










































































































































































"water quality shall be maintained and protected," with no exception for economic or
social necessity.

The EPA implemented CWAs. 303's antidegradation mandates by requiring that states
"develop and adopt a statewide antidegradation policy and identify the methods for
implementing such policy..." State antidegradation policies must, at a minimum, be
equally protective of water quality standards as the federal antidegradation policy.
It is important to note that the primary responsibility for control of nonpoint source
pollutant like atmospheric deposition of mercury from power plants lies with the
individual states. Standards, induding a state's antidegradation policy, must be submitted
to the federal EPA for approval. If state proposed standards do not meet the minimum
federal guidelines then the state is given the opportunity to amend its WQS to meet
federal requirements. If the state fails to do so, the EPA is required to promulgate and
implement state WQS that do meet the minimum criteria. The EPA, therefore, must
ensure that all state controls on nonpoint sources ofwater pollutants are properly adopted
and implemented to meet the strict mandates of the CWA and preserve water quality.

Waterways in South Carolina are obviously suffering from a steady process of
degradation as evidenced by the increase in mercury fish advisories across the state. Each
of these tiered state waterways is, at the very least, subject to Tier I safeguards and their
existing and designated uses must be protected. For Tier II water bodies, the Federal
government must insure that Best Management Practices (BMPs) are employed for
nonpoint sources of pollution such as mercury emissions from coal-fired power plants.
Finally, as stated earlier, Tier III waterways must be protected from any type of water
quality degradation. '

By permitting a new source of mercury in a state that suffers from statewide mercury
impairment of its streams, lakes and rivers, the state is failing to live up to its obligation
to protect state waterways under the CWA's water quality standards provisions. Since
mercury pollution in water is largely from atmospheric deposition, and since the
overwhelmingly largest domestic source of mercury air emissions is coal-fired power
plants like the one proposed here, it is difficult to envision how the state can even
contemplate additional sources of mercury in the state,

South Carolina needs to reduce sources of mercury 110t add new ones.

A comprehensive report published by Environment Maine Research & Policy Center
determined:
"Effective technology already exists to substantially reduce mercury emissions fI-om
power plants using all major types of coal. Numerous full-·scale tests of activated carbon
injection (ACI), a control technology that has reduced mercury emissions from medical
and municipal waste incinerators by more than 90% since the mid-90s, have shown
similar success in reducing power plant mercury emissions. 13

Examples include Alabama Power's multiunit Gaston plant, which obtained up to 90%
reductions for a boiler burning bituminous coal; Sunflower Electric's Holcomb Station in
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Kansas, which reported reductions in excess of 90% on subbituminous coal; and Great
River Energy's Stanton Station in North Dakota, which reported up to 81 % control with
untreated carbon and up to 96% control with brominated carbon on a boiler burning
lignite coal.

Mercury control technology for power plants is commercially available today. Several
power plants have already agreed to install such technology to reduce mercury emissions.
For example, in August 2005, ADA-ES announced a contract to install ACI at a 790­
megawatt power plant being built in the Midwest that is expected to burn subbituminous
Powder River Basin coal. A few months earlier, in May, Rocky Mountain
Power agreed to install either ACI or a similar tedmology approved by Montana's
Department ofEnvironmental Quality for a new power plant, the Hardin Generating
Station. And in March, the San Juan Generating Station, a 1600-megawatt power plant
located in Farmington, New Mexico that emits hundreds of pounds of mercury per year,
agreed to install ACI and expects reductions ofup to 80%. Moreover, a power plant
under construction in Iowa is installing ACI to meet the terms of a state air pollution
permit, and one in Michigan has begun to install a multipollutant control that will use
sorbent injection to reduce mercury. 13

It is abundantly clear from substantial mercury reductions achieved in power plants,
medical and municipal waste incinerators that activated carbon injection is the best
available control for mercury. The complete and utter failure of the Draft Air Quality
permit to require the proven best available control technology for mercury makes the
draft air quality permit unacceptable and possibly illegal. It is reprehensible for the
proposed Santee Cooper power plant to make South Carolina's widespread mercury
problem even worse.

EPA's Clean Air Mercury Rule (CAMR) attempts to control mercury using a "cap and
trade" scheme, which allows facilities to trade mercury pollution credits with other less­
polluting power plants. Because EPA and SCDHEC set South Carolina's initial pollution
cap higher than current emission levels, the state's utilities stand to make millions in the
sale of those additional credits without installing mercury-specific controls. If the COUIt
strikes this down, SC utilities will be required to protect public health by installing
effective mercury controls. 5

SCDHEC notes that additional requirements are included in the CMiR rule as adopted
by South Carolina calling for studies to determine if there are "hot spots" for mercury
deposition and whether additional controls are needed to alleviate those. If those studies
show hot spots in the surrounding area of this proposed facility, the facility will be
required to evaluate the feasibility of installing additional controls. The Pee Dee site is in
the middle of a "Mercury Triangle" between Conway and Florence, where fish are so filll
of mercury that the state warns against eating a single bite of some species. Given the
location of the proposed Santee Cooper coal-fired power plant, SCDHEC must require
this evaluation of the feasibility of installing additional controls.
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Conclusion:

From the existing data and the location of fish consumption advisories, it is clear that
South Carolina is receiving the worst of the mercury pollution from our own coal-fired
power plants. There is a documented public health problem associated with
methylmercury and contamination from coal-fired power plants. There is documented
evidence of serious methylmercury contamination in our waters and in fish across the
state. It is documented that 90010 controls are available and affordable today.
With all ofthi5 evidence, the SCDHEC Bureau of Air Quality should require all coal­
fired power plants to reduce mercury by 90% as soon as possible with no trading or
banking of credits. Any permitting decision that results iri increased mercury emissions
means the Bureau of Air Quality fails to fulfill its mandate to protect the state's natural
resources and the health of the citizens of South Carolina.

In light of the current mercury toxicity of South Carolina children, fish and water bodies,
the SC Riverkeeper® programs respectfully request that the South Carolina Department
of Health and Environmental Control, Bureau of Air Quality deny the air permit for the
Santee Cooper proposed coal-fired power plant. We further request a moratorium on the
permitting of new coal-fired power plants and the expansion of existing ones without best
available control for mercury until mercury toxicity across the state of South Carolina
improves and there are no longer any fish too toxic to eat.

Thank: you for this opportunity to comment on the Santee Cooper proposed coal-fired
power plant.

Sincerely,

~m.
Christine Ellis
Waccamaw Riverkeeper®
1270 Atlantic Avenue
Conway, SC 29526
(:-\ ..\.3) 34Y-4007

Donna Lisenby
Catawba Riverkeeper®
42 J Minuet Ln. Stc 205
Charlotte, NC 28217
(704) 671.J-Y4Y..J

Frank Carl
Savannah Riverkeeper®
1226 River Ridge Rei
Augusta, GA 30909
(706) 36..J.-5253

'PI=R'~'
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South Carolina Farm Bureau Federation
PO Box 754 , Columbia, SC , 29202.0754
803.796.6700, Fax 803.936.4496
www.scfb.org

/YI1M lZ~l, ~

~/)f'tJA

January 23, 2008

The Honorable C. Earl Hunter, Commissioner
S. C. Dept. of Health and Environmental Control
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Commissioner Hunter:

i am writing you on behalf of farmer members of the South Carolina Farm Bureau Federation who
voted during the organization's annual meeting in December 2007 to support Santee Cooper's
proposed coal-fired generating plant in Florence County.

The basis for their support is the organization's belief that our nation is too dependent on foreign (and
especially petroleum) sources of energy. Coal is an abundant resource in the United States and with
new clean-burning technologies it can be used to fuel power generating facilities with what we believe
to be minimal effect on the environment.

The use of coal to produce electricity also decreases the demand for natural gas, a more finite and
higher value commodity. Natural gas is the primary feedstock for fertilizers used to keep American
agriculture in production. The depletion of these resources to generate power drives prices up and
creates undue financial hardships on South Carol.ina farmers.

The Farm Bureau resolution to support the Santee Cooper facility was sponsored by farmers in
Florence County who see the new electric plant as a means to reserve natural gas supplies, decrease
demand on neighboring electricity suppliers, and increase economic development opportunities in the
Pee Dee region, in addition to providing increased power while keeping the environment clean.

While the use of coal to generate electricity is an area of special interest of Farm Bureau, organization
members also support the further development of other non-petroleum based energy sources such as
nuclear, solar, gem:hermal, and hydroelectric.

As I am sure you are aware, the South Carolina Farm Bureau Federation is a non-profit organization
open to anyone who supports the work of family farmers, rural lifestyles, and environmental
stewardship. The organization has chapters in each of the state's 46 counties.

On behalf of our farmer members, we would appreciate anything you and the DHEC board can do to
keep the Florence County project on track.

~cere~ xS~
Ga~. Spires, Sr., Director
Government Relations Division

GMSsr/bss

cc: David Winkles, SCFB President



December 20, 2007

Mr. ,Joe Eller
Engineering Services Division
Bureau of Air Quality, DHEC
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Eller:

I understand that the Department of Health and Environmental Control is considering a
proposal from Santee Cooper to build a new clean coal power plant in Florence County
to meet South Carolina's growing need for electricity. I just want to make sure that we
help protect our country's energy security by using American resources. Using
American coal does that by reducing our dependence on foreign energy sources. That's
why I support Santee Cooper in their efforts to build a new clean coal technology power
plant in Florence County.

The important point here is that the company will build the plant using the best
available technology to produce clean energy. New coal-fueled power plants are more
energy efficient and they are clean - on average they are 80 percent cleaner than older
models and with advanced technology they are getting cleaner all the time.

Our state is growing so fast and that is putting an increasing demand on the power
plants we have. We have to add more power soon or we're going to face shortages and
maybe even brownouts. That's not good for consumers and it's sure not good for
business.

While our state should use a mix of energy sources, including renewables, to produce
power, clean, affordable coal needs to continue to play an important role. Please
approve this new clean coal power plant as soon as possible. We need to get moving to
get it built before we start having shortages of electricity.

Th:::mk you for your help.

Sincerely,

;:;~7 17 :t:-e-hyJ-€~

Ann Lempesis
1885 Beechwood Rd
Charleston, SC 29414



December 20, 2007

Mr. Joe Eller
Engineering Services Division
Bureau of Air Quality, DHEC
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Eller:

I understand that the Department of Health and Environmental Control is considering a
proposal from Santee Cooper to build a new clean coal power plant in Florence County
to meet South Carolina's growing need for electricity. I just want to make sure that we
help protect our country's energy security by using American resources. Using
American coal does that by reducing our dependence on foreign energy sources. That's
why I support Santee Cooper in their efforts to build a new clean coal technology power
plant in Florence County.

The important point here is that the company will build the plant using the best
available technolugy to produce clean energy. New coal-fueled power plants are more
energy efficient and they are clean - on average they are 80 percent cleaner than older
models and with advanced technology they are getting cleaner all the time.

Our state is growing so fast and that is putting an increasing demand on the power
plants we have. We have to add more power soon or we're going to face shortages and
maybe even brownouts. That's not good for consumers and it's sure not good for
business.

While our state should use a mix of energy sources, including renewables, to produce
power, clean, affordable coal needs to continue to play an important role. Please
approve this new clean coal power plant as soon as possible. We need to get moving to
get it built before we start having shortages of electricity.

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Debra Hammond
1873 Bowens Island Rd
Charleston, SC 29412



Wildlife Action, Inc.

National Headquarters

Fishing Division

February 18, 2008

Mr. Joe Eller

Engineering Services Division, Bureau of Air Quality

DHEC

2600 Bull Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Joe,

Todd Bryant

Sr. Vice President of
Fishing

I recently addressed the concern of mercury levels in our rivers at the Wildlife
Action National Board Meeting held on February 2, 2008 at Fork Retch Wildlife
Refuge on the banks of the Little Pee Dee River. Mercury is a coal plant
emission. It's also a poison that causes mental retardation in children, causes
cerebral palsy in newborns, and stunts brain development. The Great& Little Pee
Dee Rivers are designated as two of South Carolina's "scenic rivers."
Unfortunately, these rivers already possess the highest content of Mercury in all of
'our state's rivers. One of our main concerns is the proposed coal fired power
plant in the Kingsburg area of the Great Pee Dee River that will cause the high
Mercury content to increase even more.

We are warned not to eat fish today because of high mercury levels. Mercury
has a direct pathway from rain to fish in the environment. Therefore, mercury

PO Box 866 Mullins, SC 29574

843-464-8473

www.wildlifeaction.com

Our Slogan: "To Put Back More Than We Take"

Our Motto: "Local Folks Solving Local Problems"



Wildlife Action, Inc.

National Headquarters

Fishing Division
Todd Bryant

Sr. Vice President of
Fishing

levels falling in the Pee Dee region far exceed safe standards for Mercury surface
water. As citizens of South Carolina, we need to preserve our rivers from further
mercury contamination.

At Wildlife Action, we strive to protect the environment so future generations can
reap the benefits of this good earth. Therefore, Wildlife Action Resolution SC86-6­
(10) B requires us to be against additional mercury being produced which will
further bring devastation to the fishermen of South Carolina, our rivers, and its
resource. Please stop the plans for the proposed coal fired power plant so we
may all live a cleaner, healthier life.

Sincerely,

~¥-
Todd Bryant

SR. VP of Fishing, Wildlife Action, Inc.

CC: Bunny Beeson

Pam Creech

Frank Oliver

Sun News

David Wach

PO Box 866 Mullins, SC 29574

843-464-8473

www.wildlifCaction.com

Our Slogan: "To Put Back More Than We Take"

Our Motto: "Local Folks Solving Local Problems"



THE CITIZENS BANK
F"Jc;TOfFICE Box 605

PAMPUCO, SJLffi-l CARoUNA 29583

843493-2119

843493.Q244 FAX

April 16, 2008

Mr. Paul Aughtry
Mcmba at Large, Board Chair
SCDHEC
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Aughtry:
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We support the proposed Santee Cooper Pee Dee Energy Campus to be located off Old
River Road in the Pamplico area We understand that this 1200 megawatt coal-powered
facility will be equipped with the best available environmental protection technology and
will meet or exceed all environmental standards. In addition to meeting the growing need
lor electrical power by new homes, businesses, schools, and health care facilities
throughout South Carolina, this project will generate hWldreds of high-paying jobs and
strengthen the economy of the local area, the Pee Dee region and the state. We expect
our elcctric power company lQ keep the lights burning, keep power affordable, and
protect the environment. We believe that Santee-Cooper's Pee Dee Energy Campus will
help meet these expel,,;lalion~.

While we support cO£lliervation of energy and alternative sources of energy. we are
conv~ced that new sources of electricity are needed to prevent brownouts and other
serious iosses in service. We urge those oHiciahi with pennitting authority to allow the
Pee Dee Energy Campus project to proceed as quickly as possible.

Sincerely,

&fr:~//
Robcrt F. Duke.s. Jr.
Asst. Vice President

Ipmt
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Service Motor Company, Inc.
P.O. Box 38
160 Main Street
Pamplico, SC 29583
843-493-2022
FAX 843-493-0214

April 17, 2008

SC Dept. of Health and Environmental Control
Paul (80) Aughtry
2600 BuD Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Augbtry:
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\Ve support the proposed Santee Cooper Pee Dee Energy Campus to be located off Old
River Road in the Pamplico area. We understand that this 1200 megawatt eoal-powered
fadlit}· will be equipped with the best available environmental protection teebnology, and
"..mmeet or exceed all environmental standards. In addition to meeting the growing need
for electrical power by new homes, businesses, schools and health care facilities throughout
South Caro1in~ this projeet will generate bundreds of high-paying jobs and strengthen the
economy of the local area, the Pee Dee region and the state. We expect our electric power
company to keep the lights burning, keep power affordable, and protect the environment.
We believe that Santee Cooper's Pee Dee Energy Campus will help meet these expectations.

While we support conservation of energy and alternative !ounes of energy, we are
convinced that new sources of electricity are needed to prevent browD""Outs and other
serious losses in sen·ice. We urge those officiab with pennftting authority to allow the Pee
Dee Energy Campus project to proceed as quiddy possible.

Sincerely,

Hugh Calcutt, President
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MARSH LUMBER COMPANY
_____MANUFACTURERS ...

119 E. SIXTH AVENUE P.O. BOX 247

PHONE (843) 493-5111

FAX (843) 493-1994

April I?, 2008

Mr. Paul Aughtry
DHEC
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, S.c. 29201

Dear Mr. Aughtry:
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We support the proposed Santee Cooper Pee Dee Energy Campllii to be located off Old
River Road in the Pamplico area. We understand that this 1200 megawatt coal-powered
facility will be equipped \-"ith the best available environmental protection teclmology and
v,rill meet or exceed all environmental standards. In addition to meeting the growing need
for electrical power by new homes, businesses, schools and health care facilities
throughout South Carolina, this project will generate hundreds of high-paying jobs and
strengthen the economy of the local area, the Pee Dee region and the state. We expect
OUT electric power company to keep the lights bwning, keep power affordable, and
prolect the environment. We believe that Santee-Cooper's Pee Dec Energy Campus will
help meet these expectations.

"While we support conservation of energy and alternative sources of energy, we are
convinced that new sources of electricity are needed to prevent brownouts and other
scri~')u'i losses in service. W(; urge th05c otlicials wiih pennitting authority to allow the
Pee Dee Energy Campus project to proceed as quickly as possible.

Sincerely,

~.9·~
Cynthia 1. Weatherford
Administrative Service Manager

/cjw
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-'II B&C FUEL COMPANY, INC.
70" Post OffIce Box 127'I Pamplico, South Carolina 29583-0127

APRIL t 8, 2008

MR.. PAUL (Bo) AUGHTRY
2600 BULL ST.
COLUMBIA, Se 29201

DEAR MR.. AUGHTRv:

n~3 APR 2l ~M 10: I9

WE SUPPORT THE PROPOSED SANTEE COOPER PEE DEE
ENERGY CAMPUS TO BE LOCATED OFF OLD RIvER RoAD IN
THE PAMPUCO AREA. WE UNDERSTAND ntAT ntIS 1200
MEGAWATT COAlJoPOWERED FACIUIY WILL BE EQUIPPED WITH
THE BEST AVAILABLE: ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
TECHNOLOGY AND WILL MEE:T OR EXCEED ALl..
ENVlRONMENrAL STANDARDS. IN ADDmON TO MEEI ING THE
GROWING NEED FOR ELECTRICAL POWER BY NEW HOMES,
BUSINESSES, SCHOOLS, AND HEALTH CARE FACnsrJES
THROUGHOur SOUI"H CAROUNA, THIS PRO..IECT WIlL
GENERATE: HUNDREDS OF HIGI+PAYlNG JOIIS AND
STRENGTHEN THE ECONOMY OF THE LOCAL AREA, THE PEE
DEE REGION AND THE STATE. WE EXPECT OUR ELECTRIC
POWER COMPANY TO KEEP THE UGHTSBURNI~KEEP
POWER AFFORDABLE, AND PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT. WE
BEUEVE THAT SANTEEtCOOPER'S PEE DEE ENERGY CAMPUS

WILL HELP MEET THEBE EXPECTATIONS.

WHILE WE SUPPORT CONSERVATION OF ENERGY AND
ALTERNATIVE SOURCES OF ENERGY, WE ARE CONVINCED
THAT NEW SOURCES OF ELECTRICITY ARE NEEDED TO
PREVENT BROWNOurs AND OTHER SERIOUS LOSSES IN
SERVICE. WE URGE THOSE OFFICIALS WITH PERMrrI1NG
AUTHORITY TO ALLOW THE PEE DEE ENERGY CAMpuS
PROJECT TO PROCEED AS QUICKLY AS POSSIBLE.

SINCERE!--Y~

~~
ROBERT H. BOSTICK
PRESIDENT .. B Be C FuEL CO, INC.
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April 18, 2008

Paul Aughtry
SC Dept. ofHea1th and Environmental Control
2600 Bull Street
Columbia. SC 29201

Dear Mr. Aughtry:

We support the proposed Santee Cooper Pee Dee Energy Campus to be located otfOld
River Road in the Pamplico area. We understand that this 1200 megawatt coal·powered
facility will be equipped loVith tbe best available enviromnentaJ protection technology and
will meet or exceed all environmental standards. In addition to meeting the growing need
for electrical power by new homes, busin~ schoob. and beaJth care filcilities
throughout South Carolina, this project will generate hundreds of high.paying jobs and
strengthen the economy ofthe local area., the Pee Dee region and the state. We expect
our electric power company to keep the lights burning. keep power affordable, and
protect the environment. We believe that SaJItee.Cooper's Pee Dee Energy Campus will
help meet these expectations.

While we support conservation ofenergy and alternative sources ofenergy, we are
convinced that new sources ofelectricity are needed to prevent brownouts and other
serious losses in service. We urge those officials with pennitting authority to allow the
Pee Dee Energy Campus project to proceed as quicldy as PQuible..

Sincerely,

~~~
Tom Kemp
President




