starker; Dana Leavitt
Subject: FW: Action Alert: Relicensing of Duke Energy's Keowee-Toxaway Project
 
Jeff, Jenn, and George,
 
I'm forwarding a copy of our action alert for your information.  As you can see, we included
the public recreational lands issue, but modified our message to focus on future recreational
needs.
 
With your presentation on this issue not until August and the deadline for comments ending
July 15, we did not want to give up the opportunity for UF or our membership to express
their views on the need for recreational lands as well as the other items in the alert.
 However, hopefully your presentation and continued discussions from our last meeting will
address many of the interests that we and our membership have regarding these issues.
 
Thank you and please don't hesitate to call with questions.
 
Best,
 
John
 

John Tynan
Co-Director, Clean Air and Water Program
Upstate Forever
507 Pettigru Street, Greenville, SC 29601
Office: 864-250-0500 ext. 31
Mobile: 864-517-0220
jtynan@upstateforever.org
http://twitter.com/UpstateForever
http://twitter.com/JohnTynanV

Upstate Forever's mission is to protect special places and promote sensible growth in the
Upstate of South Carolina.  Please join us!  To become a member, visit
http://join.upstateforever.org.

From: Upstate Forever [mailto:jtynan@upstateforever.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 11:31 AM
Subject:  Action Alert: Relicensing of Duke Energy's Keowee-Toxaway Project
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mailto:jtynan@upstateforever.org
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Action Alert: Relicensing of Duke Energy's Keowee-

Toxaway Project
 

July 7, 2011

Relicensing of Duke Energy's Keowee-Toxaway Project

Please Support Upstate Forever's Position on Land Conservation and Other Important
Issues!

We are writing to ask you to support Upstate Forever's position on several important issues that are involved in the
relicensing of Duke Energy's Keowee-Toxaway Hydroelectric Project. Here is a brief summary of the issues:

Land Conservation

In 1965, Duke Power Company (now Duke Energy) applied for a federal license to build Lakes Keowee and
Jocassee and to operate hydroelectric generating facilities at the lakes. The lakes would flood about 26,000 of the
more than 100,000 acres Duke had acquired for the project. In its application, Duke made a commitment that the
unflooded lands (about 74,000 acres) would be available to the public for recreation. During this time, Duke
representatives frequently made the same commitment to public officials, community leaders and the media. The
next year the license was issued.

Duke fulfilled its commitment for the first few years of the license by leasing 81,000 acres to state agencies in
North and South Carolina. But today the amount of land that is open to the public has declined to 57,000 acres,
most of which is in the Jocassee Gorges area that Duke sold to North and South Carolina in the 1990s. Thus, the
"conservation lands deficit" is approximately 17,000 acres (the original commitment of 74,000 acres less the
57,000 acres now in public ownership).

Recreational use of the Blue Ridge Mountains, Lakes Keowee and Jocassee, and the areas around and near the
lakes has steadily increased since the license was issued in 1966. This use is expected to increase exponentially in
the future as the Upstate continues to experience dramatic growth-every day the region's population increases by
33 people.

In the new license for the project, Duke should be required to acquire at least 17,000 acres of additional
conservation lands for current and future public use and enjoyment.

Water Quality and Land Use

No one questions the importance of protecting water quality in Lakes Keowee and Jocassee. But this goal can
never be achieved unless present and projected land use conditions in the watersheds of the rivers and streams that
flow into the lakes are understood. Unfortunately, Duke focuses only on the lakes themselves and the limited about
of land that it owns around the lakes. The vast majority of the remaining watershed lands are not considered.

The new license should require Duke to fully integrate into its planning, assessment and management programs
for the lakes the present land uses in these watersheds and the projected land use changes based on the
comprehensive land use plans for Pickens and Oconee Counties.



In addition, Duke's water quality studies should be expanded beyond the main bodies of the lakes and include the
rivers and streams flowing into the lakes and the shallow coves within the lakes. Such studies will allow Duke and
the public to determine if land use changes in the watersheds are now adversely affecting water quality or have the
potential to do so in the future.

Water Quanitity

Water is a limited resource in the Savannah River basin. Both above and below the lakes there are many different
and competing demands for water, which will become even more intense in the future. The new license should
require Duke to conduct a comprehensive assessment of these demands and how the lakes can best be managed to
meet them. This should include a study of whether the Oconee Nuclear Station can be operated when the lake is
more than 5.4 feet below full pool (the current limit). In addition, the closed-door negotiations between the Corps
of Engineers, Duke, and the Southeastern Power Administration about downstream releases and basin
management practices should be disclosed and included in the relicensing process.

What We're Asking You To Do

Duke Energy is now required to obtain a new license for the project from the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC). FERC is accepting comments from the public until July 15, 2011. We are writing to ask you
to participate in this public process and to let FERC know that you support Upstate Forever's position on the
above issues. For more information about our position, please see
http://www.upstateforever.org/progCAWdocs/CAW_PADComments.pdf.

Here is a message for your consideration:

I am writing to express my strong support for the position of Upstate Forever on several important issues that are
involved in the relicensing of the Keowee-Toxaway hydroelectric project in South Carolina. Specifically, I urge
the Commission to include in the new license the following requirements:

1. Duke should be required to acquire in the vicinity of the project area at least 17,000 acres of additional
conservation lands for public use and enjoyment in order to fulfill Duke's original commitment and to
meet future recreational use demands.

2. Duke should be required to fully integrate into its planning, assessment and management programs the
present land uses in the watersheds of the rivers and streams that flow into the lakes and the predicted
changes in land use based on the comprehensive land use plans for Pickens and Oconee Counties.

3. Duke's water quality studies should be expanded beyond the main bodies of the lakes and include the rivers
and streams flowing into the lakes and the shallow coves within the lakes.

4. The new license should require Duke to conduct a comprehensive assessment of competing demands for
water and how the lakes can best be managed to meet them. This should include a study of whether the
Oconee Nuclear Station can be operated when the lake is more than 5.4 feet below full pool (the current
limit). The closed-door negotiations between the Corps of Engineers, Duke, and the Southeastern Power
Administration about downstream releases and basin management practices should be disclosed and
included in the relicensing process.

Of course, please feel free to use your own words in submitting these comments.

Please submit your comments at http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/efiling.asp by July 15 at the latest. Be sure to
include Keowee-Toxaway Project (P-2503-147) on the first page. To submit comments by mail, send an original
copy and seven additional copies to:

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

888 First Street, NE
Washington, D.C. 20426

If you need additional information, please contact Chris Starker (primary contact) at Upstate Forever at (864) 250-
0500 ext. 15 or cstarker@upstateforever.org, or contact John Tynan (secondary contact) at (864) 250-0500 ext. 31

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?llr=hssirsbab&et=1106448560427&s=945&e=001rQ-bwEFG-Z7uQqiG5guHP65pXyGtlRwzvPsj8Pwv5PJ1qQo3Tegrp8xM4CM9Ud9GG1GdND9nQOr5DnGn-lw0vC0960xvzQlQGoDB89U9yT6vNXspXLHoIuIj8rBXI6ni_-zuRKxdn-DIEPdWbCZ28yXK8HTHrJGhaIGbPv7fF7E=
http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?llr=hssirsbab&et=1106448560427&s=945&e=001rQ-bwEFG-Z5s33uzJUEoSXO4tXPfxHXvG60wnQZj7iPddd6dJKAxFTfrA_l2JuHxJMjSdnZ0Ha24cStdYR2acbY6CxWJaCxh5bws7MIQeoAMgiPssuHNc6Z9MFx68vEzvN9tZo746AQ=
mailto:cstarker@upstateforever.org


or jtynan@upstateforever.org.

Thank you!

 

email: jtynan@upstateforever.org
phone: 864-250-0500
web: http://www.upstateforever.org

 
Forward email

This email was sent to bwyche@upstateforever.org by jtynan@upstateforever.org |   
Update Profile/Email Address |  Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ |  Privacy Policy.

Upstate Forever |  507 Pettigru Street |  Greenville |  SC |  29601
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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Fort Prince George
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2011 2:53:45 PM
Attachments: FERCLETTER.doc

Filenet – ngos (not the proposed study plan cr)
 
Jen Huff
Hydro Strategy & Licensing
980.373.4392
 

From: Jolley, Scott 
Sent: Monday, July 11, 2011 12:44 PM
To: Huff, Jennifer R
Subject: Fw: Fort Prince George
 
FYI 
-------------------------- 

 
From: ben and reggie [mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Monday, July 11, 2011 12:30 PM
To: Jolley, Scott; Garrison, Brett A 
Cc: 'Ken Sloan' <ken@scmountainlakes.com>; 'Phil Shirley' <pshirley@oconeesc.com>;
wkelley1@sbcglobal.net <wkelley1@sbcglobal.net>; 'Ken Kearns' <kkearns@kearnswest.com>; 'Bob
Swank' <Rnsswank60@aol.com> 
Subject: Fort Prince George 
 
Scott and Brett:
Wayne Kelly of the Pickens County Historical Society made a presentation on their effort to
reconstruct Fort Prince George and requested that Duke support this effort. At the time, I recall
that it should be brought to either the Recreation or Cultural Team for consideration and it seemed
like Duke was generally supportive. We don’t know whether this would be an issue to bring up as a
study or whether anything else has happened to date. It would seem to FOLKS that this should be
something worthwhile (maybe along with a reconstruction of Keowee Towne). This is out of the
direct interests of FOLKS but we would like to see it kept alive and believe that it would be
beneficial to keeping the rich history of this area alive. I’ve copied Phil and Ken so they can express
their interest if they haven’t yet been made aware of this effort.
Ben

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com

THE PICKENS COUNTY HISTORICAL SOCIETY

Post Office Box 775         Pickens, South Carolina 29671


864.878.1322 pickenscohistory@gmail.com

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary


Keowee-Toxaway Project (P-2503-147)


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission


888 First Street, NE


Washington, D.C. 20426


Dear Ms Bose and Commissioners:

The Pickens County Historical Society is spearheading the effort to reconstruct Fort Prince George that was built in the 1750’s by our Royal Colonial Governor James Glen at the request of the Cherokee chiefs.  The original site now lies deep below the waters of Lake Keowee.  The fort was South Carolina’s chief trading post and it was from there that the French and Indian War was waged and won.  The reconstruction of Fort Prince George will be a boon to tourism in our region and support our many neighboring historic sites.  It will create jobs and new small businesses, educate our children, entertain our visitors, and become the crown jewel of tourism here in the historic heart of the Upcountry.  

With Duke Energy as our partner in this important project, we can recapture this critical piece of our lost past.  In your process for re-licensing, we ask that Duke Energy provide the funding and accessible land suitable to rebuild the fort in its entirety.  The Special Projects Group of the Pickens County Historical Society has selected an ideal parcel that is not on the lake that we believe Duke Energy should purchase now so that we can move forward.  We know of no other project that would provide greater positive public relations in this region for the company and would benefit so many from now on.  Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,


Wayne Kelley


Senior Vice President




From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Heads Up FOLKS is writing to FERC concerning Reduction ofStudy Review Time
Date: Monday, August 15, 2011 3:29:56 PM

Filenet - ngo.  Thanks.

Jen Huff
Hydro Strategy & Licensing
980.373.4392

-----Original Message-----
From: Huff, Jennifer R
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2011 3:29 PM
To: 'turetzky910868@bellsouth.net'
Cc: Ken Kearns; Magee, Sandra J; Bob Swank; Chuck & Dee Smith; Jim & Barbara Schoonover
Subject: RE: Heads Up FOLKS is writing to FERC concerning Reduction ofStudy Review Time

Ben - Depending on how the discussion goes in September, we will consider additional study plan
meetings in October. 

Jen Huff
Hydro Strategy & Licensing
980.373.4392

-----Original Message-----
From: turetzky910868@bellsouth.net [mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2011 7:51 AM
To: Huff, Jennifer R
Cc: Ken Kearns; Magee, Sandra J; Bob Swank; Chuck & Dee Smith; Jim & Barbara Schoonover
Subject: Re: Heads Up FOLKS is writing to FERC concerning Reduction ofStudy Review Time

Thanks for the quick reply. I haven't any questions but do have some comments which we will express
to the entire stakeholder team. The relicensing team may have had the courtesy of getting the sense of
the stakeholder team. Keep in mind that all meetings are open to the public and after waiting the
rediculous period of more than 40 Years for the SMP, shortchanging both the stakeholders and the
public is not acceptable. You did not Simply go from 3  to 2 days - you went from 3 to 1.5 days.
Ben

------Original Message------
From: Jennifer Huff
To: ben turetzky
Cc: Ken Kearns
Cc: Sandra J Magee
Cc: Bob Swank
Subject: RE: Heads Up FOLKS is writing to FERC  concerning Reduction ofStudy Review Time
Sent: Aug 15, 2011 7:17 AM

Ben - Duke hosts and runs the study plan meeting - not FERC.  FERC's regulations do not stipulate the
amount of time for the meeting - only that the meeting occurs prior to the required deadline (i.e. within
30 days following our filing of our Proposed Study Plan).  As for the amount of time allotted, the
relicensing team decided to condense the meeting times into 2 days instead of spreading it out over 3
days as we had originally contemplated.  We believe this will be helpful for the agency staff and others
who have to travel a significant distance.

Please let me know if you have additional questions.

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com
mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net


Jen Huff
Hydro Strategy & Licensing
980.373.4392

-----Original Message-----
From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2011 6:06 PM
To: Huff, Jennifer R
Cc: Ken Kearns; Magee, Sandra J; bob & sandy swank
Subject: Heads Up FOLKS is writing to FERC concerning Reduction of Study Review Time

Jen:
Originally there were three days set for review of the various proposed studies for a total of about 24
hours. The latest website sets the total time for 12 hours. Do you have and information as to why the
FERC cut the face time with the stakeholders and public in half.

Our inclination, in the absence of a satisfactory reason, is to officially protest to the FERC on line.
Please advise.
Ben

Sent from my iPad

Sent from my Verizon Wireless BlackBerry

mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net


From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Information Request
Date: Thursday, October 06, 2011 3:33:45 PM

RSP filenet - ngo

-----Original Message-----
From: ben and reggie [mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Wednesday, October 05, 2011 10:20 PM
To: Jolley, Scott
Cc: Bob Swank; Huff, Jennifer R; Ken Kearns; Garrison, Brett A
Subject: Information Request

Scott:
As you know, FOLKS has requested that the Jocassee Erosion Study be expanded
to deal with Lake Keowee - particularly the islands. In that regard we have
requested information on the time line of evolution of the access areas and
some idea of the rate of development of the docks i.e. how many docks at
some specific times along the shoreline. Both of these factors have a direct
relationship to the number of boats on the lake as time progressed from 1970
to the present.
With the relicensing timeline and the need to develop our position on this
issue, we need to have the above requested information.

Please advise who should be asked if not you and what is the earliest date
that we can get such information?
Thanks
Ben

Brett:
Ken had suggested that we get together and review the process used to
determine the 1.3% loss of island area from 1977 to 2005.weh can that be
done?
Thanks
Ben

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com
mailto:turetzky910868@bellsouth.net


To: Jen Huff 
Cc:  Ken Kearns 
 Bob Swank 
October 9, 2011 
 
Comments on the October 13, 14 Meetings  
 

1. Lake Jocassee Erosion Study - Life is difficult enough without having to expend time searching 
for documents. In the future please give a link to reports rather than stating that they may be 
found in such and such a library. I could not find the detailed report. In any case, we look 
forward to the consultant’s discussion of the process used. We did request at the meeting that 
the Erosion study be extended to Lake Keowee, and would like that reflected in the minutes. We 
believe that the major cause of erosion on the islands in Lake Keowee is due to a combination of 
K-T operating conditions with resulting bare shore cycling of saturated and dry soil conditions, 
wind- driven tree fall and resulting bank destruction when saturated, and fast boat traffic 
causing significant wave activity. 

2. RUNS – FOLKS suggested that the RUNS include assessment of the potential recreational uses 
and benefits of the islands as the rest of the shoreline becomes increasingly developed over the 
new license period.  

3. Operations Model Study – FOLKS suggested that one of the scenarios to be looked at should 
include keeping Lake Keowee at a level between full pond and -3 in the spring through as much 
of the summer as possible to avoid the erosion effect seen on Memorial Day weekend when the 
lake was drawn down to refill Jocassee following the new generator modifications. We also 
concur with the DNR comments on holding the level in this or even a narrower range of 
drawdown during fish spawning season. 

4. Water Quality Modeling Study-FOLKS also suggested again that this study should be expanded 
by coupling a suitable watershed module to the Lake Model to better able projection of the 
pollutant load increases to Lake Keowee as the 5 stream watersheds are developed over the life 
of the new license.  
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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Land Conservation Proposal
Date: Friday, March 08, 2013 3:41:13 PM
Attachments: Duke Owned Lake Jocassee 1112.xls.xls

NGO
 

From: Brad Wyche [mailto:bwyche@upstateforever.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2012 7:19 AM
To: Huff, Jennifer R; Lineberger, Jeff
Subject: Land Conservation Proposal
 
Jen and Jeff—It was nice to see you—thanks for meeting with us.  As you
requested, we followed up and asked Tom Swayngham with DNR about the
calculation of Duke’s lands around Lake Jocassee.  Tom sent us the
attached list, which shows tracts totaling 1,064 acres.  Please let us know
how this list differs from your records. 
You also asked about the specific amount of funding that we are seeking
from Duke.  Not including Nine Times, the amount would range from $24.4
million (assuming all 9,750 acres are protected with conservation easements,
with Duke providing $2,500 per acre) to $29.3 million (assuming all lands
are protected through acquisition, with Duke providing $3,000 per acre). 
As we explained at our meeting, we do not expect Duke to be the sole source
of funding for these properties.  For example, if the purchase price for a
particular tract is $4,500 per acre, we would be responsible for finding the
balance of $1,500 per acre from other sources in order to close. 
Nine Times is another example.  We already have a $400,000 grant from the
Forest Service for Nine Times, and we are fairly confident that the
Conservation Bank will award a substantial grant next spring.  If the grant is
for $1.5 million, we would only need $1.6 million from Duke in order to
acquire and protect the property.
Finally, we are open-minded about when and how Duke provides the
funding.  The funds could be held in escrow with a bank or community
foundation or the funds can be provided when contracts with the landowners
are signed.   
Thank you again for your consideration of our proposal.  We would be glad
to meet with you again at any time.  Hope you and your families have a great
Thanksgiving.  Best wishes, Brad
 
Brad Wyche
Executive Director
Upstate Forever
507 Pettigru St.
Greenville, S.C. 29601
864-250-0500
bwyche@upstateforever.org 
 
http://www.facebook.com/UpstateForever

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
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http://www.facebook.com/UpstateForever

Sheet1

						Duke Owned Lake Jocassee Lands

		Tract		County		Owner		Description		Acres		Location

		1		Oconee		Duke Energy		Tracts S of Bad Creek on Lake Jocassee		305 & 5		On Devil Fork Creek

		2		Oconee		Duke Energy		Lake Front Tract on Jocassee		46		Tract near Musterground Mountain.

		3		Oconee		Duke Energy		Lake Front Tract on Jocassee		124.2 & 4.18		Two tracts just west of Jocassee Dam.

		4		Oconee		Duke Energy		Lake Front Tracts on Jocassee		25 & 14		Two tracts on Double Springs Mountain

		5		Oconee		Duke Energy		Lake Front Tract on Jocassee		21		Tract near Dismal Creek

		6		Oconee		Duke Energy		Lake Front Tract on Jocassee		20		Remote boat landing at Bootleg

		7		Pickens		Duke Energy		Lake Front Tracts on Jocassee		26 & 19		Two tracts on Fishers's Knob.

		8		Oconee		Duke Energy		Two tracts on SC 130 on Limberpole Creek.		166 & 79		Two tracts SE of Water Plant on SC 130.

		9		Pickens		Duke Energy		Tract east of Jocasse Dam		209.5		Tract east of Jocassee Dam adjacent to Lake Keowee.

								Total		1064 +/- acres
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http://twitter.com/UpstateForever

Upstate Forever's mission is to promote sensible growth and protect special
places in the Upstate region of South Carolina.  Please join us!  To become a
member, please click:  http://www.upstateforever.org/joinPayPal.html. 
Thank you for your support!
 
 
 
 

http://twitter.com/UpstateForever
http://www.upstateforever.org/joinPayPal.html


Jessen. Nancy S 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Huff, Jennifer R 
Friday, March 08, 2013 3:58 PM 
Jessen, Nancy S 
FW: Vineyards response 

Attachments: Duke Ltr re Lake LeveI12~10~12.doc 

Categories: Yellow Category, action required 

NGOs 

From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.netJ 
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 9:58 PM 
To: Lineberger, Jeff; Huff, Jennifer R; 'Ken Kearns' 
Subject: FW: Vineyards response 

From: Newton Brightwell [mailto:brightwll@hotmail.coml 
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 11:40 AM 
To: Tony Niemeyer; Gary Burns; ben826@charter.net 
Subject: FW: Vineyards response 

The Vineyards has responded to Duke's proposal. A copy is attached for your review. 

Newton E. Brightwell 
530 Palmer Way 
Sunset, SC 29685 
Confidentiality Notice: [Electronic Communications Privacy Act of 1986 (18 U.S.c. §2510~21)]. This message is 
intended exclusively for the individuals and entities to which it is addressed. This communication, including any 
attachments, may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempted from disclosure. If 
you are not the intended recipient, or believe that you may have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by e~mail, delete all copies of this e-mail.anddonotread.print. retain, copy or disseminate this 
message or any part of it. You may not rely on any contents of this email as legal advice and nothing contained in this 
email shall establish an attorney-client relationship unless you have entered into a signed attorney-client engagement 
agreement. Unless expressly stated, nothing in this email is intended to establish a contractual relationship of any kind. 
In order to comply with requirements imposed by the Internal Revenue Service, you are informed that any tax advice 
contained in, omitted from, or implied by this communication (including any attachments) is not intended to be used, and 
cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing, 
or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein. In that computers and humans are 
fallible, emails cannot be guaranteed to be free of errors. The sender reserves the right to correct inadvertent errors. 
Thank you. 

From: barker256@bellsouth.net 
To: brightwll@hotmail.com 
Subject: Vineyards response 
Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2012 17:06:29 -0500 

From: Ron McGimpsey 

1 



Sent: Monday, December 10, 2012 4:07 PM 
To: Doug Barker 
Subject: Re: Fw: County Council Lake Level update and request 

On 12/5/2012 3:38 PM, Doug Barker wrote: 

Doug 

Any update in terms of how the Vineyards is approaching this issue. This is our update sent 

today. 

Attached is the letter that the Vineyards POA sent to Duke. 

Ron McGimpsey 

2 



Keowee Vineyards Community Association 

AT KEOWEE VINEYARDS 

December 6, 2012 

Jim Rogers, President & CEO 
Duke Energy Company 
526 South Church Street 
Charlotte, NC 28202-4200 

Catherine Heier, President - South Carolina 
Duke Energy Carolinas 
526 South Church Street 
Charlotte, NC 28202-4200 

Dear Mr. Rogers and Ms. Heier, 

The Cliffs at Keowee Vineyards Community Association is comprised of 629 properties located 
along the north section of Lake Keowee in both Pickens and Oconee Counties of South Carolina. 
We have all acquired our property and built our residences within the past 15 years and they 
represent a significant financial investment to us. Thus, the re-licensing of the Keowee-Toxaway 
project is of critical importance to our members and to all property owners along Lake Keowee. 

Your company has recently floated a "trial balloon" to lake stakeholders setting forth various 
proposals relating to the re-licensing. One of these is a proposal to allow for the lowering, 
during severe drought conditions, of lake levels to below the current minimum depth as 
mandated by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (790 feet versus 794.6 feet) . Your 
representatives have provided data indicating that the current minimum would only be exceeded 
about 4% of the time based upon 70 years experience. However, we all made our property 
investments taking into consideration the NRC minimum. Taking the lake to the proposed 
minimum level would result (by Duke's estimate) in 46% of residential docks along the lake 
being inoperative. This not only impacts the lifestyles and property values of those directly 
affected, but all our community members. This impact could be significant - perhaps up to 30% 
of appraised value. This will negatively impact local and state tax revenues as property values 
decrease. We have not seen anything in the "trial balloon" that attempts to assess this economic 
impact. 

We have two requests. First, we request that your company re-consider the proposal to permit 
the Lake Keowee water level minimum to be reduced below the current minimum mandated by 
the NRC. Your representatives have explained the physical effects of the proposal but have 
provided no justification as to why the long established level should be changed. Second, we 
request that an economic impact assessment be undertaken to measure the potential decline in 

23 Raptor Way 
Landrum, SC 29356 

864-895-2829 



property values, tax revenues and local business health in the communities adjacent to the lake. 
We are rather surprised that this would not be a major requirement for re-licensing. 

We understand that the re-licensing process is long and complex and involves a multitude of 
factors requiring the participation and approval of various organizations and government 
agencies. We also appreciate that you have involved us as stakeholders in the process. We want 
to continue to work on a cooperative basis with you. Please recognize that this is a matter of 
serious concern to our members and their ongoing expectations of community and lifestyle that 
brought them to settle in this beautiful environment. 

Sincerely, 

Ron McGimpsey, President 

23 Raptor Way 
Landrum, SC 29356 

864-895-2829 



From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: draft
Date: Tuesday, January 22, 2013 3:08:10 PM

NGOs

-----Original Message-----
From: Galleher, George A
Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 3:00 PM
To: Huff, Jennifer R; Lineberger, Jeff; Keaton, Brad
Subject: draft

Ben, thanks as always for your questions.  If I recall the question from the audience correctly it was
something like “Can Duke operate Jocassee below 1080.”  Brad answered “yes”.  I clarified that our
FERC license doesn’t allow Duke Energy to operate below 1080 but in an emergency with Oconee
needing cooling water it is thought that we could move water to Lake Keowee.  Of course the reason
that we talk about “mitigating circumstances” as you noted is because operating below 1080 is outside
the design parameters for the Jocassee pumped storage equipment.   

I think Ben that it is very important that you understand that under normal operating conditions the
answer to the question is “no” we aren’t going to operate Jocassee below 1080.  I don’t know the
context of how Jen and or Jeff may have been asked or answered the several times you mention to
give a response that you note is essentially "no".  We will not operate below elevation 1080 ft. amsl (or
70 ft local datum).  George Galleher

-----Original Message-----
From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net]
Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 7:58 AM
To: Huff, Jennifer R; Ken Kearns; Galleher, George A
Cc: Bob Swank
Subject: FOLKS Inundation Forum

One of the question posed at the forum was about the ability of Jocassee pimp storage to run at levels
below 1080. The response led to comments from Brad and George. As of now, no one picked up on it
but we would like to understand this issue. Brad responded that it w possible and George quickly added
mitigating comments but the impression left with me was some confusion as to whether,  under what
conditions and what possible harm to equipment, this could be done.
We have asked several times whether this could be done and the response has been essentially "no".
Ben

Sent from my iPad

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com
mailto:ben826@charter.net


From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: DUKE PRESENTATION JEFF LINEBERGER
Date: Friday, March 08, 2013 4:02:10 PM

NGOs
 

From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net] 
Sent: Sunday, December 23, 2012 11:08 AM
To: Lineberger, Jeff
Cc: Huff, Jennifer R; 'Ken Kearns'; Bob Swank; 'Bob Cassam'; brooks and kay wade; 'carl dunn';
'Cathleen Reas'; Dave Goeckel; 'dot jackson'; ed weiland; gary burns; kathy kojis; lisa janik; Matt
Huddleston
Subject: FW: DUKE PRESENTATION JEFF LINEBERGER
 
Jeff:
Very lucid and well done presentation. Several FOLKS members said that there were some real
clarifying slides particularly the one that graphically showed part of the 2008 2009 Drought of
record. We would like to have animation made and will talk more about that after the Holidays.
There were several surprises to me in the presentation:

·       2012 interim  LIP saving about 10mgd  on going - HOW WAS IT  SAVED?
·       Stakeholder team slide included John Hamerick Realty and not Crescent

Resources. Hamerick Realty doesn’t exist any longer. It is now Lake Keowee
Realty. Crescent Resources is not shown (and we have noted that we have
some angst about them being a stakeholder team member.

·       “The USACE will decide when the new agreement would go into effect.” I
thought I heard you say that the agreement could go into effect even before the
license is granted. They would want the negotiations to start in earnest in
2014.

·       I also heard you say that there needs to be provisions for future adjustments of
the new agreement. So the new agreement may not be for the entire term of
the new license. Is this connected with the trial Balloon containing language
like “the stakeholders or study team would meet periodically and suggest
changes as indicated in the LIP to the Stakeholders”? We did not equate that
with a possible further lowering. I am surprised this was not picked up on by
the audience.

·        The break point in Stage 4 where the releases would go to some number or
leakage needs to be clarified.

I think you made a try at the issue of “this lake being different than other SE lakes”.
Admittedly so, but not as different as it has been since the NRC put in 94.6.

·       Could we have a cc of the presentation? Or post it on ktrel?
Happy Holidays.
Ben
           
 
 

From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net] 
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2012 11:09 PM
To: Bob Swank; 'Bob Cassam (bcassam@bellsouth.net)'; brooks and kay wade

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com
mailto:ben826@charter.net
mailto:bcassam@bellsouth.net


(brooksandkay@jocasseelaketours.com); 'carl dunn (dunnmediator@bellsouth.net)'; 'Cathleen Reas';
Dave Goeckel; 'dot jackson'; ed weiland; gary burns; kathy kojis (kkojis@att.net); lisa janik
(janiklisa@gmail.com); Matt Huddleston
Cc: 'Chuck Smith'
Subject: FW: DUKE PRESENTATION JEFF LINEBERGER
 
 
 

From: Reggie [mailto:reggie1126@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2012 7:29 PM
Subject: DUKE PRESENTATION JEFF LINEBERGER
 
DUKE PRESENTATION JEFF LINEBERGER 
GET CC OF PRESENTATION
Oconee county duke presentation 12/21/12
Jeff lin berger presentation dated 12/20/2012
     Upcoming activities
435 mi sq drainage area
      Chart river basin eyed to have a sustainable water management system
1966agreement with USACE and SEPA  available storage balancing
In tune to ONS needs 
~ 400000 drinking water customers
Modeling of the 2008  2009 drought
86000 acre feet of storage is the low to keep ONS running.
356 cfs is leakage?
On may 25th LK was at 6.3 feet down
New operating agreement with USACE. Comp Study..
 
 
Stakeholder team includes John Hamerick Realty and not Crescent Resources WHEN DID
HAMRICK REALTY aka LAKE KEOWEE REALTY become a stakeholder
Why not take water out of bad creek and Jocassee in addition to keowee?
(The example of 2008 modeling had to have been because of FOLKS.
They have started and stopped over the past three years with the USACE on new agreement.
The new agreement could be before or after the license. This is the first time we have heard
this that they would like to have the agreement go into effect ASAP and not wait for the
license. The USACE will decide when the new agreement would go into effect. THE
AGREEMENT GOING INTO EFFECT EVEN BEFORE LICENSE GRANTED.They
would want the negotiations to start in Ernest in 2014.
Reg asked about the eligibility of organizations to sign the RA their goal is to have all
eligible stakeholders to sign the RA.
 
Reg dexter l- wHy does the stress rest on us? Why not north Ga.GA power reservoirs existed
before the COE projects and are grandfathered. The Coe does not have regulatory power over
GA preexisting dams. The quid pro quo for duke building KT and not Coe was the water
sharing agreement. Jeff also said that there needs to be provisions for future adjustments
of the new agreement. SO THE NEW LOW LEVEL IS NOT FOR THE TERM OF
THE NEW LICENSE.
 
Stop making releases when 10% of available storage is reached and the it would go to
zero releases. THIS NEEDS TO BE EXPLAINED. ED BRUCE SAID THAT THE

mailto:brooksandkay@jocasseelaketours.com
mailto:dunnmediator@bellsouth.net
mailto:kkojis@att.net
mailto:janiklisa@gmail.com
mailto:reggie1126@gmail.com


CHANGE FROM 7500 to just leakage was when the available storage is down to 85%.
 
Trial balloon lk levels only from impoundment time.
The pie chart includes a
ALL 70 years.
 
How are stages determined?
  Drought triggers not opinion. 
       Storage remaining us drought monitor and stream flow. Will be public once approved.
 How do you get out? NO. THERE ARE SPECIFIC NUMBERS TO BE MET TO GET
OUT OF A STAGE.
The only we would approach the level 4 is during a period like the drought of record. Later
qualified that they lake level would go up.
They have ground water gauges in another river basins. WHY NOT IN THE SRB?
 
Paul asked who was making the final call? The Coe and SEPA?
 
Mentioned that they will lease to Cty if cty will make some improvements and HELP ON
THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE ACCESS AREAS. $$$$
 
Why spend $$$ to go to lower levels?
Mentioned dock length and total square footage
Mentioned other scenarios
Marking of hazards
MISSED THE POINT ON POTENTIAL EFFECT OF LOWER LEVEL$$$
JEFF UNDERSTANDS THE ECONOMIC IMPACT
THEY HAVE DRAWN THE LINE AT ANOTHER ECONOMIC STUDY
OR COMPENSATE BECAUSE THEY ARE DOING ALL THEY CAN WITHIN THE
SCOPE OF A POTENTIAL NEW LICENSE TO KEEP LK LEVELS UP
 
Hartwell can go down 25 feet Thurmond can go down 35? Keowee would be at 10 ft but not
INVIOLABLE. He cited the Hartwell study. He admitted. That there was a lot of controversy
 about the STI study.
NOT CONSIDERING COMPENSATION
 
 
WILL CONSIDER WAVING FEES
 
Pencils down may 31st non binding AIP signed July 2013
 
RA signing November 2013.
 
Wayne
When you buy the property it is down to the boundary. What realtors said that people owned
out into the lake........
 
CW WATER SUPPLY GROUP
 
 
 



From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: NRC official addresses lake level concerns | WGOG
Date: Friday, March 08, 2013 3:26:58 PM

NGOs
-----Original Message-----
From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net]
Sent: Sunday, February 17, 2013 4:42 PM
To: Lineberger, Jeff
Cc: Huff, Jennifer R; Ken Kearns; Bob Swank
Subject: Re: NRC official addresses lake level concerns | WGOG

Thanks for the clarification.
Ben

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 17, 2013, at 1:12 PM, "Lineberger, Jeff" <Jeff.Lineberger@duke-energy.com> wrote:

> Actually, take a look at the table on p.3 of the draft Comp Report. I tried to cut and paste it here but
failed. That table identifies 791 as an elevation requiring shutdown. It also notes that elevations above
791 can require shutdown if certain other conditions exist with the LPSW and HPSW systems. I expect
the NRC officials statement is a bit out of context, but otherwise not inconsistent with the draft Comp
Report.
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net]
> Sent: Sunday, February 17, 2013 11:44 AM
> To: Lineberger, Jeff; Huff, Jennifer R; Ken Kearns
> Cc: Bob Swank
> Subject: NRC official addresses lake level concerns | WGOG
>
> http://wgog.com/nrc-official-addresses-lake-level-concerns/
>
> Sent using ShareThis
> This comment by an NRC spokesperson is inconsistent with the Comp Plan which only speaks to 93.7
and 93.0. This whole situation must be explained as we don't know what the facts currently are.
> Thanks
> Ben
>
> Sent from my iPad

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
mailto:Nancy.Jessen@duke-energy.com
mailto:ben826@charter.net
mailto:ben826@charter.net
http://wgog.com/nrc-official-addresses-lake-level-concerns/


Jessen, Nancy S 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

ngo 

From: Huff, Jennifer R 

Huff, Jennifer R 
Thursday, April 11, 2013 9:25 AM 
Jessen, Nancy S 
FW: PDF of the Presentation given March 30, 2013 
wynward pointe hoa 2013 03 30.pdf 

action required 

Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2013 9:24 AM 
To: 'Diane & Berry Rikard' 
Subject: RE: PDF of the Presentation given March 30, 2013 

Diane - sorry for the delay, but here's the presentation. Please let me know if you have questions. 

Jen Huff 
Water Strategy & Hydro Licensing 
980.373.4392 

From: Diane & Berry Rikard [mailto:bdrikard@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Sunday, March 31, 2013 2:03 PM 
To: Huff, Jennifer R 
Cc: Mike and Becky Landry; Judy Beckett; Diane Rikard; Johnny Kelley; Kevin Minton; Robbie Grider; Jerry Fouts 
Subject: PDF of the Presentation given March 30, 2013 

Jen, 

Welcome back from vacation ! 

I too wish to express our thanks for your taking time out of your weekend to share with us your knowledge and insights 
into the relicensing status. As I mentioned to you at the meeting, there were quite a few residents who had to miss our 
meeting and your presentation due to previous commitments. They were very interested in hearing from you , so there is 
a very receptive audience to your presentation slides. 

I realize, as you told me, that you are on vacation until April 8; and I appreciate your offer to convert your presentation into 
a PDF file to share with us. Once I have it from you, I can broadcast to our neighborhood as well as post it on our 
Wynward Pointe website. Your slides were very self-explanatory, and I think others will get much from reviewing them. 

Thank you in advance, 
Diane Rikard 
Wynward Pointe 
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Keowee-Toxaway Hydroelectric Project 
Relicensing 



Today's Discussion 

• Background 

- Savannah River Basin 

- Duke Energy's Lakes 

- Relicensing activities to-date 

- Stakeholder process 

• Trial Balloon 

- Focus on water quantity 

• Upcoming Activities 

• Questions 
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Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) Relicensing 

• Original 50-year License issued in 1966; expires 8/31/2016 

• License Application Due August 2014 

• FERC License: Balance Development & Non-Developmental 
considerations 
- Developmenta I: energy, navigation, 

flood control, water supply, irrigation 

- Non-Developmental: Environmental, 
recreational, aesthetic, cultural 
resources 

3 



Keowee-Toxaway Hydro Project & the 
Savannah River Basin 

He 

GA 

Total Drainage Basin Area -1 0580 sq miles 
Keowee-Toxaway Project Drainage Area: 435 square miles 

- 21% of Hartwell Lake's drainage area 
- 7% of Thurmond Lake's drainage area 
- 27% of average annual inflow to Hartwell 
- 14% of average annual inflow to Thurmond 

1968 Agreement requires storage balancing between largest Duke 
Energy and USACE Lakes 
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Duke Energy's Keowee-Toxaway Area 
Reservoirs 

Dam (Bad Creek Pumped Storage Hydro) AMSl = Above Mean Sea l evel 

Full Pond e levation 
2,310 ft AMSL 

Bad Creek 
Reservo ir 

Full Pond elevation 
1,110ft AMSL 

Mile 373.5 

• Approximately 14% of Duke Energy Carolinas' generation 
capacity 

• 3 interconnected reservoirs (KE = 157.5 MW, JO = 710.1 
MW, BC = 1065 MW) 

• 1 nuclear station (Oconee (ONS) - 2538 MW) 

• 4471 MW total of electric generation assets 

• Drinking water intakes for Greenville Water and Seneca 
Light & Water 

• Thousands of lake neighbors 

• Hundreds of thousands of recreation visits per year 

I 
Dam (Jocassee Pumped Storage Hydro) 

Full Pond elevation 
800ft AMSl 

Lake Keowee 

River Mile 366.5 

/ 

Dam (Keowee 
Conventional 
Hydro) 

~-Kiver Mile 351.5 
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25000 
• 1968 Agreement doesn't always work ~ 
• Storage was declining even without making intentional releases 

20000 • Greater water demands = faster loss of storage in the future 

15000 • Can we count on future tropical storms? 

10000 

5000 o Available Storage = Bad Creek at 160 ft below full Dond, 
~ Jocassee 30 ft below full pond and Keowee 6.3 ft below full pond 

o 
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Keowee-Toxaway Relicensing -
Completed Activities 

2009 

2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

• June: Public Open House 
• September: Stakeholder Team formed; electronic 

newsletter initiated 
• October: Resource Committees formed 

• January - December: Developed draft study plans 
• September: Draft Pre-Application Document (PAD) 

distributed 

• March: Notice of Intent and PAD filed with the FERC 
• June: Site tours and FERC Scoping Meeting 
• August: Proposed Study Plan 
• September: Study Plan meetings 
• December: Revised Study Plan 

• January: FERC Study Plan approval 
• September: Duke Energy Trial Balloon 

• January: Initial Study Report 
• February: Initial Study Report Meeting & Summary 

~--------------~------------------------------------~ 7 



Keowee-Toxaway Project - Other 
Completed Activities 

2010 • July: Recreation Management Plan for Existing 
License approved 

• December: draft Comprehensive Environmental, 

2011 Engineering, and Economic Analysis Impact Report 
for Revising the 1968 Operating Agreement for the 
Keowee-Toxaway Project 

2012 • February: Interim Low Inflow Protocol 
implemented 
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KT Relicensing Studies 

• Fish Community • Lake Keowee 

Assessment Water Quality 

• National Register Model 

Eligibility • Reservoir and 

Assessment Project Flow 

• Recreation Use and Releases 

Needs • Operations Model 

• Shoreline • Water Supply 
Management Plan • Wetlands 
Mapping Update • Avian 

• Lake Jocassee and • Botanical 
Lake Keowee 

• Mammal 
Erosion 

• Jocassee Forebay 
and Tailwater 
Dissolved Oxygen 
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KT Relicensing - Stakeholder Process (~ DUKE 
ENERGYe 

Stakeholder 
Team 

A~ 

~~ 

Resource 
Public Input Committees 

, 

Study Teams 

PAD, Study Plans, 
Relicensing Agreement, 

License Application 

10 



KT Relicensing Stakeholders 

Federal Agencies 
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians* 
NOAA Fisheries* 
Southeastern Power Administration 
US Army Corps of Engineers* 
US Fish and Wildlife Service* 

NCAgencies 
NC Department of Cultural Resources 

SC Municipalities & Agencies 
Anderson Regional Joint Water Supply 
City of Pickens 
City of Walhalla 
Greenville Water* 
Oconee County* 
Pickens County* 
Pickens County Water Authority* 
SC Department of Archives and History* 
SC Department of Health and Environmental Control* 
SC Department of Natural Resources* 

SC Department of Parks, Recreation and Tourism* 
Seneca Light and Water* 
Six Mile Rural Water District 
Town of Salem 

Others 
Advocates for Quality Development, Inc. * 
Anderson Chamber of Commerce, Water Resources 

Subcommittee* 
Crescent Resources 
Friends of Lake Keowee Society* 
Keowee Vineyards Property Owners Association* 
Kroeger Marine Construction 
Lake Hartwell Association 
SC Wildlife Federation* 
The Reserve at Lake Keowee* 
Trout Unlimited 
Upstate Forever* 
Warpath Development, Inc. * 

32 Total Organizations (not including Duke Energy) 
* Indicates organization eligible to sign a Relicensing Agreement 
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Trial Balloon 

• Draft proposal for the non-binding Agreement-in
Principle (AlP) 

• Aimed at balancing stakeholder interests 
- Project operations 

- Historic properties 

- Shoreline management 

- Recreation 

- Water supply and quality 

- Environmental resource management 

• Presented by Duke Energy in September 2012 

• AlP negotiations and modifications are on-going 

12 



Trial Balloon: Reservoir levels 

• Reservoir levels during non-drought, non
emergency periods 
- Jocassee: 1110 ft - 1096 ft 
- Keowee: 800 ft - 795 ft 

• Low Inflow Protocol (LIP) (aka drought response 
plan) 

• Minimum reservoir levels during LIP 
- Jocassee: 1080 ft (same as Existing License) 
- Keowee: 790 ft (higher than 775 ft in Existing License) 

• Hydro could go to 775 ft now, but would shutdown ONS 
• Allows downstream flow releases for longer periods during 

drought, but amount of flow releases are ratcheted down 
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Jocassee 
Local 

Datum 

ftAMSL 
(ft) 

1110 100 

1109 99 
1108 98 
1107 97 

1106 0 96 
95 1105 
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94 1104 +J 
(/") 
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92 
91 
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1101 
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IlO 
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1085 
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1080 
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QJ 
bO 
co ..... 
Vl .-t 
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Keowee 
Maximum Required 
Weekly Flow Release 

ftAMSL ac-ft 
800 
799 
798 

25,000 or 20,000 
797 
796 
795 
794 18,750 

793 15,000 

792 10,000 

791 
790 

LIP Stages: Reservoir 
Elevations and Flow 

Releases 
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Trial Balloon: New Operating 
Agreement 

• New Operating 
Agreement with the US 
Army Corps of Engineers 
& Southeastern Power 
Administration 
- Consistent with 

Relicensing Agreement 

r.'P'r.'I 
~ 

US Army Corps 
of Engineers ® 
Savannah District - . 

-~ - Recognize Lake Keowee . . . SouthEastern Power Administrotion 
minimum reservoir 
elevation of 790 ft AMSL 
instead of 775 ft AMSL 

- Recognize all six . 
reservoirs 
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Trial Balloon: Keowee Reservoir Level 
Model Results 

Historical and Modeled Lake Keowee Elevations 

= Q 

:c 792.7 ft AMSL = t 792 -~--------------------------------------------------------------~ 
a.. .. 
Q 

E: 
~ 
C'l 

~ 788 

786 • Historical period = actual lake levels from 1/1/1971 - 1/31/2012 
• Baseline and Trial Balloon scenarios advance hydrology from 1/1/1939-
12/31/2008 into future and grow water demands 

790.0 ft AMSL 

783.6 ft AMSL 
(11/28/1981) 
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Trial Balloon: Keowee Reservoir Level 
Model Results 

Historical Lake Keowee 5.7% "",\ 3.5 % 
Elevations \ 

(1/1/1971 - 1/31/2011) 

10.7% 

Modeled Lake Keowee 
Elevations- Baseline 11.0% 

(1/1/1939 - 12/31/2008) 

• 95.0 h & above 

• 93.0ft - 94.9 ft 

90.0 ft - 92.9 ft 

• Below 90.0 ft 

Modeled Lake Keowee 
0.0% Elevations - Trial Balloon 

(1/1/1939 - 12/31/2008) 

96.3% 

1.8%1 0 0% Modeled Lake Keowee 
6.2% . 0 

Elevations - Trial Balloon 

92.0% 

with Climate Change 
1/1939-12/31/2008) 
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Trial Balloon: Shoreline Management 

• Implement the Shoreline 
Management Plan (SMP) on 
9/1/2014 

• Review and update as 
necessary every 10 years 
during the New License term 

• Shoreline Management 
Guideline (SMG) changes 
- Existing residential pier owners 

must remove un-encapsulated 
foam within two years after 
New License issuance 

- Pier owners allowed to move 
further into the reservoir (i.e., 
"follow the water") during 
drought LIP Stages 2-4 
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Trial Balloon: Public Recreation 

• New Recreation Management Plan 
- New leases: Bootleg (18 ac), Licklog (46 ac), Dismal Ck (21 ac) to 

SCDNR (18 ac); expand Double Springs Campground to SCDPRT 
(2s ac); Fall Creek (iSS ac), Keowee Town (31 ac), Stamp Creek 
(24 ac), Cane Creek (3D ac) to Oconee County 

- Keowee-Toxaway State Park enhancements: Camping and non
motorized boating facilities at is-acre lake 

- Additional enhancements TBD 

• Community safe boating educational effort in the Project 
area 

• Oconee & Pickens Counties school programs on 
environmental stewardship and litter prevention 

• Semi-annual litter collection efforts on Project islands 
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Trial Balloon: Enhancement Funds 

• Habitat Enhancement 
Program (HEP) 

• Water Quality 
Enhancement Fund 

• Savannah River Water 
Resource Planning 

• $ Amounts TBD 
Island shoreline before (top) and 

after (bottom) enhancement efforts 
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Speaking Clearly about 790 ft 

• Duke Energy doesn't want lower lake 
levels 
- Hydro station efficiency is reduced 

- Water volume operating margin (but not 
nuclear safety) is reduced 

- Company doesn't benefit financially from 
lower lake levels 

- Lake management is more difficult 
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Speaking Clearly about 790 ft 

• So why spend millions at ONS to allow 
Keowee to go to 790 ft during severe 
drought? 
- Keep ONS running during future droughts 

- Allow for continued regional economic growth 

- Support downstream water needs longer in 
drought 

- Provide FERC and the USACE with a balanced, 
realist·c and sustainable solution for a New 
License and a New Operating Agreement 
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Speaking Clearly about 790 ft 

• La ke access 
- Duke Energy public boat ramps will be usable 

- Duke Energy and Stakeholder Team are evaluating 
options to minimize lake neighbor and lake user 
impacts 

• Following the water 

• Other potential options related to dock size, excavations 
and permitting processes 

• Additional operating scenarios 

• Additional boater education, markings, etc. 

- No change to which properties are / aren't 
waterfront 
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Speaking Clearly about 790 ft 

• Property values 
There is no proposed "new norm" for lake levels; 800 ft to 795 ft is still where we 
would be with normal water availability 
No one can guarantee specific lake levels in a rainfall dependent water system 
25-ft maximum drawdown is the real and present licensed floor 
Any individual property evaluations must consider ~ the relevant facts: 

• Negative 
- Lower lake levels possible during later stages of very severe, extended droughts 

• Positive 
- Levels below recent history should be rare (Modeling data points: below 793 ft 0.4% of time with 70-

yr hydrologic record, 1.8% of time with severe climate change scenario) 
- Higher lake levels should occur more frequently (Modeling data points: higher lake levels about 25% of 

the time with 70-yr hydrologic record and proposed new operation) 
- Lake level licensed floor would be 15 ft higher (Le., 10 ft v. 25 ft) 
- Keowee still very well positioned between Jocassee (30-ft licensed floor) and Hartwell (35-ft maximum 

drawdown) 
- Benefits of any other options??? 

Study performed by Clemson University for Draft Comprehensive Report should 
meet FERC and USACE process needs 
Since we're doing all we can within the scope of a potential New License to keep 
Keowee lake levels up, Duke Energy doesn't plan to do another study or provide 
compensation 
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Trial Balloon: Next Steps 

• Stakeholder Team 
Negotiations 
- Operating Scenarios 

- Study Results 

• Pencils Down on AlP: May 
2013 
- Public workshop in late

May 

• Non-binding AlP Signing: 
July 2013 

• Relicensing Agreement 
Signing: November 2013 
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Keowee-Toxaway Relicensing -
Upcoming Activities 

Stakeholder 
process begins 

2009 

J 

J 

Pre-Application 
Document & 

Notice of Intent 

Develop Study 
Plans 

2010 2011 2012 

Initial Study 
Report 

Agreement in 
Principle (AlP) 
Pencils Down 

Relicensing 
Agreement 

(11/29/2013) 

2013 

License 
Application 

(8/2014) 

2014 

Relicensing 
Agreement 

Pencils Down 

2015 

License expires 
(8/2016) 

2016 

Relicensing 
Agreement 

Signing 

D 

D 
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Keeping Informed 

• eNewsletter: register by emailing 

ktrelicensing@duke-energy.com 

• Stakeholder Team Open House on May 22 

• Relicensing website 

www.duke-energy.com/akes/keowee-toxaway
relicensing.asp 
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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Duke Land Conservation Proposal
Date: Wednesday, May 01, 2013 2:35:20 PM

NGO

From: Lineberger, Jeff 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 12:31 PM
To: Van Whitehead
Cc: Huff, Jennifer R
Subject: RE: Duke Land Conservation Proposal
 
If there was an opportunity put in the AIP for SCDNR or their designee to purchase the Nine Times
Tract at the end of the lease period, would that change your thinking on what you’ve written below
about Nine Times?
 

From: Van Whitehead [mailto:vwhitehead@upstateforever.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 11:05 AM
To: Huff, Jennifer R; Lineberger, Jeff
Subject: Duke Land Conservation Proposal
 
Dear Jen and Jeff,
 
Thank you for taking the time to brief me on Duke's position on land conservation
opportunities yesterday.
 
I want to provide you with a bit of feedback prior to your presentation tomorrow.
 
1)  Nine Times - We are certainly glad to know that Duke is interested in seeing that gem
protected.  However, we place great weight on knowing it is permanently protected.  We
already have $1M committed towards that goal (and purchase price of $3.5M).  We have an
application pending with the S.C. Conservation Bank which we hope will approve at least an
additional $1M this Spring. Therefore, the easiest path would be for Naturaland Trust to
move forward with the acquisition.  Duke could still play a critical role in the success of that
project by donating $1.5M to Naturaland Trust to complete the financing.
 
As to your questions from yesterday, the option may only be assigned to an "organization
that is authorized to acquire and hold conservation easements under the South Carolina
Conservation Easement Act of 1991" ... otherwise the assignment requires the permission of
Crescent.  It is my understanding now that the buyer and conservation use of that property
were significant considerations for Crescent.
 
2)  Parcel 5 - We appreciate the initiative and commitment that Duke has made is obtaining
an option on that tract.   As above, the permanent conservation of that tract is important.  We
would propose that in addition to leasing to DNR, Duke grant both: a) purchase option (5
years at 1/2 of appraised value at time of purchase) to DNR and Upstate Forever and b) a
right of first refusal for DNR and Upstate Forever.  Acquisition by DNR or Upstate Forever
would be limited to conservation uses for the property.
 
3)  Other Parcels - Finally, we would ask that similar options and rights of first refusal be
provided by Duke for the other parcels.  In addition to including Upstate Forever, the State

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
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parties to those may vary as between DNR and PRT.
 
I would have rather discussed these with you but I know you are in meetings today and I will
be unavailable this afternoon.  I'll look forward to continuing this conversation tomorrow.
 
Van
 
--
Van Whitehead
Deputy Director
Upstate Forever
 
507 Pettigru Street
Greenville, SC 29601
 
Phone: (864) 250-0500, ext. 31
Fax: (864) 250-0788

Upstate Forever's mission is promote sensible growth and protect special
places in the Upstate region of South Carolina.  Please join us!  To become a
member, visit http://join.upstateforever.org.  Thank you for your support!

http://join.upstateforever.org/


Jessen. Nancy S 

From: Huff, Jennifer R 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, April 25, 2013 11 :46 AM 
Jessen, Nancy S 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

FW: Presentation re: KTREL Today to SCWF 
scwf 201304 24.pdf 

Categories: action required 

NGO 

From: Huff, Jennifer R 
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 8:28 AM 
To: 'David Hargett' 
Cc: Wes Cooler; Ben Gregg; Donald Moorhead; Dan Scheffing; wmccabe48@aol.com 
Subject: RE: Presentation re: KTREL Today to SCWF 

Thanks for the opportunity to speak to the BOD and I'm glad to hear the BOD is supportive ofthe AlP. If at some point 
you'd like communicate to your members about the AlP and Relicensing Agreement, we'd be glad to help develop an 
article. 

I've attached a copy of the presentation. Please let me know if you have questions. 

Jen Huff 
Water Strategy & Hydro Licensing 
980.373.4392 

From: David Hargett [mailto:dhargett52@gmail.coml 
Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2013 8:09 PM 
To: Huff, Jennifer R 
Cc: Wes Cooler; Ben Gregg; Donald Moorhead; Dan Scheffing; wmccabe48@aol.com 
Subject: Re: Presentation re: KTREL Today to SCWF 

Jenn 
We really do appreciate you taking the time and making the trip to Columbia to present the KTREL project 
status to the Board of the SCWF today. You did an excellent job of summarizing the SCWF interest statement 
and where our interests fall relative to the commitments Duke is making. 
I'm sorry we did not have more time for discussion and questions afterward, but we did have some good follow
up discussion at the end of the board meeting, and are authorized to sign on when the time comes. 
As a long-standing board member, board-emeritus and advisor to SCWF, I thank you for Duke's support of 
SCWF over the years, and the opportunity to participate in the KTREL process. 
Very best regards, 
Dave 

From: Wes Cooler <wes.cooler@mac.com> 
Date: April 24, 2013 , 16:51 :24 EDT 
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To: Jenn Huff <jennifer.huff@duke-energy.com> 
Subject: SCWF 

Jenn, 

Thank you again for coming down to Columbia and making that most excellent presentation. 
My apologies for the abrupt conclusion by the Chair. Contingent on there being no major 
revisions of substance, I have been authorized to sign, which I will gladly do. 

Ben asked if I could get a copy of your slides from today that I could convert to a PDF and let 
him send to board members, as many were not there today. What say you? 

Wes Cooler 
Sent from my iPad 
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Keowee-Toxaway Hydroelectric Project 
Relicensing 

Keowee-Toxaway Hydro Project & the ("'> ~~GY. 

Savannah River Basin 

• 
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Today's Discussion 

• Background 

Savannah River Basin 

Duke Energy's lakes 

Rel icensing activities to-date 

Stakeholder process 

• Agreement-in-Principle 

- Focus on SCWF Interests 

• Upcoming Activities 

• Questions 

( ",) OUKE 
ENERGY. 

Duke Energy's Keowee-Toxaway Area ( ",) OUKE 
ENERGY. 
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Keowee-Toxaway Relicensing - ("') ~~GY. 
Completed Activities 

· June: Public Open House 

2009 · September: Stakeholder Team formed; electronic 
newsletter Initiated 

· October: Resource Committees formed 

· January - December. Developed draft study plans 

2010 · September: Draft Pre-Application Document (PAD) 
distributed 

• March: Notice of Intent and PAD med w ith the FERC 

· June: Site tours and FERC Scoplng Meeting 

2011 · August: Proposed Study Plan 

· September: Study Plan meetings 
" December: Revised Study Plan 

2012 · January: FERC Study Plan approval 
• September. Duke Energy Trial Balloon 

2013 · January: Initial Study Report 

· February: Initial Study Report Meeting & Summary 

s 

KT Relicensing Studies 

Fish Community Lake Keowee 
Assessment Water Quality 

National Register Model 

Eligibility Reservoir and 
Assessment Project Flow 

Recreation Use and Releases 

Needs Operations Model 

Shoreline Water Supply 
Management Plan Wetlands 
Mapping Update Avian 
Lake Jocassee and Botanical 
Lake Keowee 
Erosion Mammal 

Jocassee Forebay 
and Tailwater 
Dissolved Oxygen 

Keowee-Toxaway Project - Other ( "') DUKE 
ENERGY. 

Completed Activities 

2010 July: Recreation Management Plan for Existing 
License approved 

. December: draft Comprehensive Environmental, 

2011 Engineering, and Economic Analysis Impact Report 
for Revising the 1968 Operating Agreement for the 
Keowee-Toxaway Project 

. February: Interim Low Inflow Protocol 2012 Implemented 

• 

KT Relicensing Stakeholders ,( ",) DUKE 
ENERGY. 

Fed.,al AI/encl .. 
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians· 
NOAA Fisheries' 
Southeastern Power Administration 
US Army Corps of Engineers' 
US Fish and Wildlife Service" 

NCAI/encle. 
NC Department of Cultural Resources 

SC Department of Natura1 Re5ources· 
SC Department of Parks, Recreation and Tourism· 
Seneca Ught and Water· 
Six Mile Rural Water District 
Town of Salem 

Othe,. 
Advocates for Quality Development, loc_· 
Anderson Chamber of Commerce, Water 

Resources Subcommlttee* 
SC Munlclpal/lfes & AI/encle. Crescent Resources 
Anderson Regional Joint Water Supply Friends of lake Keowee Society" 
City of Pickens Keowee Vineyards Property Owners Association" 
City of Walhalla Kroeger Marine Construction 
Greenville Water" lake Hartwell Association 
Oconee County" SC Wildlife federation" 
Pickens County* The Reserve at lake Keowee* 
Pickens County Water Authority" Trout Unlimited 
SC Department of Archives and History- Upstate Forever-
SC Department of Health and Environmental Warpath Development, Inc, -

Control" 32 Total Organizations (not Including Duke Energy) 
• Indicates organization eligible to sign a Relicensing Agreement 



SCWF Interest: Land Protection 

• Laurel Preserve Tract (500 ac) 
- lease to SCDNR for New license 

term 
- Right of First Offer 
- Upstate Forever, SCDNR, Pickens 

County, SCWF 

• Nine Times Tract (1,648 ac) 
- $1 million to SCDNR/Upstate 

Forever 
- SCDNR, SCDPRT, Upstate Forever, 

Pickens County, SCWF, Oconee 
County 

• Oconee County Conservation 
Bank 
- $600,000 
- Oconee County, Upstate Forever, 

SCWF 

SCWF Interest: Recreational Access 

L d 
. 1 \ 

an protection measures .. 

• Keowee-Toxaway State 
Park enhancements 

• Sassafras Mountain 
- $500,000 

- Upstate Forever, SCDNR, 
Pickens County 

• Angler access 

• Wildlife viewing 

• Environmental 
stewardship & litter 
prevention 

(~~~GY. 

" 

SCWF Interest: Ecological integrity and (~~~GY. 

Water Quality 

• Habitat Enhancement 
Program 
- Habitat enhancement 
- Duke Energy: $1,100,000; 

lake Use Permits 

• Source Water Protection 
Program 
- Modeling, monitoring, 

remediation 
- Duke Energy: $1,100,000 

• SCDNR Tributary Streams 
Research 
- Duke Energy: $100,000 

ht.nd Iho~ before (top) and 
after ,bottom) enhInument eHoru 

I" 

Other Stakeholder Interests (~DUKE 
ENERGY. 

• Lake Keowee Reservoir Elevations 

- Low Inflow Protocol 

- Pier modifications, Follow the Water 

• Fish Entrainment __ ... ""s_-............... . r 

• Land protection: . ~:~~~ 
More, more, ._ r II ! 

.1 -_ more! 



Relicensing: Next Steps 

• Pencils Down on AlP: May 
15,2013 

• Non-binding AlP Signing: July 
2013 

• Relicensing Agreement 
Signing: November 2013 

• New Operating Agreement 
Request Filed: pt Qtr 2014 

• License Application Filed: 
August 2014 

(~~~GY. Keeping Informed 

.. 

( ") DUKE 
ENERGY. 

• Stakeholder Team representatives: 

Wes Cooler & Dave Hargett 

• eNewsletter: register by emailing 

ktrelicensing@duke-energy.com 

• Stakeholder Team Public Open House, 4-8 pm on 
May 22, Madren Center, Clemson 

• Relicensing website 

www.duke-energy.com/la kes/keowee-toxaway
relicensing.asp 



From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: [Bulk] Re: Duke - lake levels
Date: Thursday, May 09, 2013 11:53:05 AM

NGO
 

From: Lineberger, Jeff 
Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2013 11:32 AM
To: Chuck and Dee Smith; Huff, Jennifer R
Subject: RE: [Bulk] Re: Duke - lake levels
 
Thanks Chuck. This is a very clear and accurate response. Thank you for taking the time to do this.
 

From: Chuck and Dee Smith [mailto:chuckandee@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2013 5:40 PM
To: Lineberger, Jeff; Huff, Jennifer R
Subject: FW: [Bulk] Re: Duke - lake levels
 
Jeff and Jen,
 
          I wasn’t going to bother you guys with this, but since you’re in it now, here’s
what I told Mr. Wall just so you have a complete record of what’s been said to him. 
Trust you noted that he cc’d Doug Barker on his original email.  So I made it a point
to include Mr. B. in my reply – haven’t heard anything back from him.
 
Chuck
 
From: michaelwall8 [mailto:michaelwall8@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 06, 2013 6:35 PM
To: Chuck and Dee Smith
Cc: AQDI; Ben Turetzky; Doug Barker
Subject: [Bulk] Re: Duke - lake levels
 
Thanks very much. Your info goes far to alleviate my concern. I do hope to attend the May
22 meeting.
 
All we lakeside dwellers owe you and all the other folks who have been working with Duke a
very big thank you.
 
Mike Wall

Sent from my iPad

On May 6, 2013, at 5:36 PM, "Chuck and Dee Smith" <chuckandee@bellsouth.net> wrote:

Mr. Wall:
 
          Thank you for your message.  Your concerns are timely and
understandable.  The key here is that, yes, Duke will announce when
drought stages change, but it is not totally at their discretion.  A Low
Inflow Protocol (LIP) (a Drought Plan in simpler terms), which will be an
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integral element of the Relicensing Agreement being worked on by the
Stakeholder Team, ties each of Duke’s Keowee-Toxaway drought stages
to varying combinations of several “Drought Stage Triggers,” such as: (1)
The drought stage officially announced by the US Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) for their reservoirs in the Savannah River Basin,  (2)
Storage Indexes in the USACE and Duke reservoirs, (3) Twelve-week
average of the area-weighted US Drought Monitor for the Upper
Savannah River Basin, and (4) Streamflow based on a composite average
of three streamflow gauges in the area.  Not all “Drought Stage Triggers”
play in the determination of all drought stages; however, I think you will
see that these are all clear metrics that restrict Duke’s discretion.  Duke
cannot change their drought stage without meeting the “Drought Stage
Triggers” associated with the drought stage in question.
 
          I hope this information will alleviate your concerns.  If you are not
yet aware of it, the Stakeholder Team is hosting an open house on the
Agreement in Principle (precursor to the Relicensing Agreement among
all Stakeholders) at the Madren Center on May 22nd, 4:00pm to 8:00pm,
open to the public.  I would encourage you (and any of your concerned
friends and neighbors) to attend this open house – I think you will get a
lot of good information there, and be able to interact with the people
who have been working on this Relicensing Agreement for the past four
years.  Please feel free to contact me with any further concerns or
questions.
 
Best regards,
Chuck Smith
AQD Stakeholder
-------- Original Message --------
Subject:Duke - lake levels

Date:Mon, 6 May 2013 13:40:46 -0400
From:Michael Wall <michaelwall8@gmail.com>

To:Ben Turetzky <ben826@charter.net>, AQDI <aqdi@charter.net>
CC:Doug Barker <barker256@bellsouth.net>

 

Gentlemen,
 
It's my understanding that as the relicensing document now reads, 
it will be up to Duke to determine what drought stage the area is 
in for the purpose of determining minimum allowable lake levels.
 
I believe the front page headline in Sunday's Greenville News, 
"Duke Disputes Droughts End", amply demonstrates that you should 
resist the foregoing as strongly as possible and insist that 
determination of drought stages should be made only by the 
appropriate government sanctioned body, and not by Duke. 
Otherwise, it would be easy for Duke to manipulate the data to 
suit their own ends.
 
Forgive me if you are way ahead of me on this but I don't want to 
take the chance that Duke's statement was overlooked.
 
Mike Wall, 
 
Keowee Key
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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: 12% / 91.5
Date: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 8:24:37 AM

ngo

-----Original Message-----
From: Bruce, Ed
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 8:18 AM
To: Ben Turetzky
Cc: Huff, Jennifer R; Galleher, George A
Subject: RE: 12% / 91.5

Ben,

We have (updated through bathymetry surveys for Keowee and Jocassee)storage-elevation tables for
Keowee, Jocassee and Bad Creek.  Based on bottom elevations of 790 ft for Keowee, 1080 ft for
Jocassee and a 160 foot drawdown for Bad Creek, we can easily calculate the remaining usable storage
at any given instance.  Once the remaining usable storage drops to 25%, we declare Stage 4 (DCP still
in Level 3).  At that point, Lake Keowee is maintained above 791.5 ft while the other reservoirs
(Jocassee and Bad Creek) move lower as needed.  If the remaining usable storage declines below 12%,
then Lake Keowee could decline below 791.5 ft.  Recall that neither system has ever been lower than
about 19%.  Also recall from the modeling that future increased withdrawals do not necessarily make
things that much worse because it's still water removed from the system just like downstream releases. 
In other words, it has a similar effect.  

Call me if you have questions.

Ed.

Edward D. Bruce, P.E.
Senior Engineer

Duke Energy
526 South Church St.
Mail Code EC12Y
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006
704-382-5239 (Office)
704-607-3734 (Cell)

-----Original Message-----
From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 7:58 AM
To: Bruce, Ed
Subject: 12% / 91.5

Good morning. Exactly how will the 91.5 / 12% work? Will it be as follows: in stage 4 Jocassee and
Keowee will both be falling. Keowee will get to 91.5 and what will the % storage be? Please describe
the scenario(s).
Thanks
Ben

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Oconee County Council AIP Action
Date: Friday, June 28, 2013 3:11:58 PM

ngo
-----Original Message-----
From: Lineberger, Jeff
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 7:28 PM
To: 'ben826@charter.net'; Huff, Jennifer R; 'kkearns@kearnswest.com'
Subject: Re: Oconee County Council AIP Action

That's great news Ben. Thank you for the heads up and all the work you've done to help people
understand the AIP. The Oconee County folks clearly understand this decision.

----- Original Message -----
From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net]
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 07:22 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Huff, Jennifer R; Lineberger, Jeff; Ken Kearns <kkearns@kearnswest.com>
Subject: Oconee County Council AIP Action

The council received a very good summary from Art Holbrooks and voted unanimously for a 1
consensus.
Congratulations
Ben

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Discussion
Date: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 4:11:37 PM

ngo
 
From: Chuck and Dee Smith [mailto:chuckandee@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 5:56 PM
To: Huff, Jennifer R
Cc: 'JimSchoonover'; 'Ben Turetzky'; 'Ken Kearns '; Lineberger, Jeff; Jolley, Scott; Garrison, Brett A
Subject: RE: Discussion
 
Jen,
 
          Thanks.  The impression I had gotten from the brief discussion last
Wednesday was that negotiations were over and that comments would just be
included in a “Consultation Record” for FERC to see.  That just didn’t make any
sense after all the work we had all put into reaching acceptable consensus in
everything else that is going into the Relicensing Application package.  And, of
course, in the case of the Explanatory Statement, there is one particularly sensitive
item that bothered us especially if there would be no Consultation Record directly
related to it.  I now understand that all three documents are subject to further
modification, and that’s fine with me.  Let’s move on and I’ll try to be more helpful. 
But don’t forget I’ll be out of the country 2/21 – 3/20.
 
Thanks again for the clarification,
Chuck
 
From: Huff, Jennifer R [mailto:Jennifer.Huff@duke-energy.com] 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 3:50 PM
To: Chuck and Dee Smith
Cc: JimSchoonover; Ben Turetzky; Ken Kearns ; Lineberger, Jeff; Jolley, Scott; Garrison, Brett A
Subject: RE: Discussion
 
Chuck – I understand you and Ken have discussed the Explanatory Statement and the two of you
have an understanding as to how that will be finalized.  As for the RMP and SMP, we’re still doing
our internal reviews.  Our plan is to include both in the Draft License Application we submit to the
FERC at the end of March.  I hope you’ll be satisfied with the manner in which we’ve modified both
documents since you last saw them.  If, however, there are still issues you feel are unresolved or
inconsistent with the RA,  we do have some time to discuss them prior to the submittal of the Final
License Application.  We may also receive some comments from other agencies and the FERC that
will need to be addressed, so neither document should be considered final when you next see it in
the Draft License Application.
 
Please let me know if you have questions.
 
Jen Huff
Water Strategy & Hydro Licensing
980.373.4392

mailto:/O=DUKEENERGY/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JAR1434
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From: Chuck and Dee Smith [mailto:chuckandee@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Saturday, February 08, 2014 7:11 PM
To: Ken Kearns ; Huff, Jennifer R; Lineberger, Jeff
Cc: JimSchoonover; Ben Turetzky
Subject: Discussion
 
*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click
links from unknown senders or unexpected email. ***

          I was more than a little slow on the uptake last Wednesday (credit it to three
hours of rehearing what I’ve mostly heard before) when you told me how you plan
to handle the comments on the RMP, SMP w/appendices, and Explanatory
Statement.  If I understood you correctly, you’re saying there will be no further
discussion of the comments, you’ll just accept and incorporate in the final version for
FERC, or you’ll reject.  In any event, there will be a comment appendix (or whatever
you call it) so FERC can see what was commented upon and what was done about it
(or not done).
 
          I’m really concerned about this approach.  If you accept a comment and
incorporate it, I see no reason to tell FERC even that there ever was a comment.  It
is what it is.  If you reject a comment, I don’t see why we can’t meet and discuss it
and maybe arrive at some resolution satisfactory to all.  We’ve spent 4½ years
working to produce a set of documentation that is agreeable to ALL and that arrives
at FERC as such.  Why are we suddenly reverting to this old way?  If we’d had a
chance to see the three documents in question before the RA signing, we might
have been able to work all this out, but we didn’t.  Should we not at least try to
make these three documents reflect the agreed consensus of all in the same way
that we spent so much time doing on everything else?
 
Chuck

mailto:chuckandee@bellsouth.net


From: Huff, Jennifer R
To: Jessen, Nancy S
Subject: FW: Warpath Access Area
Date: Friday, May 02, 2014 3:00:29 PM

NGO
 

From: Ben Turetzky [mailto:ben826@charter.net] 
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2014 11:08 PM
To: Ken Kearns
Cc: Lineberger, Jeff; Huff, Jennifer R; Bob Swank
Subject: Warpath Access Area
 
*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click
links from unknown senders or unexpected email. ***

Existing Access Area Leases
– Extend existing access area leases for term of New License for
High Falls County Park, Mile Creek County Park, Warpath Marina
(with caveats), Devils Fork State Park, and South Cove County
 
Ken
The RA and AIP clearly state that the lease for Warpath would not be
extended unless they comply with the RMP which calls for completion
of all enmities by December 2015 (I think).
 
The statement in the Draft RA is incorrect in citing 5 extended leases
and by including Warpath without any mention of caveats.
 
Ben
 

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
protection is active.
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