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Incoming letter dated December 23, 2010
Dear Mr. Currie:

This is in response to your letters dated December 23, 2010, January 20, 2011,
and January 28, 2011 concerning the shareholder proposal submitted to SCANA by
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. We also have received letters on the proponent’s behalf
dated January 11, 2011, January 25, 2011, and January 31, 2011. Our response is
attached to the enclosed photocopy of your correspondence. By doing this, we avoid
having to recite or summarize the facts set forth in the correspondence. Copies of all of
the correspondence also will be provided to the proponent.

In connection with this matter, your attention is directed to the enclosure, which
sets forth a brief discussion of the Division’s informal procedures regarding shareholder
proposals.

Sincerely,

Gregory S. Belliston
Special Counsel

Enclosures
cc: Sanford Lewis
P.O.Box 231

Ambherst, MA 01004-0231



February 22, 2011

Respense of the Office of Chief Counsel
. Division of Corporation Finance

Re:  SCANA Corporation
Incoming letter dated December 23, 2010

“The proposal request that the board issue a sustainability report describing its
short and long term responses to environmental, social and governance related issues.

There appears to be some basis for your view that SCANA may exclude the
proposal under rule 14a-8(f). We niote that the proponent appears not to have responded
to SCANA’s request for documentary support indicating that the proponent has satisfied
the minimum ownership requirement for the one-year period required by rule 142-8(b).
We also note that Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. authorized email communication by
including email addresses in its November 18, 2010 letter to SCANA and that SCANA
has verified that its request for documentary support was received by the mail server of
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. Accordingly, we will not recommend enforcement
action to the Commission if SCANA omits the proposal from its proxy materials in
reliance on rules 14a-8(b) and 14a-8(f)..

Sineerely,

Eric Envall
Attorney-Adviser
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DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

. The waswn of Corporaixon Finance believes that its responsibility with respect to
matters arising under Rule 142-8 [17 CFR 240. 14a-8}, as with other matters under the proxy
rules, is to-aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions

" and to determine, initially, whether or not it may be appropriate ina particular matter to
recommend enforcement action to the Commission. In connection with a shareholder proposal

under Rule 14a-8, the Division’s staff considers the information furnished to it by the Company
in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Company’s proxy materials, as well
as any information ﬁxmi'shed by the proponent or the pmponent’s»represemaﬁve.

Although Rule 142-8(k) does not require any oommmnmons from shareholders to the
Commission’s staff, the staff will always consider information concerning alleged violations of
the statutes administered by the Commission, including argument as to whether or not activities

proposed to be taken would be violative of the statute or rule involved. The receipt by the staff
of such information, however, should not be construed as changing the staff’s informal
procedures and proxy review into a formal or adversary procedure '

It is important 10 note that the staff’s and Commzss:on s no-action responses to

\ . Rule 142-8(j) submissions reflect only informal views. The determinafions reached in these no-

action letters do not and eannot adjudicate the merits of a company’s position with respect to the
proposal. Onlya court such as a U.S. District Court can decide whether a company is obligated

" to include shareholder proposals in its proxy materials. Accordingly a discretionary
-detenmination notto recommend or take Commission enforcement action, does not preclude a

proponent, or any shareholder of a compaty, from pursuing any rights he or she may have against
the company in court, should the management omit the proposal from the company’s proxy
material.
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SANFORD J. LEWIS, ATTORNEY

Janmuary 31, 2011

Via email

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.8. Securities and Exchange Commission

100 F Street, NE.

Washington, D.C. 20549
‘Re: Shareholder Proposal to SCANA Corporation Seeking a Sustainability Report submitted by
Milter/Howard Investments on behalf f Hamada Trost

Ladxes and Gentlemen:

1 am writing to respond to the second supplemental letter sent to the Securities and Exchange
Commission on Janvary 28, 2010 by John W. Currie of McNair Attorneys on behalf of SCANA Corp.,
regarding the no action request seeking exclusion of the above-referenced shareholder proposal requesting
a sustainability report. In the second supplemental letter, the company asserts that the December 7
ownership verification letter was effectively received by the Proponent because the South Carolina
uniform electronic tfansactions act provides that once an e-mail is received by an e-mail system, thee-
mail is considered “received” under South Carolina law, regardless of whether it is caught in a spam
catcher system. Under SEC rules, which establish a uniform framework for the no action letter process,
the question of notification is a matter of the agency’s interpretation of notification under Rule 14a-3(H)
—an SEC matter, not a'state law miatter.

In contrastto South Carolina, New York State, where the letter was sent, has not adopted the uniform
electronic transactions act, and as far as we are aware, the state requires actual receipt of an e-mail before
it is considered received by an individual. In terms of establishing an SEC precedent applicable to fio:
action letters, it seems important for this casé to bé decided for the Proponent. In light of the burden of
proof on the Company to establish notification of an individual under SEC rules, and nonburdensomeness
of a requirement to follow modest procedures to ensore that an e-mail has been received, we urge that the
Staff to conclude that the company had failed to meet its burden of ensuring notification via its December
7 letter. In the absence of such conclusion, the Staff would actually be shifting the burden to-Proponents
to ensure that companies are not burying notifications in spamcatcher systems. Indeed, the effect of
ruling in favor of the Company in this matter would be to-discourage registrants from following proper
procedures to ensure that e-mail is received, since concealing a notification in a spam catching system
could actually be the optimal result for 2 Company. It would allow them to be able to assert that they
provided notice, Without actually giving the Proponent the practical opportunity to respond.

Accordingly, we request that the Staff instruct the company itis unable to concur with the company’s
request to exclude the proposal based on asserted deficiencies in ownership documentation. Please call
me at (413) 549-7333 with respect to any questions in connection with this matter, or if the Staff wishes
any further information, ,

A omey at Law
ce: gchampion@scana.com
jeurrie@menair.net

PO Box 231 Amherst, MA 01004-0231 + sanfordlewis@gmail.com
413 549-7333 ph. - 781 207-7895 fax
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Janmary 28, 2011

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re:  SCANA Corporation
December 23, 2010 No-Action Letter Request
Re Shareholder Proposal by Millet/Howard Investments, Inc.
Securities Exchange Act of 1934—Rule 14a-8

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We are counsel o SCANA Corporation, a South Carolina corporation
(the “Company™) (SEC File No. 1-8809). By a letter dated December 23, 2010,
we notified you on behalf of the Company of the Company s intent to exclude a
shareholder proposal (the “Proposal”) and the statement in support thereof (the
“Supporting Statement”) submitted by Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
(“Miller/Howard™) from the proxy materials (the “Proxy Materials™) to be
distributed by the Company in connection with its 2011 annual meeting of
shareholders (the “2011 Meeting”) because Miller/Howard failed to provide the
requisite proof of share ownership in response to the Company’s proper request
for such proof. In that letter, we further requested on behalf of the Company
that the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance (the © ") of the
Securities and Exchange Commission (the “Commission”) concur with the
Company’s view that, for the reasons stated in that letter, the Proposal and the
Supporting Statement may properly be excluded from the Proxy Materials for
the 2011 Meeting.

On January 11, 2011, the Company received by e-mail a copy of a letter
dated January 11, 2011 to the Office of Chief Counsel from Sanford J. Lewis,
counsel to Miller/Howard, asserting that the Company had not given
Miller/Howard timely notice pursuant to Rule 14a-8(f) under the Securities
Exchange of 1934, as amended (the “Exchange Act™), of its failure to provide
the requisite proof of owneiship and thus should not be permitted to exclude the
Proposal based on asserted deficiencies in ownership documentation.

On January 21, 2011, we responded on behalf of the Company to Mr.
Lewis’s letter, stating that the Company’s internal records indicated that an
e-mail message from the Company’s Associate General Counsel Gina -
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Champion transmitting a letter re:qmstmg roof nf Miller/Howard’s share ownership was
delivered on December 7, 2010, which was the 14 day following the Company’s receipt of the
Proposal, to the e-mail server for the address furnished by Miller/Howard in its letter
transmitting the Proposal, and that the Company had therefore complied with Rule 14a-8(f).

On January 25, 2011, we received via e-mail a second letter from Mr. Lewis on behalf of
_ Millex/Howard, a copy of which accompanies this letter as Exhibit 1, acknowledging that Ms.
Champion’s December 7, 2010 e-mail message had indeed been received by Miller/Howard’s
e-mail server but had been caught in Miller/Howard’s spam-catching software. The letter
contained an affidavit of Owen Harvey, Miller/Howard’s system administrator, to the effect that
the December 7 message was detained pending a response from Ms. Champion to a “challenge”
e-mail sent by Miller/Haward’s e-mail server to Ms. Champion’s ¢-mail address because Ms.
Champion’s address was not recognized by Miller/Howard’s server, with the result that Ms.
Champion’s December e-mail message was never delivered to its intended recipients.

As a South Carolina corporation whose headquarters are located in South Carolina, the
Company is subject to the South Carolina Uniform Electronic Transactions Act (the
“SCUETA™). Section 26-6-150(A) of the SCUETA, a copy of which accompanies this letter as
Exhibit 2, provides that unless otherwise agreed between the sender and the recxplent, an
electronic record is sent when it:

(1)  is addressed properly or otherwise directed properly to an information
- processmg system that the recipient has designated or uses for the purpose
of receiving electronic records or information of the type sent and from -
which the recipient is able to retrieve the electronic record;

(2)  isina form capable of being processed by that system; and

(3)  enters an information processing system outside the control of the sender
orofa person that sent the electronic record on behalf of the sender or
enters a region of the information processing system designated or used by
the recipient and under the control of the recipient.

In Statement 4 of his affidavit accompanying Mr. Lewis’s January 25 letter, Owen
Harvey admitted that Ms. Champion’s e-mail message entered Miller/Howard’s
information processing system on December 7, 2010, was addressed to
luan@mbinvest.com and patricia@mhinvest.com, and was processed by Miller/Howard’s
e-mail server. Because the Corapany never agreed that the SCUETA would not apply to
its e-mail communications with Miller/Howard, Ms. Champion’s e-mail message
requesting proof of Mﬁierfﬁoward’s share ownership was sent to Miller/Howard on
December 7, 2010, the 14™ day following the Company’s receipt of the Proposal
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Section 26-6-150(B) of the SCUETA provides that, unless otherwise agreed
between a sender and the recipient, an electronic record is received when it:

(1) - entersan information processing system that the recipient has designated
ot uses for the purpose of receiving electronic records or information of
the type sent and from which the recipient is.able to retrieve the electronic

2y isinaform capable of being processed by that system.

Section 26-6-150(C) provides that an electronic record is received if if satisfies
the conditions of Section 26-6-150(B) even if an individual is not aware of its receipt, and
Section 26-6-150(F) provides that receipt of an electronic acknowledgment from an
information processing system establishes that a record was received but is not sufficient
to establish that the content sent corresponds to the content received. :

In Statement 4 of his affidavit accompanying Mr. Lewis’s January 25 letter, Mr. Harvey
admitted that Ms, Champion’s e-mail message was received by Miller/Howard’s e-mail server
on December 7, 2010, that the message was processed by that server, and that a challenge
response was sent to gchampion(@scana.com. As a result, because the Company never agreed
that the SCUETA would not apply to its e-mail communications with Miller/Howard,
Miller/Howard received the message on December 7, 2010 under the SCUETA even though Ms. -
Steinhilber and Ms. Seabrook may have been unaware of its receipt. Miller/Howard, not the
Company, bears the consequences of Miller/Howard’s implementation of an e-mail screening
system that prevents legitimate e-mail messages from reaching their intended recipients.

The Company is confident in its position that the delivery of its request for proof of
Miller/Howard’s share ownership was in full compliance with Rule 14a-8(f) and suggests that,
tather than continuing the dispute over the delivery of that request, Miller/Howard should
address the substance of the request, which Miller/Howard acknowledges having read more than
amonth ago, Given the Company’s upcoming deadline for filing the Proxy Materials
- sufficiently in advance of the 2011 Meeting, the Company wishes to state its objections to
Miller/Howard’s claim of share ovmersh:p in an effort to achieve a timely resolution of the

issues,

The Company’s stock transfer records reflect that Miller/Howard was not a record owner
of the Company’s stock on November 18, 2010, the date of Miller/Howard’s letter transmitting
the Proposal; however, the Proposal was accornpanied by a November 18, 2010 letter from
Lorraine Hamada in which Ms. Hamada claimed to have been a record investor holding 99

- shares of the Company’s common stock and purported to authorize Millex/Howard to file a
shareholder proposal on her behalf at the 2011 Meeting. Although the Company’s stock transfer
records reflect that Ms. Hamada was not a record owner of the Company’s common stock on

" November 18, 2010, Ms, Hamada’s letter was accompanied by a letter from Charles Schwab &
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Co., Inc, stating that as of November 18,2010, Chatles Schwab & Co., Inc. held 99 shares of the
Company’s common stock on behalf of its client William M. Hamada Revocable Trust. The
letter further stated that the shares had been held continuously by the William M, Hamada
Revocable Trust from June 2, 2009 through November 18, 2010. The letters from
Miller/Howard, Ms. Hamada, and Charles Schwab & Co., Inc. accompany this letter as

Exhibit 3.

Note of the materials submitted by Miller/Howard in support of its claim of share
ownership demonstrates that either it or Lorraine Hamada was at any time a record or beneficial
owner of shares of the Company’s common stack, and, to the Company’s knowledge, neither
Miller/Howard nor Lorraine Hamada has ever filed a Schedule 13D, Schedule 13G, Form 3,
Form 4 or Form 5, or an amendment to those documenits or updated forms, reflecting ownership
of any shares of the Company’s common stock. Rule 14a-8(b) allows a proponent who isnota
record owner of voting secutities-and who bas not filed a Schedule 13D, Schedule 13G, Form 3,
Form 4 and/or Form 5, or an amendment to those documents or updated forms, reflecting its
ownership of the voting securities to prove its eligibility to submit a proposal to the company in
only one way: submitting to the company a written statement from the record holder of the
securities verifying that, at the time the proponent submitted its proposal, it continuously held the
securities for at least one year {and including its own written statement that it intends 1o continue
to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders). Because none of the
materials submitted by Miller/Howard in support of its claim of share ownership indicates that
either it or Lorraine Hamada ever held any shares of the Company’s common stock,
Miller/Howard has failed to demonstrate its eligibility to submit the Proposal.

For the foregoing reasons, the Company believes that its request for proof of
Miller/Howard’s share ownership was timely delivered and that Miller/Howard does not meet
the share ownership requirements of Rule 14a-8(b) with respect to the Proposal, and requests that
the Staff concur with the Company’s view that the Proposal and the Supporting Statement may .
properly be excluded from the Proxy Materials for the 2011 Meeting.

If we can be of any further assistance in this mattei, please do not hesitate to call me at
(803) 753-3272, my colleague Jim Siokos at (803) 753-3247, or Gina Champion, the Company’s
Associate General Counsel and Corporate Secretary, at (803) 217-7568. My fax number is
(803) 933-1443, and my email address is jcurrie cpair.et.

This correspondence is being submitted electronically pursuant to guidance found in Staff
Legal Bulletin No. 14D. In accordance with Rule 14a-8(j) under the Exchange Act, a copy of
this submission is being sent simultaneously to Miller/Howard.

Rule 14a-8(k) and Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14D require proponents to provide companies
a copy of any correspondence that the proponents submit to the Commission or the Staff.
Accordingly, we hereby notify Miller/Howard on behalf of the Company that if Miller/Howard
elects to submit additional correspondence to the Commission or the Staff, copies of that




Ty

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission ‘ (

Division of Corporation Finance M Q N A ' R
Office of Chief Counsel ATTORNEYS
Jariuary 28, 2011

Page S of 5

correspondence should concurrently be furnished in accordance with to Rule 14a-8(k) to the
Company at SCANA Corporation, MC D-133, 220 Operation Way, Cayce, SC 29033, Attention:
Corporate Secretary, e-mail address gchampion@scana.com, fax number (803) 933-8076.

Very truly yours,
. hn W, Currie:

JWCljes.
Enclosures .

Ce: - Luan Steinhilber-Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
Sanford J. Lewis




Exhibit1

January 25, 2011 letter from Sanford J. Lewis



SANFORD J. LEWIS, ATTORNEY

January 25, 2011

Via email

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re: Sharcholder Proposal to SCANA Corporation Seeking a Sustainability Report submitted by
Miller/Howard Investments on behalf of Hamada Trust

Ladies and Gentlemen: ‘

T am writing to respond to the supplemental no action letter request sent to the Securities and Exchange
Commission on Yanuary 20, 2010 by John W. Currie of McNair Attorneys on behalf of SCANA Corp.,
seeking exclusion of the above-referenced sharebolder proposal requesting a sustainability report. In the
supplemental letter, the company asserts that it submitted e-mail to the proponents on a timely basis
regarding ownérship documentation.

As the enclosed supplemental affidavits attest, it appears that the company’s e-mail was caught in the
spam catching software of the proponent. As demonstrated in the enclosed affidavit from Owen Harvey,
system administrator at Miller Howard, the proponent has confirmed that the sender’s e-mail was
captured in the firm’s spam catching software. Although e»maxl is a convenient way of conveying
communications, the burden rests upon the sender fo ensure receipt by the recipient. The procedure for
release of e-mails to Miller Howard staff inboxes is very simple, but the Company appareritly failed 1o
exercise reasonable care ensuring receipt, and also did not serid a backup hardeopy of their December 7
notice.

We believe the failure of the Company to confirm receipt of the e-mail by the proponent, and the apparent
failure of the company to follow the simple procedures for releasing an e-mail to the proponent’s inbox
represent an inexcusable failure to ensure timely receipt of notice. Notably, the company apparently was
able to follow the appropriate “unrecognized e-mail” procedure when it e-mailed its subsequent
December 23 no action request to the proponent, which as noted in the enclosed affidavits of Proponents’

* staff were recéived vid e-mail that day. Accordingly, we request that the Staff instruct the company that
in light of the failure to give timely notice to the proponent, the staff is unable to concur with the )
company’s request to exclude the proposal based on asserted deficiencies in ownership documentation.
Please call me at (413) 549-7333 with respect to any questions in coxmecnon with this matter, or if the

. Staff wishes any further information.

Attorney at Law

cc: gchampion@scana.com
jeurnie@menair.net

PO Box 231 Amberst, MA 01004-0231 » sanfordlewis@gmail.com
413 549-7333 ph. - 781 207-7895 fax



ATTACHMENT A
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF LUAN STEINHILBER
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1, Luan Steinkilber (“Declarant”) am a resident of  Witlow, County-of Umet uﬁ!ﬁw Ycrk and dbhereby%
certify, swear or affirm and declare that { am competent to give the following: iamhamémmy personal :
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3. Tread my e-mail continucusly throughout the day.
4. To my knowledge, I never received an e-mail ffom Scana Corporation'on meba 7, Zeiemquastmg

documentation of ownership of shares underlying a shareholder proposal: submm from’ Mil ieriﬁowarﬂ on
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ATTACHMENT B
AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA SEABROOK
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ATTACHMENT C
_ AFFIDAVIT OF OWEN HARVEY
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I, Owen Harwy {“Declarant”) am-a resident of Kingston, County of Ulster, State of News York-, and do‘hwcbywﬁ‘ij’
affirm and declare that 1 am competent 1o give the following declaration based on my personal knowledges unless qithcrwxse-

stated, and that the following facts and things are true and correct to.the best of my knowiedge;
3. 1 am the System Administrator at Miller/Howard Investments focated at 324 Gwer&y:ﬂdif&koaéﬁ Woodstodl; NY 12&98

A H e B Y 2

‘:

bing g 2o+

2 My job responsibititics include oversight of the e-mail system at 'our firm, .

3. Our email system detains email from usitecognized senders {domains) by que-ihg tbexmmwh dw:med i‘older ’Iﬁc purpose of
tbesystem;stoavcxd receipt of spam and autosated eamails, When it mmm@mlmmmwmndm«sﬁm it P LE
also transmits tothe sender a challenge e-mail (Exhibit A) which aliows the sender to'click atink and transfer the Somaif © R A A
message immediately to the recipient’s.e-miail box.-Once this link is clicked, the sender fweiv&a nonﬁéaﬁea (ExhibitB) : ——
confirming that the esmail was released to the recipient’s inbox. t

4. On the morning of Sanuary 24, 2011, I retrieved the Activity Log for email uaﬁiem@w@ber'f 291& ’I‘hcbgshaweﬁ!zhat

email sent by GCHAMPION(@scana.com was not recognized and therefore moved to“fiflder tDETAINED)” forboth .

luan@mhinvest.com and patricia@mbinvestoom. A challenge was then sentto GCHAMPIO&@camcom for validation. {The

log showed that the receipt went JFGCHAMPIONGDscana.com and was acrepted by that bost. Our confirmation id on the log

was id=1PQ5T! K—OOODEEN&, e log does not show a response tothe challenge by GWIONMM #1go the email
PLuan Steinhilber’s or Patricia Seabrook’s inbox.
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Exhibit 2

Section 26-6-150 of the South Carolina Uniform Electronic Transactions Act



SECTION 26-6-150. When electronic record sent and received. [SC ST SEC 26-6-150]
(A) Unless otherwise agreed between the sender and the recipient, an electronic record is sent when it:

(1) is addressed propexly or otherwise directed properly to an information processing system that the recipient has
designated or uses for the purpose of receiving electronic records orinformation of the type sent and from which the
recipient is able to retrieve the electronic record;

(2) is in a form capable of being pmccsscd by that system; and

(3) enters an information processing systém: outside the comtrol of the sender or of a person that sent the efectronic
record on behalf of the sender or enters a region of the information processing system desigriated or used by the
recipient and under the control of the recipient.

(B) Unless otherwise agreed between a sender and the recipient, an electronic record is received when it: '

{1) enters an information processing system that the recipient has designated or uses for the purpose of receiving
electronic records or information of the type. sent and from which the recipient is able to retrieve i‘hc electromc record;
and

(2) is.in a form capable of being processed by that system.

(C) Subsection (B) applies even if the place the information processing system is Jocated is different from the place
~ the electronic record is considered to be received putsnam to-subsection (D).

(D) Unless otherwise expressly provided in the electronic record or agreed between the sender and the recipient, an
electronic record is considered to be sent from the:senider’s place of business and to be received at thé recipient's place
of business. For purposes of this subsection, the place of business is:

(1) the place having the closest relationship to the underlying transaction, if the sender or recipient has more than one
place of husiness; and

(2) the sender’s or recipient’s mside;ace, if the sender or the recipient dees not have a place of business.
{E) An electronic record is received pursuant to subsection {B) even if an individual is not aware-of its receipt,

{F) Receipt of an electronic acknowledgment from an information processing system described in subsection (B)
establishes that a record was received but is not sufficient to establish that the content sent corresponds to the.content
received.

{G) If a person is aware that an electronic record purportedly sent pursuant to subsection (A), or purportedly received
pursuant to subsection (B), was not actually sent or received, the legal effect of the sending or receipt is determined by
other applicable law. Except to the extenit permitted by the other law, the requirements of this subsection shall not be

varied by agreement.
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" November 18, 2010 letters from Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.,

Lorraine Hamada, and Charles Schwab & Co., Inc.
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YHIRY Howard

INVESTMENTSE,INGEC

November 18, 2010

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. William B, Timmerman / Mr, Rorald Lindsay

Chairman of the Board, President Senior Vice President and General Counsel
and Chief Executive Officer . SCANA Corporation

SCANA Corporation 1426 Main Street

1426 Main Street , Columbia, SC 29201

Columbia, SC 29201

Gentlemen:

On behalf Miller/Howard Investments, Inc., [ write to give notice that pursuant to the 2011 proxy
statement of SCANA: Corporation and Rule 14a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. intends to file the attached proposal at the 2011 annual meeting

. of sharcholders. Millet/Howard Investments, Inc, is a beneficial owner of more than 2,000
shares of SCANA Corporation’s stock and has held these shares for over one year. In addition,
Miller/Howard Jnvestments, Inc, intends to hold the shares through the date on which the Annual
Meeting is held. Verification of ownership is enclosed.

Miller/Howard Investments is a domestic equity investment management firm that focuses on
socially responsible investments. As active members in the socially responsible investing
community, we believe that sustainability reporting on environmental, social and governance

(ESG) business practices makes companies more responsive to the global business
envitonmental; an environment with finite natural resources, evolving legislation, and greater
public expectations of responsible corporate behavior, Transparency regarding climate change
strategy is particularly lnaportant,

The U.8. electric power industry accounts for 41 percent of the country’s freshwater withdrawals.
According to the recently released CDP Water Disclosure Report 2010 Global Report, “[t]here is
also growing evidence of broader corpotate understanding of the water issue in terms of the
formalization of the link between water and encrgy (or the “water-energy nexus”), The increasing
focus on “unconventional petroleum” sources such as oil shales, tar sands and coal seam gas, - -
wﬁ&mmﬁmwmmmmmm produzuonandcanalsokadtcthe :
discharge of significantly polluted wastewaters, is 4 case in point. -t

! CDP Water Disclosure 2010 Global Report: Btps:/torw. cdpmmnevcp?mmwcw -2010-Water-Disclosure-
Global-Report.pdf "
4

PO Box 54 or Byrdo oot
mmﬂmesmam m&ﬁﬁ.ﬂgﬂﬁs m&i&mm
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Mr. William B. Timmerman
Mr. Ronald Lindsay -
SCANA Corporation
page2’

We are therefore requesting that the company issue a sustainability réport describing the
company’s short- and long~m responses to ESG-related issues, including plans to manage
greenhouse gas (GHQ) emissions, and disclosure of material water risks and plans to mitigate
those risks. This report should also include a company-wide review of policies, practices, and
metrics related to ESG issues, be prepared at reasonable cost, omit proprietary information, and
be issued within 6 months of the 2011 annual meeting,

A representative of the filer will attend the snnual stockholders maenng%omvetheresoluhongs
required by SEC rules. We hope that the compaty will mieet with the proponents of this
resolution. Please note that the contact persons for this résolution will be: Luan Steinhilber,
ESG Analyst and Director of Shareholder Advocacy or Patricia Karr Seabrook, ESG Research
and Shareholder Advocacy, hﬁﬂeﬂi@ward Invesnnmx, Inc 324 Upper Byrdciiﬁ'e Road,

- Woodstock, New York, 12498; lnan@mhin atricia@mhis ]

Sincerely,

Patricia Karr Séabrook -
ESG Research and Shareholder Advocacy
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.

Enclosure
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WHEREAS: We belicve that snsﬁaxmbﬁxty reporting on enviropmental, social and govemance
(ESG) business practices makes companies more résponsive to the global business environment;
an environment with finite natural resourees, evolving legislation, and greaterpubhc
expectations of responsible corporate behavior. Reporting also helps companies better integrate
axxé gmstmtegic value from existing corporate social respunsibﬂityeﬁ‘oﬁs, idertify gaps and
opportunities, develop company-wide communications, publicize innovative practices and
receive feedback

Sustainability reporting is quickly beeoming common practice, Of the 100 top U.8, compames
by revenus, 73% produce sustainability reports (KPMG, 2008). Increasingly, companies are
identifying ESG factors relevant to their business, addressing them strategically fhrough ’
sustainebility programs andm;som, and deseribing their positioning as good long-tertn
investments.

Tmawngamzchmatechansemtegy:sparﬁmﬁadymﬂ The U.S. SEC recently
issued interpretive guidance ilhaninating corporate disclosure requirements of material lmsmess
and legal developments related to climate change

The U.S. electric power industry accounts for 41 pe:eentofﬁxeeomu'ysfmhwazer
withdrawals, U.8, regulations limit the femperature of water discharged by power plants in order
to minimiz¢ damage to aquatic species, Therefore, higher water temperatures pose regulatory
risks for electric utilities. During a heat wave in Augnst 2010, three Tennesses Valley Authority
mmmmmmémmwgmmfmtmmmmemmym

- estimated $10 million in lost power production (Fleissner, 2010),

Additionally, emerging EPA regulations may require capital expenditures o retrofit power plant
cooling systems. The EPA is also considering regulating coal combustion waste destined for
land disposal as hazardous under RCRA Subltitle C and/or regulating the structural integrity of
coal ash surface impoundments through N?DES wastewater discharge permits,

Despite the concerns listed above, SCANA Corporation has not prepared a sustainability report
andpmvzdeslimiwdmformaﬁmoammmbﬂhyéﬁbﬁswathswmpany website and annual
report/10k,

RESOLVED: SIzawkeldexs request that the Board of Directors issuc a sustainability report
describing the company’s short- and long-term responses to ESG-related issues, including plans
fo manage greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, disclosure of material water risks and plans to
mitigate those risks. This report should also include a company-wide review of policies,
practices, and metrics related to BSstsnes,bepreparedaimasona‘biecast, omit proprietary
information, and be issued within 6 months of the 2011 apnual meeting,

SUPPORTING STATEMENT: We recommmd use of the Global Repomng Initiative's (GRI)
Sustainability Reporting Guidelines to prepare the report. The puidelines provide guidance on
report content, mchximg environmental impact, labor practices, human nght:;, and product
responsibility; omission of content niot relevant to company operations is permissible.
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We also suggest the report describe water risks related to increased competition for water
resources, emerging regulation, and changing climatic conditions. Material information should
include:

Water intensity of generation

Water sourcés and cooling systems for each facility

‘Water rights of major facilities

Any water-related shutdowns or reductions in generation

Proposed regulations that would require retrofitting of cooling systems

Unhzy disclosures should incorporate exposures in wholly- and jointly-owned facilities, as well
as in power purchase agreements,
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N7 Howard

;nyesrnaxrs,!xc'

. November 18, 2010

Luan Stelohifber

EST Analyst and Director ofm&mdvm
Miller/Howsard Investments, Ine.

324 Upper Byrdeliffe Road

Woodstock, NY 12498

This letter is to confirm that 1 hereby suthorize Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. to file a
m&mmwwnmcmmmzzmmﬂmmd
shareho

This letter is to confirm that as of November l&zeiﬁ,lwasa.md investorholding%m
omeCamionOammmStock. This letter also confinms that 1 have held shares

, in excess of $2,000 in market value for at least twelve months prior to November
18,2010, and that I will continue to hold sufficient shares through the date of the annual
Mﬁﬂéﬁmﬁx%ﬁ.

1 give Miller/Howard Investments, Jos., %Mm&ammw{m&.wm{aﬂ
mdmmdamgmmmgmwmwdwmmaxmm
meeting, and withdrawal of the resolution.
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November 18, 2010

Ms. Luan Steinhilber

ESG Analyst

Miller/Floward Investments, Inc.
324 Upper Byrdoliffe Road
Woodstock, NY 12498

Re: L HAMADA & W HAMADA TTEE |
- WILLIAMM HAMADA REVOCABLE TRUST
U/A DTD 117122008 /-Acaout # OMB Memorandum M-07-16 **

“To Whom 1t May Concent

Cherles Schwab & Co., Inc, cumently holds 99 shates of Scana Corporation (SCG) common stock
on behalf of our client, WILLIAM M HAMADA REVOCABLE TRUST. Thess shares have.
been ¢ontinuously heid by the WILLIAM M HAMADA RBVOCABLﬁ TRUST. from June
2, 2009 through November 18, 2010.

Szrsh Noto
Relationship Specialist
Schwab Advisor Services

Seavedty Wilinbons! Iz a dMis of Chardes Schwal & Loy 198 [ Schvan) Memoar SIFS, LRWSOR0Z



'SANFORD J. LEWIS, ATTORNEY

January 25, 2011

Viaemail

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re: Shareholder Proposal to SCANA Corporation Seeking a Sustainability Report submitted by
Miller/Howard Investments on behalf of Hamada Trust

Ladies and Gentlemen

I am writing to respond to the supplemental no action letter request sent to the Securities and Exchange
Commission on January 20, 2010 by John W. Currie of McNair Attorneys on behalf of SCANA Corp.,
seeking exclusion of the above-referenced shareholder proposal requesting 4 sustainability report. In the
supplemental letter, the company asserts that it submitted e-mail to the proponents on a timely basis
regarding ownership docamentation.

As the enclosed supplemental affidavits attest, it appears that the company's e-mail was caught in the
spam catching software of the proponent. As demonsirated in the enclosed affidavit from Owen Haryey,
system administrator at Miller Howard, the proponent has confirmed that the sender’s e-mail was
captured in the fixm’s spam catching software. Although e-mail is a convenient way of conveying
communications, the buiden rests apon the sender to-ensure receipt by the recipient. The procedure for
release of e-mails to Miller Howard staff inboxes is very simple, but the Company apparently failed to
exercise.reasonable care ensuring feceipt, and also did not send 2 backnp hardcopy of their December7
notice.

We believe the failure of the Company to confirm receipt of the e-mail by the proponent, and the apparent
failure of the company to follow the simple procedures for releasing an e-mail to the proponent’s inbox
represent an inexcusable failure to ensure timely receipt of notice. Notably, the company apparently was
able to follow the appropriate “unrecognized e-mail” procedure when ite-mailed its subsequent:
December 23 no action request to-the proponent, which as noted in the enclosed affidavits of Proponents”
staff were received via e-mail that day, Accordingly, we request that the Staff instruct the company that
in light of ‘the failure to give timely notice to the proponent, the staff is unable to concur with the
company’s request to exclude the proposal based on asserted deficiencies in ownership documentation.
Please call me at (413) 549-7333 with respect to any questions in connection with this matter, or if the
Staff wishes any further information. '

A omey atLaw

ce: gchampion@scana.com
jearrie@mgenair.net

PO Box 231 Ambherst, MA.01004-0231 » sanfordlewis@gmail.com
413 549-7333 ph. - 781 207-7895 fax



' ATTACHMENT A
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF LUAN STEINHILBER
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GENERAL AFFIDAVIT . . ©, - )
" Before Notary A
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1, Luan Steinhilber (“Declarant™) am a resident of Willow, County of Ukter,s@e om York, ami 6 ben
certify, swear or affirm and declare that  am competent to give the followingdeclaration basedion. my perSonal
knowledge, imless othenwise stated, and that the following Bicts and things are true and xomcz ta the bedt of m‘y

knowledge:

1. Lam the Lead Trader and Director of Shareholder Advocacy atMﬂ}erl}i‘mé !nyé;ﬁpents igmed @324
Byrdeliffe Road, Woodstock, NY 12498, \ )

e

2. Treceive e-mail for that organization atﬁwadﬁfmofmn@n.hmméon% R
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3. Iread my e-mail continuonsly throughout the day.

4. To my knowledge, I never received an e-mail from Scana Corporatxonm m&r? 2010jrequesting
documentation of ownership of shares undeﬂymg 4 sharcholder pmposai sabm@d ﬁ‘om Mﬁ{uﬂicwafa on
November 18, 2010. :

R N R

5. Theﬁmhmeisawﬂzereq»&wtfwdwummm chnmmpmaﬁuWM&MNemmmw
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‘December 23 via email. 3
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State of New York ) - , I
County of Ulster ) . LT O
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Subscribed and sworn to before me, this___ 25D
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ATTACHMENT B :
AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA. SEABROOK
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things are tfue and Correct to the best of my;

Ulgldr, Stiafeof
‘e followitig deelaratios

knowledge, unless otherwise stated, and that the following facts and

1, Patricia Seabrook (“Declarant™) am a resident of Woodstock, County of
knowledge:

s s

3
£

7, swear or affirm and declare that 1 am competent to give

certi

b P

by o

7

B

1ooatéd at 334 Upper

n‘.— s‘ ‘

-

1. 1 am aresearcher and work on shareholder advocacy at

&

Miller/Howard

ByrdcliffeRoad, Woodstock, NY 12498,

I

-

I receive e-mail for that organization at the addfess of patricia@mbinvesticoth

LS

8 S D g M N N gl 0 N WY S g1

po s
«

eI e g T B ] Y BPABE & a.{!..?\ﬁ
. ) . oy

.

2

G Ran b k3 AN o g N Gt e A ot st min o8 6k 2 omntin B Atk v ot 4,

12 gt
b R
i

LN < e ap

SRR AT Y AR e SRR

e

"3 .;;3.3?&&.ﬁﬁéuw%?w...;rn.?.%ia B L R L R )
. Cow e e 4 PR . .

TOTAL P 94

IVt P R 8 o e AL e wk BRe ps  e
% By Pl 8 2 B ORI BN Wit by e Yo 6 ¥ 3 275K S0 1 - e R E g 8 A g e
. N i - e o B A 3T Sy o iwﬂ s 5 Aawt_&. it 8 K b i g O o L TP

uest:

- 3
INE -+ I e e e R z o
“ LR ,,.w « T o «. H PR S "y N .. .
.",,,..;w. W N TR EE ] IR TN :
¢ A . ¢ 2’ <

a1 $i00%

c,’ . . : .

documentation of ownership of shares underlying a shareholder proposal

November 18,2010,

ownership was afier weres

of

i fromScana

e-mai
~ . day of A

Valk

¢ this 25th day of Jarary, 2011,

I

_ [any
{typedname of &olacf]

ission expires:

my s

To my knowledge, 1 never received an
My comm

NOTARY PUBLIC

ignature of Not

3, Tread my e-mail at least five times or more perday.
5. The first time § saw the request for documentation

December 23 via email.

Signature of Declarant
Subscribed and sworn to before me, this
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| ATTACHMENT C
AFFIDAVIT OF OWEN MVEY
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GENERAL AFFIDAVIT
" Before Notary o L

£ Y

1, Owe Harvey {“Declarant”) am a resident of Kingston. County of Ulster, State-of New ¥ork; aiid dorheieby certify, swearjor
affirm and deciare that 1 am competent fo give the following declaration based on my personal knowledge; unless atherwise
stated, and that the following facts and things are true and correet to the best of my knowfedge: ;

1.1 am the Systém Administrator at Miller/Howard Investments located at 324 Upper Bsisdcliffe-Road; Woodstosk; NY 12438
) . :
2. My job responsibilities include oversight of the e-mail system at our fin. : . ’
3. Our eonail system detains emsil from unrecognized senders (domains) by que-ibg theni into i détained folder. The purpose of .
the system is to-avoid receipt of spam and automated e=maits. When it places an e-mail info the unrecoggized sonders folder, it
also wansmits to the sender a challenge e-mait (Exhibit A) which allows the sender o'click aBink and transfer the émail -
message immediately to the recipient’s e-mail box. Once this Jink is clicked, the sender feceives.2 notifiation (Exhibit B} ©
confirming that the esmail was. released to the recipient’s inbox. o ’ 3

4, On the ioming of January 24, 2011, I retrieved the ‘Activity Log for email trafficsr-December 7, 2010. The Jog showed that
email sent by GCHAMPION@ scana.com was not secognized and therefore moved to*flder {DETAINED}" forboth .
lnan@mbhinvest.com and patricia@ estcom. A challenge was then sent to GCHAMPION@scana.com for validation. The
xogshewedthaxthsﬂreceip;mm. CHAMPION@scana.com and was accepted by that host. Our confirmation id on the lbg

Na. Z¥e log docs not show 2 response to the challenge by GEHAMPION@scapa.com, ergo the eimail
fl.uan Steinhilber’s or Patricia Seabrook™s inbox. o .
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State- of New York ) RO
-County of Ulster ) . Ny

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this g} 5> - day of

§ JM‘ Y ,Vj “:'
NOTARY FUBLE.SPATE OF W YORK.
&Marga 01VAG143249

Commission Expires Apri 3, 2014
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ANDERSON

"MCNAIR

ATTORNEYS

January 20, 2011

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission -
Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re:  SCANA Corporation
December 23, 2010 No-Action Letter Request
Re Shareholder Proposal by Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
Securities Exchange Act of 1934—Rule 14a-8

Ladies and Gentlemen:

‘We are counse] to SCANA Corporation, a South Carolina corporation
(the “Company””) (SEC File No. 1-8809). By a letter dated December 23, 2010,
we notified you on behalf of the Company of the Company’s intent to exclude a
shareholder proposal (the “Proposal”) and the statement in support thereof (the
“Supporting Statement”) submitted by Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
(“Miller/Howard™) from the proxy materials {the “Proxy Materials™) to be
distributed by the Company in connection with its 2011 annual meeting of
shareholders (the “2011 Meeting™) because Millet/Howard failed to provide the
requisite proof of share ownership in response to the Company’s proper request
for such proof. In that letter, we further requested on behalf of the Company
that the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance (the “Staff”) of the
Securities and Exchange Commission (the “Commission™) concur with the
Company’s view that, for the reasons stated in that letter, the Proposal and the
Supporting Statement may properly be exclnded from the Proxy Materials for
the 2011 Meeting.

On January 11, 2011, the Company received by e-mail a copy of a letter
dated January 11, 2011 to the Office of Chief Counsel from Sanford J. Lewis,
counsel to Miller/Howard, asserting that the Company had not given
Milles/Howard timely notice pursuant to Rule 14a-8(f) under the Securities
Exchange of 1934, as amended (the “Exchange Act”), of its failure to provide
the requisite proof of ownership and thus should not be permitted to exclude the
Proposal based on asserted deficiencies in ownership docurnentation. The letter
was accompanied by an affidavit of Luan Steinhilber dated January 7, 2011 in
which Ms. Steinhilber stated that (1) she is the Lead Trader and Director of
Shareholder Advocacy at Miller/Howard, (2) she receives e-mail for
Miller/Howard at the address of luan@millerhoward.com, (3) she reads her

. BLUFFTON CHARLESTON CHARLOTTE COLUMBIA GREENVILLE HILTON HEAD MYRTLE BEACH

Johns W, Curris

jeurris@monair.net

T {803) 798-35800
F {803} 933-1443

Mchalr Law Firm, P A
1221 Msin Strest
Sulte 1700
Cohumbla, SC 29204
Maling Adcress

Post Offics Box 11350
Columbis, 5C 29211

el st

PAWLEYS ISLAND




U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission M C N A ; R
Division of Corporation Finance -

Office of Chief Counsel _ ATTORNEYS
January 20, 2011 :

Page 2 of3

e-mail continkously throughout the day, (4) to her knowledge, she never received an e-mail from
the Company on December 7, 2010 requesting documentation of ownership of shares underlying
a shareholder proposal submitted from Miller/Howard on November 18, 2010, and (5) the first -
time she saw the request for documentation of ownership was after shie received the Company’s
no-action request of December 23 via e-mail. A copy of the letter and the accompanying
affidavit is enclosed herewith as Exhibit 1.

Rule 14a-8(f) under the Exchange Act requires a company seeking to exclude a
shareholder proposal on the basis of a failure to prove the share ownership required by Rule
14a-8(b) under the Exchange Act to notify the proponent in writing of the deficiency, as well as
of the time frame for the proponent’s response, within 14 days after receiving the proposal.

The Proposal was received by the Company on November 23, 2010. The letter
transmitting the Proposal, a copy of which is enclosed herewith as Exhibit 2, stated that the
contact persons for the Proposal were Luan Steinhilber, ESG Analyst and Director of
Shareholder Advocacy, or Patricia Karr Seabrook, ESG Research and Director of Shareholder
Advocacy, and gave their e-mail addresses as | @@vest com and pamvaestcom_,
respectively.

On December 7, 2010, the 14 day after the Company received the Proposal, Gina 8.
Champion, the Company’s Associate General Counsel and Corporate Secretary, transmitted to
Ms. Steinhilber and Ms. Seabrook by e-mail to those addresses a letter requesting additional
documentation for Miller/Howard’s claim of ownership. A copy of the letter is enclosed herewith
as Exhibit 3. Ms. Champion did not receive anoﬁce; of nondelivery for the messages to Ms.
Steinhilber and Ms. Seabrook. Following receipt of the Januvary 11 letter from Sanford J. Lewis,
Ms, Champion requested the Company’s information technology department to trace her :
December 7 e-mail messages to Ms. Steinhilber and Ms. Seabrook. The trace revealed that the
messages were received by the mhinvest.com mail server at or about 4:52 p.m. on December 7.
Affidavits of Ms, Champion and of Ronald S. Bryant, the Company’s Director of Information
Technology, are enclosed herewith as Exhibits 4 and 5.

. Because (1) the letter from Milley/Howard transmitting the Proposal named Luan
Steinhilber and Patricia Karr Seabrook as Miller/Howard’s contact persons with respect to the
Proposal and gave their respective e-mail addresses as Juan@mbhinvest.com and .

patricia@mbinvest.com and (2) the e-mail message from the Company transmitting the

Company’s request for proof of share ownership, addressed to those e-mail addresses, was

transmitted by the Company and received by the mhinvest.com mail server within 14 days after

the Company received the Proposal, the Company met the requirements of Rule 14a-8(f) with
respect to its request for proof of share ownership. The Company cannot control, and cannot be
held responsible for, any failure of Miller/Howard’s e-mail system to properly deliver e-mail
messages received by the mhinvest.com server to the intended recipients.
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We also note that the affidavit of Luan Steinhilber accompanying the January 11 letter
from Mr. Lewis stated that Ms. Steinhilber receives e-mails for Miller/Howard at
luan@millerhoward.com, which is a different address from the lnan@mbhinvest.com e-mail
address specified in the letter transmitting the Proposal, and that Mr. Lewis’s letter did not
address whether or not Patricia Karr Seabrook, the other Miller/Howard contact person named in
the letter transmitting the Proposal, received the December 7 e-mail from the Company.

For the foregoing reasons, the Company believes that its request for proof of ownership
was timely delivered and reiterates its request that the Staff concur with the Company’s view
that, for the reasons stated in the Company’s December 23, 2010 no-action request letter, the
Proposal and the Supporting Statement may properly be excluded from the Proxy Materials for
the 2011 Meeting,

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter, please do not hesitate to call me at
(803) 753-3272, my colleague Jim Siokos at (803) 753-3247, or Gina Champion, the Company’s
Associate General Counsel and Corporate Sectetary, at (803) 217-7568. My fax number is
{803) 933-1443, and my email address is jocurrie@mcnair.net.

This correspondence is being submitted electronically pursuant to guidance found in Staff
Legal Bulletin No. 14D. In accordance with Rule 142-8() under the Exchange Act, a copy of
this submission is being sent simultaneously to Miller/Howard.

* Rule 14a-8(k) and Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14D require proponents to provide companies
a copy of any correspondence that the proponents submit to the Commission or the Staff.
Accordingly, we hereby notify Miller/Howard on behalf of the Company that if Miller/Howard
elects to submit additional correspondence to the Commission or the Staff, copies of that
correspondence should concurrently be furnished in accordance with to Rule 14a-8(k) to the
Company at SCANA Corporation, MC D~133 220 Opemhon Way, Cayce, SC 29033, Attention:
Corporate Secretary, e-mail address gchampioni a.com, fax number (803) 933-8076.

Very truly yours,

Cﬁw

W. Currie

JWCljes
Enclosures

Ce:  Luan Steinhilber-Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
Sanford J. Lewis




Letter from Sanford J. Lewis to the Office of Chief Counsel
and accompanying affidavit of Luan Steinhilber



SANFORD J LEWIS, ATTGRNEY

January 11, 201}

Via email

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re: Shareholdzr Proposal to SCANA Corporation Seeking 4 Sustainability Report submitted by
Millet/Howard Investments on behalf of Hamada Trust

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am writing to respond to the no action lefter request sent to the Securities and Exchange Commission on

Deceniber 23, 2010'by John W, Currie of McNair Attorneys on behalf of SCANA Coip., seeking

exclusion of the above-referenced shareholder proposal requesting a sustainability repott. In its letier, the
" -company asserts deficient documentation of ownership.

We have been asked to respond on behalf of the proponents. The proponents have informed me that they
did not receive any notice of deficiency of ownership documentation from the coropany until receipt of
the December 23 No Action letter request via email and hard copy, long after the 14 calendar day
deadline of Rule 144-8(f) had passed. The no action letter asserts that a request for ownexship
documentation was submitted via email on Dec. 7; according to the intended recipient, Luan Steinhilber,
such notice wag neverreceived until receipt of a copy of if in the December 23,2010 No Action request.
An affidavit from Ms. Steinhilber regarding lack of receipt of the December 7 e-mail is enclosed.

As you know, the burden of proof is.on the company to demonstrate that it bas fulfilled the requirements

of Rule 14a-3; including the requirement for notification of deficiencies in ownership within 14 calendar
days of receipt of a proposal. It appears that the company has failed to meet this requirement on a timely

basis, atid therefore should be denied no-action relief.

Accordingly, we request that yon instruct the company that in light of the failure to give timely notice to
the proponent, the staff is unable to coneur with the company’s request to-exclude:the proposal based.on
asserted deficiencies in ownership documentation. Please call me at (413) 549-7333 with respect to any
questions in connection with this matter, or if the Staff wishes any further information..

A tomey at Law

C¢: gchampion@scana.com
icurrie@mcenairpet

PO Box 231 Amherst, MA 01004-0231 » sanfordlewis@gmail.com
413 549-7333 ph, - 781 207-7895 fax
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Exhibit 2

Letter from Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
transmitting its shareholder proposal
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T Howard
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Novetnber 18, 2010

My, William B, Timmerman Mr, Roneld Lindsay

Chatemian of the Board, President Senior Vice President and General Counsel
SCANA Corporation , 1426 Main Street

1426 Main Street Columbis, SC 29201

Columbia, SC 290201

Gentlemen:

mwmwmmmmm,xmmgmmmmwmmxm
statement of SCANA Corporation and Rule 14a-8 under the Securitios Bxchange Actof 1934,
Miller/Howard Investments, Ino, intends to file the attached proposal at the 2011 annual meeting
of shareholdery. Miller/Howard Investments, ne, s 2 benefiolal owner of more than 2,000
shares of SCANA Corporation’s sfock and has held thése shares for over one yeat, In addition,
MillewHoward Investments, Inc, mwmwmwmmmmmm
Meeting isheld. Verification of ownership is enclosed.

mmmmaamﬁcethwmmmgmmﬁwmatfmm
socially responsible investments, As active members in the socially responsible favesting
comunity, we believe that sustainability reporting on environmental, social and governance
(BSG) business practices makes cotpanies more responsive fo the global business
environmental; za environment with finite natural resources, evolving legisiation, and greater
public expectations.of responsible corporate behavior, ‘Transparency regarding climate change
strategry 1s particnlarly important.

The U.S. eleotric power industry accounts for 41 percens of the country* s freshwater withdrawals,

Aceording to the recently released CDP Water Disclosure Report 2010 Global Report, “[there is

also growing evidence of broader corporate understanding of the water Issue in terms of the
formalization of the link between water and enetgy (or the “water-energy nexus”), The increasing
foeus on “pnconventional petroleum® sources such as ol shales, tar sands and coal seam gas,

wiﬂchmqmwsigmﬁcmﬁwaﬁingu&éuﬂng&ﬂwﬁmmdmodmﬁmmﬁmﬂwwmme .

discharge of significantly polluted wastowaters, is & oase in potnt.”!

! COP Water Disclosure: zmo Global Report: Btps:iwvny. mmrmmmomm»m
Glebak!{apm.pdf
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SCANA Cornoradt
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Wemwmmmmngmmcmyﬁmammmym&mibmg&e
company's short- and long-term responses to BSG-related issues, including plans to manage
greenhonss gas (GHG) emissions, and disclosure of material water risks and plans to mitigate
those:sisks, This report should also inclnde a company-wide review of policies, practices, and
metrics related to ESG issues, be prepared at reasonable 00st, omit proprietary information, and
be issued within 6 months of the 2011 ammual meeting,

Ammwofmmawmm&emmmmwmmmemmm
reguited by SEC rules. We hope that the company will meet with the proponents of this
resolution. Please note that the contact persons for this resolution will be: Luan Stelobilber,
ESG Analyst and Directot of Sharsholder Advocacy of Patricia Kare Seabrook, ESG Research
and Shareholder Advocacy, M@WMM&MWWWRM
Woodstaek,NewYoﬁ:, 12498; lnan@mhinvest.com; patricia@mbin

ESG Research and Shareholder Advocicy
Millee/Howard Investments, Joc.

Enclosure




*

Exhibit 3

Letter from Gina S. Champion to Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
requesting proof of share ownership



Fowks Por EneNe

December 7, 2010
'VIA BMAIL: luan@mbinvest.com

Luan Steinhilber
ESG Analyst and Director

of Shareholder Advocacy
Millet/Howard Investments, Inc,

324 Upper Byrdcliffe Road
‘Woadstock, NY 12498

Dear Ms. Steinhilber:

On November 23, 2010, we teceived a Jetter dated November 18, 2010 in which Mﬂ!erfﬁowa:d
Investments, Tnc. ("mucrlxoward") submitted a shareholder proposal for owr next amnual
meeting of sharsholders. .

Rule 14a-8(b) under the Seourities Exchange Act of 1934 provides that, in azder to be eligible to
submit a proposal, Miller/Howard must have continously held at least $2,000 in market valve,
or one proent, ofourcomonszockforatimtmycarbythcdatcofﬂmpropom The
materfals accompanying the November 18 letter do not demonstrate that Miller/Howard is a
shareholder eligible to submit this proposal.

In order for the proposal not to be excluded from our proxy statement due to eligibility
deficiencies, you must provide an appropriate response to this fetter establishing Mille/Howard's
eligibility under Rule 14a-8(b). Your response must ‘be postmarked, or tanszmmd electronically,
no later than 14 days from the date you receive this letter.

Sincerely,
Corporate Secretaty

00 SCANA Packveay Cayce; SC« P (303 117568+ (33) 933-8076 » gebamplon@iscata.comm
Malitng Addtess 220 Operaticn Wiy - MC D13 + Capee ST+ 250333703
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Affidavit of Gina S. Champion




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

AFFIDAVIT

-COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

I, Gina 8. Champion, herei)y affirm the following:

1.
2.

1 am Associate General Counsel and Corporate Secretary for SCANA Corporation.

OnDacember? 2010, Ifoma:dﬁ&anemaﬁresponse(aﬁwhedhewtoas})xhibﬁA)m
mwm@m_wmchmtheem@ad&mwow&d

by Miller Howard Investments, Inc. in the correspondence which accompanied their

shareholder proposal (attached hereto as Exhibit B). The email address Ms. Steinhilber

refers to in her affidavit was never provided to us,

On December 7, 2010, 1 sent a total of 27 emails, and between 4:00 pn. and 5:00 pm., I
sent a total of 7 emails, including the email to Miller Howard Investments, Inc.,
referenced above. 1 received no “undeliverable” messages for any emails I sent on
December 7, 2010, and to my knowledge all emails I sent on that day were received by
both internal and external recipients.

. Upon receiving the response anid Ms. Steinhilber’s affidavit, I inquired of our Information

Technology Department and they researched the email and confirmed that it was
delivered to the mhinvest server (IP addtess of 71,246,190,100) within a minute or 50 of

my sending.

Ihave herchy caused this Affidavit to be exccuted and delivered thisd0™day of Jumary,

2011.

[

A L

Gina S. Champion

SWORN TO and suibscribed before me

this2.0"ay Oanw gg}i ,2011.

Notary PuEIic for South

(SEAL)

My-Commission Expires: “ -23 ‘20!(1




“Exhibit A

CHAMPION, GINA

From: CHAMPION, GINA

Sent: Tuesday, Desember 07, 2010 4153 PM

To: ‘an@mhinvest.com’; ‘palricla@mhinvest.com’
Subject; SCANA Corporation

Attachments:

Miller Howard Investments, Inc,.pdf

Please see attached ietter' regarding your sharebolder proposal,




Exhibit A

Glna S, Cramplon

Assodate Senessl Counsel
Carporate Secrttary

, %7 ®
Powan FOr LIVING

December 7,2010
VIA BMAIL: han@mhinvest.com

Luan Steinhilber
BSG Analyst and Director

of Shareholder Advocacy
Miller/Howard Tnvestments, Inc.
324 Upper Byrdcliffe Road.
Woodstock, NY 12498

Dear Ms. Steinhilber:

On November 23, 2010, we received a letier dated November 18, 2010 in which Millet/Howard.
Investments, Inc. ("Millez/Howard") submitted a sharcholder proposal for our next annual
meeting of shareholders,

Rule 142-8(b) under the Secutities Exchange Act of 1934 provides that, in order to be eligible to

submita proposal, Miller/Howard must bave continuously held at least $2,000 in market valus,

or one percent, of our common stock for at least one year by the date of the proposal. The

materials accompanying the November 18 letter do not demonstrate that Milles/Howard is a
. shareholder eligible to swbmit this proposal,

In order for the proposal not to be excluded from owr proxy statement due fo sligibility
deficiencies, you must provide an appropriate response to this letter establishing Millex/Howard's
eligibility under Rule 14a-8(b). Your response must be postmarked, or transmitted electronically;
no later fhan 14 days from the date you receive this letter,

an&ea:el_y,

Gina Champion,
Corporate Secretaty

100 5CANAParkway Cayte, $C P (303) 2137568 « F (303) 9338076 + gehamplonBscana.com
Malfing Address 220 Operation Way » MC 33 » Cagce, SC 290333701
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mvssrus‘xtrs,!,ﬂc

November 18,2010

My, William B, Timmerman Mr. Ronald Lindsay

Chairman 6f the Bourd, President Senior Vice President and General Counsel
and Chief Executive Officer SCANA Corporation

SCANA Corporation " 1426 Main Street

1426 Main Street . Columbia, SC 25201

Cahnn‘bxg, 8C 29201 : -

Gentlemen:

On behalf Miller/Howard Investments, Tnc., I write to give niofice that pursuant to the 2011 proxy
statement of SCANA Corporation and Rule 14a-8 under the Secnrities Exchanpe Act of 1934,
Millex/Howard Investments, Inc, infends to file the attached proposal at the 2011 anoual meeting
of shareholders, Millen/Howard Tuvestments, Inc. is a beneficial owner of more than 2,000
shares of SCANA Corporation’s stock and has held these shares for over one year. In addition,
Millex/Howard Tnvestments, Tnc. intends to hold the shares through the date on which the Anuual
Meeting is held. Verification of ownership is enclosed.

Miller/Howard Investments is 2 domestic equity investment management firm that focuses on
socjally responsible investments. As activemembers in the socially responsible investing
community, we believe that sustainability reporting on environmental, social and governance
(BSG) business practices makes companies more rosponsive to the global business
envirotmental; an environment with finite gatural resources, evolving legislation, and greater
public expeotations of responsible cozwzaw behavior. Transparency regarding climate change
strategy is particularly nnportant. _

The U.S, electric power industry accounts Tor 41 pacentofﬂwwuaky s fréshwater withdrawals,
According to'the recently released CDP Water Disclosure Report 2010 Global Report, “[tlhere is
“also growing evidence of broader corporate understanding of the water issue int terms of the
formalization of the link between water and energy (or the “water-energy nexus”). The increasing
focus on “unconventional petroleum” sotrces such as oil shales, tar sands and coal seam gas,
whzehreqtﬁtes;gmﬁmtwatermputsdumgmcummdprod\muonandcana}soleadmthe
: dlschargeofsxgmﬁcanﬁypeﬂufedwasmwaters,zsacasampm”

| CP Water Disclosare 2010 Global Report: https:/fwwrw.odproject.aet/CDPResults/CDP-2010-Water-Disclosare- )

Giobalkmt.pdf . ‘ -
ESI0CK, V)

mmﬂwﬁcom {9328456?99185 e B45.67.5562
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M. William B. Timmerman
SCANA Corporation:
page 2

‘We aro therefore requesting that the company issue a sustainability report describing the

- company’s short- and Jong-ferta responses to BSG-related issues, including plans to manage
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and disclosure of material water risks and plans to mitigate
those risks, This report should also include a company-wide review of policies, practices, and
mefrics related to BSG issues, be prépared atveasonable cost, omit proprietary information, and
be issued within 6'months of the 2011 annual meeting,

A representative of the filer will atteid the antwal stockholders meeting to move the resolution as
requited by SEC rules. We hope that the company will meet with the proponents of this
resolution, Please note that the contact persons far this resolution will be: Luan Steinhilber,
ESG Analyst and Director of Sharsholder Advocacy or Patricia Karr Seabrook, ESG Research
and Shareholder Advocacy, mwﬁowmmmma SMUmByrdcliﬁ'eRoad,
Woodstock, New York, 12498; nan@mbinyest.com; petdcia@

Patricia Kart Sesbrook ‘
ESG Research and Sharcholder Advocacy

Baclosure
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

AFFIDAVIT

1, Ronald S. Bryant, Director of lnformation Technology for SCANA Corporation hereby
affiom the following: . . .

1. SCANA’S Information Techmology Depattment received a request from Gina Champion,
aut Corporate Secretary, to verify an email sent to an external email address on
December 7, 2010. Specifically, Ms. Champion was inquiring as to whether or not we
could determine if the email left our system and was received by the recipient’s system.

2. I'manage the email research team and an employee on our team was assigned to research
the issue and collect system data on Ms. Champion’s email, Our system data reflects that
her email sent to fuan@mbinvest.com and pairicia@mhinvest.com left our server at
16:52:03 on December 7, 2010, and was passed fo the mhinvest server (IP address of
71.246.190.100) at 16:52:20 on December 7, 2010.

T have hereby causedtthis affidavit to be executed and delivered this] T2 day of Tanuary
2011. <

%J‘LS :B*»v/

Ronald S, Bryant 7

SWOI’;E&TO and subscribed before me

this/ T™Hay JGn p,gg[:% ,2011.

é% By
* Notary Public for Sonth Carolina

My Comumission Bxpires: >~/ ¥ ~




SANFORD J. LEWIS, ATTORNEY

January 11,2011
Via email
Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance
“U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20549

Re: Shareholder Proposal to SCANA Corporation Seeking a Sustainability Report submitted by
Miller/Howard Investments on behalf of Hamada Trust

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am writing to respond to the no action letter request sent to the Securities and Exchange Commission on
December 23, 2010 by John W. Currie of McNair Attorneys on behalf of SCANA Corp., seeking
ex¢husion of the above-referenced shareholder proposal requesting a sustainability xeport. In its letter, the
company asserts deficient documentation of ownership.

‘We have been asked to respond on behalf of the proponents. The proponents have informed me that they
did not receive any notice of deficiency of ownership documentation from the company until receipt of
the December 23 No Action letter request via email and hard copy, long after the 14 calendar day
deadline of Rule 14a-8(f) had passed The no action letter assents that a request for ownership
documentation was submitted via email on Dec. 7; according to the intended recipient, Luan Stemh:lber,
such notice was never received until receipt of a copy of it in the December 23, 2010 No Action request.
An affidavit from Ms. Steinhilber regarding lack of receipt of the December 7 e-mail is enclosed.

As you know, the burden of proof is on the company to demonstrate that it has fulfilled the requirements
of Rule 14a-8, including the requitrement for potification of deficiencies in ownership within 14 calendar
days of receipt of a proposal. It appears that the company has failed to mect this requirement on a txme}y

basis, and thexefore should be ﬁemed no action relief.

Accordingly, we request that you instruct the company that in light of the failure to give timely notice to
the proponent, the staff is unable to concur with the company’s request to exclude the proposal based on
asserted deficiencies in ownership documentation. Please call me at (413) 549-7333 with respect to any

questions in cornection with this matter, or if the Staff wishes any further information.

Attorney at Law

Cc: gehampion@scana.cor
jcurrie@menair.net

PO Box 231 Amberst, MA 01004-0231 « sanfordiewis(@gmail.com
413 549-7333 ph. - 781 207-7895 fax .
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MCNAIR

ATTORNEYS

John W. Currie

jeurrie@mecnair.net
December 23, 2010 T (803) 799-9500
F (803) 933-1443

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re: SCANA Corporation
Shareholder Proposal by Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
Securities Exchange Act of 1934—Rule 14a-8

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We are counsel to SCANA Corporation, a South Carolina corporation
(the “Company”) (SEC File No. 1-8809). Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j) under the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the “Exchange Act™), we hereby
notify you of the Company’s intent to exclude a shareholder proposal (the
“Proposal”) and the statement in support thereof (the “Supporting Statement”)
submitted by Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. (“Miller/Howard”) from the
proxy materials (the “Proxy Materials™) to be distributed by the Company in
connection with its 2011 annual meeting of shareholders (the “2011 Meeting”),
and respectfully request on behalf of the Company that the staff of the Division
of Corporation Finance (the “Staff”) of the Securities and Exchange
‘Commission (the “Commission™) concur with the Company’s view that, for the
reasons stated below, the Proposal and the Supporting Statement may properly
be excluded from the Proxy Materials for the 2011 Meeting.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j) under the Exchange Act, we, on behalf of the
Company, are:

(a) filing this letter with the Commission no later than 80
‘ days before the date (March 14, 2011) on which the

McNair Law Firm, P. A.

Company intends to file its definitive proxy statement 1221 Main Strest

and form of proxy for the 2011 Meeting with the S 1700
Commission; and Columbia, SC 29201

Mailing Address

(b)  concurrently sending a copy of this correspondence to Post Office Box 11390

Columbia, SC 29211

Miller/Howard.

menair.net
This request is being submitted electronically pursuant to guidance
found in Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14D. Accompanying this request are the

ANDERSON B8LUFFTON CHARLESTON CHARLOTTE COLUMBIA GREENVILLE HILTON HEAR MYRTLE BEACH PAWLEYS ISLAND
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Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel ATTORNEYS
December 23, 2010 ‘ '

Page 2 of 4

following items:

1. Initial correspondence received by the Company on November 23, 2010
containing the following:

(a) letter from Miller/Howard to the Company dated November 18,
2010 containing the Proposal and Supporting Statement (the

“Proposal Letter”) (Exhibit A);

(b) letter dated November 18, 2010 from Lorraine Hamada to Luan
Steinhilber of Miller/Howard (Exhibit B); and

© letter dated November 18, 2010 from Charles Schwab Institutional
(a division of Charles Schwab & Co., Inc.) to Ms. Luan Steinhilber
of Miller/Howard (Exhibit C) (the “Schwab Letter”).

2. Letter from the Company to Luan Steinhilber of Miller/Howard dated
December 7, 2010 (transmitted on that date by electronic mail) requesting
additional documentation for Miller/Howard’s claim of ownership

(Exhibit D).

In accordance with Rule 14a-8(j), a copy of this submission is being sent simultaneously
to Miller/Howard via electronic mail as well as via Federal Express.

Rule 14a-8(k) and Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14D require proponents to provide companies
a copy of any correspondence that the proponents submit to the Commission or the Staff.
Accordingly, we hereby notify Miller/Howard on behalf of the Company that if Miller/Howard
elects to submit additional correspondence to the Commission or the Staff, copies of that
correspondence should concurrently be furnished in accordance with to Rule 14a-8(k) to the
Company at SCANA Corporation, MC D-133, 220 Operation Way, Cayce, SC 29033, Attention:
Corporate Secretary, e-mail address gchampion@scana.com, fax number (803) 933-8076.

The Proposal

The Proposal requests that the Company’s board of directors “issue a sustainability report
describing the company's short- and long-term responses to [environmental, social, and
governance (ESG)]-related issues, including plans to manage greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions,
disclosure of material water risks and plans to mitigate those risks. This report should also
include a company-wide review of policies, practices, and metrics related to ESG issues, be
prepared at reasonable cost, omit proprietary information, and be 1ssued within 6 months of the
2011 annual meeting.” :



U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission MCNAIR

Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel ATTORNEYS
December 23, 2010

Page 3 of 4

Basis for Exclusion

The Company believes that the Proposal and the Supporting Statement may properly be
excluded from the Proxy Materials for the 2011 Meeting pursuant to Rules 14a-8(b) and
14a-8(f)(1) because Miller/Howard has not provided the requisite proof of share ownership in
response to the Company’s proper request for such proof.

Analysis
In the Proposal Letter, Miller/Howard stated:

“Miller’/Howard Investments, Inc. is a beneficial owner of more than 2,000 shares
of SCANA Corporation’s stock and has held these shares for over one year. In
addition, Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. intends to hold the shares through the
date on which the Annual Meeting is held. Verification of ownership is enclosed.”

The enclosed “verification of ownership” consisted of (1) a copy of a letter from Lorraine
Hamada to Luan Steinhilber of Miller/Howard purporting to “authorize Miller/Howard
Investments, Inc. to file a shareholder resolution on my behalf at Scana [sic] Corporation at the
2011 annual meeting of shareholders” and (2) a copy of the Schwab Letter, which stated,

“Charles Schwab & Co., Inc. currently holds 99 shares of Scana [sic] Corporation
(SCG) common stock on behalf of our client, WILLIAM M HAMADA
REVOCABLE TRUST. These shares have been continuously held by the
WILLIAM M HAMADA REVOCABLE TRUST from June 2, 2009 through
November 18, 2010.”

Because the Schwab Letter did not verify that, as of November 18, 2010, either
Miller/Howard or Lorraine Hamada continuously held the securities for at least one year, the
Company sent a letter to Miller/Howard on December 7, 2010 via e-mail, notifying
Miller/Howard that it had failed to demonstrate that it satisfied the eligibility requirements
necessary for the inclusion of the Proposal and Supporting Statement in the Proxy Materials for
the 2011 Meeting. Specifically, the Company advised Miller/Howard as follows:

“Rule 14a-8(b) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 provides that, in order
to be eligible to submit a proposal, Miller/Howard must have continuously held at
least $2,000 in market value, or one percent, of our common stock for at least one
year by the date of the proposal. The materials accompanying the November 18
letter do not demonstrate that Miller/Howard is eligible to submit this proposal.

“In order for the proposal not to be excluded from our proxy statement due to
eligibility deficiencies, you must provide an appropriate response to this letter
establishing Miller/Howard's eligibility under Rule 14a-8(b). Your response must
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_ be postmarked, or transmitted electronically, no later than 14 days from the date
you receive this letter.”

Miller/Howard has provided no other information respecting its ownership of the
Company’s common stock within the 14-day period provided by Rule 14a-8(f)(1).

Miller/Howard has not demonstrated that the one-year continuous ownership requirement has
been met

Miller/Howard has failed to demonstrate that the shares of the Company’s common stock
on which it relies in order to submit the Proposal have been held by it for the time period
required by Rule 14a-8(b). Neither Miller/Howard nor Lorraine Hamada was a record owner of
the Company’s common stock on the date of the Proposal, and the Schwab Letter stated that the
William M. Hamada Revocable Trust (the “Trust™), not Miller/Howard or Lorraine Hamada, was
a holder of shares of the Company’s common stock. No evidence was submitted to the
Company showing that either Miller/Howard or Lorraine Hamada, acting alone, had the power to
authorize Miller/Howard to submit the Proposal on behalf of the Trust. Because Miller/Howard
has not provided any further evidence with respect to its ownership of the Company’s common
stock, it has failed to demonstrate that it has met the continuous ownership requirement of Rule
14a-8(b).

Conclusion

For the reasons stated above, the Company respectfully requests that the Staff confirm
that it will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission if the Company excludes the
Proposal and the Supporting Statement from the Proxy Materials for the 2011 Meeting under
Rules 14a-8(b) and 14a-8(f)(1).

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter, please do not hesitate to call me at
(803) 753-3272, my colleague Jim Siokos at (803) 753-3247, or Gina Champion, the Company’s
Associate General Counsel and Corporate Secretary, at (803) 217-7568. My fax number is
(803) 933-1443, and my email address is jcurrie@mcnair.net.

Very truly yours,

Jokn W. Currie

JWCljes
Enclosures

Cc: Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
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Letter dated November 18, 2010 from Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. to
SCANA Corporation containing the shareholder proposal and supporting statement
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VINEYY Howard

INVESTMENTS ,INGC

November 18,2010

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mz, William B, Timmerman Mr. Ronald Lindsay

Chairman of the Board, President Senior Vice President and General Counsel
and Chief Executive Officer ~ SCANA Corporation

SCANA Corporation 1426 Main Street

1426 Main Street . Columbis, SC 29201

Columbia, SC 29201

Gentlemen;

On behalf Miller/Howard Investments, Inc., I write to give notice that putsuant to the 2011 proxy
statement of SCANA Corporation and Rule 14a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc, intends to file the attached proposal at the 2011 annual meeting
of shareholders. Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. is a beneficial owner of more than 2,000
shares of SCANA Corporation’s stock and has held these shares for over one year. In addition,
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc. intends to hold the shares through the date on which the Annual
Mesting is held. Verification of ownership is enclosed.

Miller/Howard Investments is a domestic equity investment management fitm that focuses on
socially responsible investments, As active members in the socially responsible investing
community, we believe that sustainability reporting on environmental, social and governance
(ESG) business practices makes companies more responsive to the global business
environmental; an environment with finite natural resources, evolving legislation, and greater
public expectations of responsible corporate behavior. Transparency regarding climate change
strategy is particularly important.

The U.S. electric power industry accounts for 41 percent of the country's freshwater withdrawals,
According to the recently releaséd COP Water Disclosure Report 2010 Global Report, “[t}here is
also growing evidence of broader corporate understanding of the water issue in terms of the
formalization of the link between water and enetgy (or the “water-epergy nexus™), The increasing
focus on “unconventional petroleum” sources such as oil shales, tar sands and coal seam gas, -
which require significant water inputs during extraction and production and can also lead to the, -
discharge of significantly polluted wastewaters, is a case in point.”"

! CDP Water Disclosure 2010 Global Report: bitps://www.cdproject.net/CDPResults/CDP-2010-Water-Disclosure-

Global-Report.pdf
PO Box 549 / 324 Upper Byrdofife R, / Woodsiock NY 12498
wew,mhinvest.com fon 845.679.9166 fax B45.679.5862
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Me, William B. Timmerman
Mr. Ronald Lindsay
SCANA Corporation

page 2

We are therefore requesting that the company issue a sustainability report describing the
company’s short- and long-texm responses to ESG-related issues, including plans to manage
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and disclosure of material water risks and plans to mitigate
those rigks. This report should also include a company-wide review of policies, practices, and
metrics related to ESG issuves, be prepared at reasonable cost, omit proprietary information, and
be issued within 6 months of the 2011 annual meeting,

A representative of the filer will attend the amual stockholders meeting to move the resolution as
required by SEC rules. We hope that the company will meet with the proponents of this
resolution. Please note that the contact persons for this resolution will be: Luan Steinhilber,
ESG Analyst and Director of Shareholder Advocacy or Patricia Katr Seabrook, ESG Research
and Shareholder Advocacy, Miller/Howard Investments, Inc., 324 Upper Byrdoliffe Road,

Woodstock, New York, 12498; lnan@mbhinvest.com; patricia@mhinvest.com.
Sincerely,
' Patricia Karr Seabrook ,
ESG Research and Shareholder Advocacy
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.

Enclosure
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WHEREAS: We believe that sustainability reporting on environmental, social and governance
(ESG) business practices makes companies more responsive to the global business environment;
an environment with finite natural resources, evolving legislation, and greater public
expectaﬁons of responsible corporate behavior, Reporting also helps companies better integrate
and gain strategic value from existing corporate social responsibility efforts, 1demxfy gaps and
opportumnes, develop company-wide commumications, pubhclze innovative practices and
receive feedback.

Sustainability reporting is quickly becoming common practice. Of the 100 top U.S. companies
by revenue, 73% produce sustainability reports (KRPMG, 2008). Increasingly, companics are
identifying ESG factors relevant to their business, addressing them strategicaily through
sustainability programs and reports, and describing their positioning as good long-term
investments.

Transparency regarding climate change strategy is particularly crucial. The U.S. SEC recently
issued interpretive guidance illuminating corporate disclosure requirements of material business
and legal developments related to climate change.

The U.S. electric power industry accounts for 41 percent of the country s freshwater
withdrawals, U.S, regulations limit the temperature of water discharged by power plants in order
to minimize damage to aquatic species, Therefore, higher water temperatures pose regulatory
risks for electric utilities. During a heat wave in August 2010, three Tennessee Valley Authority
facilities were forced to decrease power generation for two weeks, costing the utility an
estimated $10 million in lost power production (Fleissner, 2010).

Additionally, emerging EPA regulations may require capital expenditures to retrofit power plant
cooling systems. The EPA is also considering regulating coal combustion waste destined for
land disposal as hazardous undet RCRA Subtitle C and/or regulating the structural integrity of
coal ash surface impoundments through NPDES wastewaxer discharge permits,

Despite the concerns listed above, SCANA Corporation has not prepared a sustainability report
and provides limited information on sustainability efforts via the company website and annual
report/10k.

RESOLVED: Sharcholders request that the Board of Directors issue a sustainability report
describing the company’s short- and long-term responses to ESG-related issues, including plans
to manage greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, disclosure of material water rigks and plans to
mitigate those risks. This report should also include a company-wide review of policies,
practices, and metrics related to ESG issues, be prepared at reasonable cost, omit proprietary
information, and be jssued within 6 months of the 2011 annual meeting.

SUPPORTING STATEMENT: We recommend use of the Global Reporting Initiative's (GRI)
Sustainability Reporting Guidelines to prepare the report. The guidelines provide guidance on
report content, including environmental impact, labor practices, human rights, and product
responsibility; omission of content not relevant to company operations is permissible.
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We also suggest the report describe water risks related to increased competition for water
resources, emerging regulation, and changing climatic conditions. Material information should
include:

Water intensity of generation

Water sources and cooling systems for each facility

‘Water rights of major facilities

Any water-related shutdowns or reductions in generation

Proposed regulations that would require retrofitting of cooling systems

Utility disclosures should incorporate exposures in wholly- and jointly-owned facilities, as well
as in power purchase agreements.
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Letter dated November 18, 2010 from Lorraine Hamada to
Luan Steinhilber of Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
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- November 18, 2010

Luan Steinhilber _ _

EST Analyst and Director of Shateholder Advocacy
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.

324 Upper Byrdoliffe Road

Woodstock, NY 12498

Dear Ms. Steinhilber:

This letter is to confirm that | hereby anthorize Miller/Howard Imesﬁnents, Inc. 1o file a
shareholder resolution on my behalf at Scana Corporation at the 2011 anmual meeting of
shareholders.

This letter is to confizm that as of November 18, 2010, I was a record investor holding 99 shares
of Scana Corporation Common Stock. This Jetter also confirms that I have held shares
continuously it excess of $2,000 in market value for at least twelve months prior to November
18, 2010, and that I will continue to hold sufficient shares through the date of the annual
shareholders’ meeting in 2011.

1 give Millex/Howard Investments, fos. the authority to deal on my behalf with any and all
aspects of the shareholder resolution, including but not limited to presentation at the annual
meeting, and withdrawal of the resolution.

Sincerely,
Aprtre M

Lortaine Hamada
Benefits Manager
Miller’Howard Investments, Inc.

<1/ T
wwwavhmvastwm fbn845.6799186 mmmm
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Letter dated November 18, 2010 from Charles Schwab Institutional (a division of Charles
Schwab & Co., Inc.) to Ms. Luan Steinhilber of Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
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charles SCHWAB

FO Box 620290 Oriande Florida 32852-8200 ) INSTITUTIONAL

Neovember 18, 2010

Ms. Luan Steinhilber

ESG Analyst

Miller/Floward Investments, Ine,
324 Upper Byrdcliffe Road
Woodstock, NY 12498

Re: L HAMADA & WHAMADA TTEE
WILLIAM M HAMADA REVOCABLE TRUST
U/ADTD 11/12/2008 / Account #XSMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 ***

To Whom It May Concern:

Charles Schwab & Co., Inc. currently holds 99 shates of Scana Corporation (SCG) common stock
o behalf of our client, WILLIAM M HAMADA REVOCABLE TRUST. These shares have
been continuously held by the WILLIAM M HAMADA REVOCABLE TRUST, from June
2, 2009 through November 18, 2010.

Sincerely,

Airah NGt

Sarah Noto
Relationship Specialist
Schwab Advisor Services

Sewert instubant iz a dodsion of Chackos Sehwib % Co,Ing { Schwan Memons $IFG, LTNZ0S40R02
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Letter dated December 7, 2010 from SCANA Corporation to
Luan Steinhilber of Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.



Gina S. Champion
Director, Corporate Governance
Associate General Counsef

Power FOrR LIVING

December 7, 2010
VIA EMAIL: nan@mhinvest.com

Luan Steinhilber
ESG Analyst and Director

of Shareholder Advocacy
Miller/Howard Investments, Inc.
324 Upper Byrdcliffe Road
Woodstock, NY 12498

Dear Ms. Steinhilber:

On November 23, 2010, we received a letter dated November 18, 2010 in which Miller/Howard
Investments, - Inc. ("Miller/Howard") submitted a shareholder proposal for our next annual
meeting of shareholders.

Rule 14a-8(b) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 provides that, in order to be eligible to
submit a proposal, Miller/Howard must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value,
or one percent, of our common stock for at least one year by the date of the proposal. The
materials accompanying the November 18 letter do not demonstrate that Miller/Howard is a
shareholder eligible to submit this proposal.

In order. for the proposal not to be excluded from our proxy statement due to eligibility
deficiencies, you must provide an appropriate response to this letter establishing Miller/Howard's
eligibility under Rule 14a-8(b). Your response must be postmarked, or transmitted electronically,
no later than 14 days from the date you receive this letter.

Sincerely,

Gina Champion,
Corporate Secretary

100 SCANA Parkway Cayce, SC» P{803) 217-7568 » F (803) 933-8076 » gchampion@scarta.com
Maillng Address 220 Operation Way » MC D133 » Cayce ,SC» 250333701




