
Comparing “optimum” scenarios
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Comparing “optimum” scenarios
Lower Saluda River
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• It is the responsibility of the DNR to provide 
•recommendations to allocate water supply.

•When tasked with making long-term recommendations,
we are going  to use the longest period of record that we can.

•One concern we have with the proposed 1-foot trigger is the 
frequency in which downstream flows would be reduced. 
With the original DNR flow scenario (700,1000,1300), the 
proposed LIP with a 1-foot trigger will result in implementing 
a reduced LIP flow  in 20 of the last 68. A 2-foot trigger 
results in a flow reduction in 12 of the past 68 years . 

Summary::



•With the proposed striped bass flows, the LIP with a 
1-foot trigger will result in implementing a reduced LIP 
flow  in 17 of the last 28 years.  A 2-foot trigger results 
in a flow reduction in 10 of 28 years . 

•We conclude that using a 2-foot trigger will have 
minimal impacts on lake levels compared to a 1-foot 
trigger. Based on the 7 years of data that Scott 
presented, with the exception of 2000 and 2008, the 
predicted lake elevations rarely went  below the 356 
elevation during the summer months. They only went 
significantly below 354 in one of those years (2008). 

Summary –cont.



•We believe that the amount of water allocated 
to the lake is proportionally larger than the 
amount allocated to the river when compared to 
optimum levels. The proposed guide curve will  
significantly benefit both biological and 
recreational resources on Lake Murray over the 
baseline. We also believe that the proposed 
instream flows will benefit biological and 
recreational resources on the Lower Saluda River, 
but  that the proposed 1-foot trigger  will  greatly 
reduce the benefits of  flows that have already 
been significantly compromised from optimum.    

Summary –cont.



•We recommend that SCE&G implement the proposed 
flow regime  with an LIP using a 2-foot trigger. We would 
agree to including language in the license that would 
provide for an adaptive management approach. 

Summary –cont.


