


















































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
October 23, 2008 
 
 
Colonel Byron G. Jorns 
Commander Mobile District 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 2288 
Mobile, Al. 36628-0001 
 
RE: Request by Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) to reduce flow from Lake 
Lanier for water quality from 750 cfs to 650 cfs this winter 
 
Dear Colonel Jorns: 
 
We wholeheartedly support EPD’s request to reduce the releases from Lake Lanier this winter to 
meet the reduced flow target at Peachtree Creek of 650 cfs.  We believe that during this 
prolonged drought we must all do whatever we can to preserve storage in Lake Lanier.  Our 
citizens along with all the others in unincorporated Gwinnett County are doing our part by 
supporting the state’s watering restrictions and other water conservation efforts.   
 
Please grant EPD’s request for the reduced releases from Lake Lanier.  Drinking water for our 
citizens is supplied by the Gwinnett County Water System.  This water system has its intakes 
directly in Lake Lanier.  It is very important that the lake water elevation does not recede such 
that the county has to lower its raw water intake at a substantial cost to all the customers of the 
Gwinnett Water System. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Lois D. Salter 
Mayor, City of Berkeley Lake 
President, Gwinnett Municipal Asssociation  
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Northcutt, Heather P SAM

From: Dan Tonsmeire [dan@apalachicolariverkeeper.org]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2008 4:32 PM
To: CESAM-PD-EA SAM
Cc: 'sally bethea'; dmclain850@aol.com; smithlaw@mindspring.com; 'Chadwick Taylor'; 

leitman@tds.net
Subject: Comments on Request to reduce releases from Lake Lanier

Mobile District

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

 

Please accept these comments as a follow up to previous questions on the similar request 
made earlier this year.

 

1)      How would this decrease in flows affect flows in the Apalachicola River and Bay

2)      How would these decrease in flows affect reservoir elevations at W.F. George and 
West Point reservoirs, which help augment flows to the Apalachicola?  

3)      What additional actions is Georgia taking to “share the pain” in this situation 
such as increased conservation efforts, please provide reports and/or documentation of 
these actions?

4)      What actions is Georgia taking to avoid our getting into this emergency situation 
on a regular basis?  If we are having these problems at the current level of consumption 
it only seems logical that as we increase consumption such problems will occur more often.

5)      How does the management action comply with the Court ruling that the Corps must 
have Congressional authorization to provide for water supply?

 

While the current releases from Lake Lanier are not intended to support flows to the 
Apalachicola, it is not apparent that this management action is being considered in the 
context of the downstream users.  The efforts of the water users in the drainage basin 
which contributes flow to Lake Lanier should have a requirement to demonstrate their uses 
are not impacting the Corps ability to meet it authorized purposes.  This would seem to be
a requirement of the request to keep water in Lake Lanier at the expense of downstream 
users.

 

These measures appear to be less and less of a temporary action and indicate the Corps 
should view these measures as an effort to institute further piecemeal changes to the 
operations without adequate consideration of downstream users and prior commitments the 
Corps has to meet authorized purposes.  Please explain your consideration of these issues 
in the development of your final action.

 

Thanks you the opportunity to comment.

 

Dan Tonsmeire
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Dan Tonsmeire, Riverkeeper

Dan@ApalachicolaRiverkeeper.org

Office: (850) 653-8936

Fax: (850) 653-1718

 

Apalachicola Riverkeeper

23 Avenue D

Apalachicola FL 32320

www.ApalachicolaRiverkeeper.org
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Zettle, Brian A SAM

From: Janet_Mizzi@fws.gov
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2008 8:43 AM
To: Zettle, Brian A SAM; Jerry_Ziewitz@fws.gov
Cc: Sandy_Tucker@fws.gov; Gail_Carmody@fws.gov
Subject: Re: Fw:  Water Quantity Analysis of Lowering Chattahoochee at Peachtree Minimum Flow 

Requirement Nov08-Arp09

Attachments: PeachtreeFlowReduction Nov08-Apr09.ppt

PeachtreeFlowRedu
ction Nov08-A...

Mr. Zettle, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the information you provided 
below concerning the proposed reduction in flows out of Lake Lanier and the projected 
effects in water flows and we concur with your determination that implementation of the 
recommended plan may effect, but is not likely to adversely affect, listed species in the 
Apalachicola River and will not result in the adverse modification or destruction of 
designated critical
habitat. This concludes section 7 consultation in accordance with the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, as amended.  Please contact Jerry Ziewitz at extension 223 if you have any 
questions concerning this response.   

Janet Mizzi
Deputy Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Panama City, FL Field Office
1601 Balboa Ave.
Panama City, FL 32405
Ph: 850 769-0552 ext. 247
Fax: 850 763-2177

EXTINCTION IS FOREVER 

Jerry Ziewitz/R4/FWS/DOI 

11/12/2008 04:14 PM To
Janet Mizzi/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
cc
Sandy Tucker/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
Subject
Fw:  Water Quantity Analysis of Lowering Chattahoochee at Peachtree Minimum Flow 
Requirement Nov08-Arp09

Janet, 

The Corps has requested an expedited response to this NLAA determination for a proposed 
change in ACF operations.  GA has requested the Corps to reduce flows by 100 cfs out of 
Lake Lanier during the winter to conserve storage (maintain a min flow of 650 instead of 
750 in Atlanta).  This is not a change in the operations (the RIOP) that we've consulted 
upon already, which describe releases from Woodruff Dam, but this change could affect the 
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amount the water available to Woodruff Dam.  However, their analysis shows no change in 
releases from Woodruff with or without this proposal, which is a reasonable finding given 
the current hydrology and the relatively small operational change in the upper basin.  
Beginning next summer with a higher elevation in Lake Lanier could conceivably benefit 
listed species if Lanier storage is needed to support minimum flows from Woodruff later in
2009.  They want to implement this action, which they did last winter also, very soon, 
possibly Friday this week. 

Therefore, I recommend a prompt reply to the message below from Brian Zettle saying we 
concur with their NLAA determination. 

Jerry Ziewitz
USFWS
1601 Balboa Ave.
Panama City, FL  32405
(850)769-0552x223 
----- Forwarded by Jerry Ziewitz/R4/FWS/DOI on 11/12/2008 03:45 PM ----- 

"Zettle, Brian A SAM" <Brian.A.Zettle@usace.army.mil> 

11/12/2008 03:32 PM To
<JERRY_ZIEWITZ@FWS.GOV>, <GAIL_CARMODY@FWS.GOV> 
cc
Subject
FW:  Water Quantity Analysis of Lowering Chattahoochee at Peachtree Minimum Flow 
Requirement Nov08-Arp09

Jerry,

As we discussed earlier, here are the modeling results James completed
regarding downstream impacts associated with the recent EPD request to
temporarily reduce the minimum water quality flow in the Chattahoochee River
at Peachtree Creek from 750 cfs to 650 cfs.  Due to the potential for very
minor, but measurable reductions in flow in the Apalachicola River, we have
determined that implementation of the recommended plan may effect, but is not
likely to adversely affect, listed species in the Apalachicola River and will
not result in the adverse modification or destruction of designated critical
habitat.  Only minor differences in Apalachicola River flows are expected to
occur as compared to the No Action alternative.  Implementation of the
recommended plan will not result in an inability to operate Jim Woodruff Dam
according to the RIOP provisions agreed to in Formal Section 7 Consultation
with the USFWS.  Could you please review the attachment and reply regarding
USFWS concurrence or questions with our determination?  Thanks.  

Brian Zettle
Biologist
US Army Corps of Engineers
(251) 690-2115

-----Original Message-----
From: Hathorn, James E Jr SAM 
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2008 2:47 PM
To: Zettle, Brian A SAM
Cc: Eubanks, Michael J SAM; Ashley, Jonathan A SAM; Houston, Amber M SAM;
Smith, Christopher T SAD; Mauldin, Gary V SAD; Harvey, Randall B SAM; Taylor,
Peter F SAM
Subject: Water Quantity Analysis of Lowering Chattahoochee at Peachtree
Minimum Flow Requirement Nov08-Arp09
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Hey Brian,

I have attached a powerpoint file that summarizes our water quantity analysis
of lowering the Peachtree Creek minimum flow requirement.  Our results differ
from GA EPD, because their modeling assumed a reduction beginning October 16,
2008.  The COE modeling assumes a reduction beginning November 10, 2008.
However, we both demonstrate a moderate increase in Lanier's storage if we
implement the reduction.  We decided to use 3 hydrologic conditions; 7q10
from GA EPD, the 1988-1989 hydrology and the 10th Percentile.  Current
conditions are very dry and the most recent forecast predicts a normal to
below normal winter. These 3 hydrologic conditions capture the range of
severe dry conditions to below normal conditions. As a results, the modeling
captures the worst case of downstream impacts and the maximum benefit to Lake
Lanier storage. 

Slides 3-5 summarizes the impacts

Please call me if you have any questions or additional data need.

James E. Hathorn, Jr.
Hydrology and Hydraulics Branch
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile
Office (251) 690-2735
Cell (251) 509-5368
Fax (251) 694-4058
james.e.hathorn.jr@sam.usace.army.mil 




