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prlmarlly of traﬁsplantmg cdrdgrass Vegetatlon froni marsh area in the 1mmed1ate
, VlClIllty The SCDNR opposes transplanting plants from undisturbed natural marsh
.+ Thabitat, and r 16 'ds that all plantlngs cons1st ofahealthy, well establlsh d: ot
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mplemented in add1t1on to the: plantmg ‘Given the uncertamty of achrevmg the

ecified success criteria by relying on the success-of seeding, the SCDNR

; ,mmends that the denser planting regime (1.5-foot spacing)-be 1mp1emented The
!NR would not object to broadcast seeding in add1t1on to thrs to 1mprove the

lihood of success, however. : SRR . S

Section 10.6 Sal;ta,Water_;_Marfsh Restoration

4. 10.6.3 and 10.6. 4 pp. 10-15 and 10 16: (see comment 1 above)

Section 14 5 Salt Water Marsh Restoration Momtormg Plan

. 5. p.14-4: It is stated that the cr1ter1a for success will include “32: stems pet: quare
meter...(average number of stems per square meter as observed in the two reference
‘wetlands)...” Please:clarify what:constitutes a.‘stem’, sincea single plantican‘have -
numerous stems:: Counts ofindividual: Spantzna alternzﬂorag stems:along four: o
transects at two undisturbed marsh sites (approx. 1.5 m above MLEW)iin the:
Charleston’ Harbor area yielded mean stem densities ranging from:10:2:to 30:8::::
stems/.04 m* (or 255 to 770 stems/m? ).* These values are an order of magmtude
higher than those reported in the Workplan, but may s1mp1y reﬂect aidifferent’methiod

of countlng stems in the ﬁeld

6. p:.l14-6: The SCDNR recommends rewording the second paragraph as follows
“Should the Salt:Water Marsh-Contingency-Plan be: zmplemented»f icoordination-with
the Namand approval by the approprzate regulatory agenczes wzll be requzred Y

§ TRiN A

Appendlx A Pre—DeSIgn Confirmatlon Sampling and Analys1s Plan

7 Appendlx 3.1,p. 3- 1 It is stated that “Sample COPCS"analyzed w111 be PAHS, -«
eopper and lead.” Mercury should also be 1ncluded in the hst of analytes smce an

x¢! ppm) What 1s the precision and accuracy: of thistest;and'l haSv ltzbeen
1ndependently confirmed by anyone other than the manufacturer‘? 3) The




manufacturer’s “Trouble Shooting Guide™ 'suggests that there is ample room for error
in executing this test, ‘potentially resultmg in a false positive ora false negative. Will
the field ctew include personnel éxperienced in the conduct of this- test‘? 4) Exactly

- how will this test be-used to-determine the limits of excavatlon? It appears that there
are three’ poss1b1e test: results: PAHs present (at no spe01ﬁed concentratlon) PAHs
<1 ppm, and PAHs < 10-ppm.- If this test is intended to be used to determine the
extent of excavation necessary to achieve the selécted RGO, only those sediments
showing a result of <I ppm PAHs could be excluded from excavatlon Is this the
intent of the test? Please clarify this and the foregoing issues. :

We hope you find these comments helpful. If you have any questions,;pléase contact
Priscilla Wendt, the SCDNR project manager for this site, at 843-953-9305.

Siriccrel»y,
JSaredAr—
Robert E: Duncan
Environmental Programs Director

“cc: Mark Sladic, Tetra Tech NUS, Inc. -
Art Sanford, SOUTHNAVFAC
Rob Pope, USEPA Region 4
David Scaturo, SCDHEC
Don Hargrove, SCDHEC
Priscilla Wendt, SCDNR
Tom Dillon, NOAA
Diane Duncan, USFWS

*Wenner, E., D. Knott, and P. Wendt. 1997. Effects of Pipeline Const_ruction' on the
Vegetation and Macrofauna of Two South Carolina Salt Marshes. Wetlands 17:65-81.




