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From: Randall D Westmoreland [westmorelandr@dteenergy.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2008 2:32 PM
To: Lemont, Stephen
Cc: Peter Smith; Moser, Michelle; Kirk LaGory; fewinsLM@bv.com; thomassd@bv.com
Subject: Re: Detroit Edison Contacts with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for Fermi 3 
Attachments: Answers to NRC ER questions 10 29 08 vers. 2.docx

Importance: High

Steve,  
  
The feedback we've gotten from the Corp. is that it they can see the independent utility aspect of the 
phase 1 Fermi 2 work and they believe they can permit that work separately from the Fermi 3 work. For 
the Fermi 2 work, only the Section 404 permit would apply.  
  
The permitting scheme below is right out of our ER Table 1.2-1. Again, it is our understanding that we 
would submit one permit application (for both MDEQ and Army Corp.) for each phase of the work and one 
permit encompassing all the applicable work and regulatory sections would be issued.  I believe this is 
consistent with my conversations with Corp personnel, thus far.   

• Construction of barge slip, plant cooling water discharge line and water intake – Section 10 Permit of 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899  

• Dredging for barge slip access – Section 404 dredge permit  
• Section 404 Wetland Permit for wetland impacts  

I added this information into the document below, as requested. If you need anything else let me know.  

Kind regards, 

Randy Westmoreland 
Nuclear Development-Licensing 
Technical Expert 
Office: 313-235-3368 
Pager: 734-457-7895 
************************************************************************************
***  
CARING ABOUT THE ENVIRONMENT IS THE NATURE OF  
OUR JOB.  
 
PROPRIETARY, CONFIDENTIAL OR PRIVILEGED  
COMMUNICATION  
 
This communication may contain proprietary, privileged or  
confidential information protected by law. It is solely for the 
use of the intended recipient named above. Any review,  
dissemination, distribution, forwarding, or copying of this  
communication by someone other than the intended  
recipient, or the employee responsible for delivering this  
communication to the intended recipient, is prohibited.  
If you have received this communication in error, please  
immediately notify the sender via email, then destroy the  
original message.  
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-----Stephen Lemont <Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov> wrote: ----- 

To: Randall Westmoreland <westmorelandr@dteenergy.com> 
From: Stephen Lemont <Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov> 
Date: 10/29/2008 10:50AM 
cc: Peter Smith <smithpw@dteenergy.com>, Michelle Moser <Michelle.Moser@nrc.gov>, Kirk LaGory 
<lagory@anl.gov>, "fewinsLM@bv.com" <fewinsLM@bv.com>, "thomassd@bv.com" 
<thomassd@bv.com> 
Subject: FW: Detroit Edison Contacts with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for Fermi 3 

Thanks, Randy.  What you provided is the information I was looking for.  I do, however, have one follow-up 
question to your response to my Question #1.  For each of the two phases you described, specifically which 
Corps permits would be required; and is that based on your and/or your consultant's belief or on feedback from 
the Corps?   

 

Please add your response to the your Question #1 response in the attachment. 

 

Thanks again. 

 

Stephen Lemont, Ph.D. 
Environmental Project Manager 

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

Office of New Reactors 

Mail Stop:  T-6D32 

Washington, DC 20555-0001 

Telephone:  301-415-5163 

Fax:  301-415-6350 

Email:  Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov 

 

From: Randall D Westmoreland [mailto:westmorelandr@dteenergy.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2008 10:41 AM 
To: Stephen Lemont 
Cc: Peter Smith; Michelle Moser; fewinsLM@bv.com; thomassd@bv.com 
Subject: RE: Detroit Edison Contacts with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for Fermi 3 
Importance: High 
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Steve, 

  

See the attached document for answers to the questions in this email. 

  

 

Randy Westmoreland 
Nuclear Development-Licensing 
Technical Expert 
Office: 313-235-3368 
Pager: 734-457-7895 
************************************************************************************
***  
CARING ABOUT THE ENVIRONMENT IS THE NATURE OF  
OUR JOB.  
 
PROPRIETARY, CONFIDENTIAL OR PRIVILEGED  
COMMUNICATION  
 
This communication may contain proprietary, privileged or  
confidential information protected by law. It is solely for the 
use of the intended recipient named above. Any review,  
dissemination, distribution, forwarding, or copying of this  
communication by someone other than the intended  
recipient, or the employee responsible for delivering this  
communication to the intended recipient, is prohibited.  
If you have received this communication in error, please  
immediately notify the sender via email, then destroy the  
original message.  

 

-----Stephen Lemont <Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov> wrote: ----- 

To: Randall D Westmoreland <westmorelandr@dteenergy.com> 
From: Stephen Lemont <Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov> 
Date: 10/27/2008 10:19AM 
cc: Peter Smith <smithpw@dteenergy.com>, Michelle Moser <Michelle.Moser@nrc.gov> 
Subject: RE: Detroit Edison Contacts with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for Fermi 3 

Randy, 

 

Based on further internal discussions on this matter, I added more questions (in red) to my original list below.   

 

Thanks, 



4

Stephen Lemont, Ph.D. 

Environmental Project Manager 

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

Office of New Reactors 

Mail Stop:  T-6D32 

Washington, DC 20555-0001 

Telephone:  301-415-5163 

Fax:  301-415-6350 

Email:  Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov 

 

From: Stephen Lemont  
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 4:54 PM 
To: 'Randall D Westmoreland' 
Cc: Peter Smith; Michelle Moser 
Subject: Detroit Edison Contacts with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for Fermi 3 

 

Randy, 

 

I know we may have discussed some of these issues before, but can you provide me--for our planning purposes-
-with the latest answers to the following questions regarding your contacts with the Corps-Detroit District for 
the Fermi 3 project: 

 

1.    What Corps permits will the project require, for what actions, and on what schedule? 

2.    Are the permits and the impacts they represent big enough to warrant an EIS by Corps?  Has the Corps 
said anything about a requirement for an EIS?   

3.    What agreements, if any, have the Corps and Detroit Edison already reached?   

4.    Have Detroit Edison and the Corps already reached an agreement that may render Corps cooperating 
status unnecessary? 

5.    When does Detroit Edison plan to submit permit application(s) to Corps (or to the Corps through the 
Michigan DEQ)?   
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6.    What is the Corps-Detroit District's view of the project.   

7.    Does Detroit Edison still have no plans to ask for an LWA?  

8.    What was the outcome of the site visit last week with the Corps and Michigan DEQ? 

9.    When does the Corps plan to provide its written jurisdictional determination? 

10.  What is the Michigan DEQ going to provide as a result of last week's site visit, and when will that be 
provided? 

 

Thanks, 

Stephen Lemont, Ph.D. 

Environmental Project Manager 

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

Office of New Reactors 

Mail Stop:  T-6D32 

Washington, DC 20555-0001 

Telephone:  301-415-5163 

Fax:  301-415-6350 

Email:  Stephen.Lemont@nrc.gov 
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I know we may have discussed some of these issues before, but can you provide me--for our 
planning purposes--with the latest answers to the following questions regarding your contacts 
with the Corps-Detroit District for the Fermi 3 project: 
 

1. What Corps permits will the project require, for what actions, and on what schedule?   
 

We anticipate two phases that we plan to permit separately. The first phase is the Fermi 2 site 
reconfiguration work that is discussed in the ER as part of cumulative impacts. The feedback 
we've gotten from the Corp. is that it they can see the independent utility aspect of the phase 1 
Fermi 2 work and they believe they can permit that work separately from the Fermi 3 work. 
For the Fermi 2 work, only the Section 404 permit would apply.  

The second phase is the Fermi 3 work.  We would submit one permit application for 
construction of the barge slip, plant cooling water discharge line and water intake, dredging 
for barge access and wetlands impacts. The permitting scheme below is right out of our ER 
Table 1.2-1. I believe this is consistent with my conversations with Corp personnel, thus far.   

• Construction of barge slip, plant cooling water discharge line and water intake – 
Section 10 Permit of Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899  

• Dredging for barge slip access – Section 404 dredge permit  
• Section 404 Wetland Permit for wetland impacts  

 
Detroit Edison does not have a schedule for applying for these permits at this time.   

2. Are the permits and the impacts they represent big enough to warrant an EIS by Corps?  
 

I don’t know.  That will likely depend on what the revised site plan and associated impacts 
look like. 

 
3. Has the Corp said anything about a requirement for an EIS? 

 
No. 

 
4. What agreements, if any, have the Corps and Detroit Edison already reached?   

None. 

5. Have Detroit Edison and the Corps already reached an agreement that may render Corps 
cooperating status unnecessary? 
 

No agreements have been made. 
 

6. When does Detroit Edison plan to submit permit application(s) to Corps (or to the Corps  
 through the Michigan DEQ)?   



 

Detroit Edison does not have a schedule for applying for these permits at this time.   

7. What is the Corps-Detroit District's view of the project?  
 

The Army Corp. personnel were cooperative. They limited their comments to the job they were 
doing, which was the wetland boundaries and the jurisdictional determination. They were 
aware of the MOU between the NRC and the Army Corp. but they weren’t what their 
involvement would be.   

8. Does Detroit Edison still have no plans to ask for an LWA?  

We do not intend to pursue an LWA. 
 
6.    What was the outcome of the site visit last week with the Corps and Michigan DEQ? 
 
The visit went well. The MDEQ and The Army Corp. seemed satisfied with the quality of the 
wetland delineation conducted by Ducks Unlimited (DU). There were only minor adjustments 
on a few wetland boundaries that added about 1.5 acres. 
 
Regarding the Army Corp. jurisdictional determination, there were only a few small wetland 
areas on the site that were not in their jurisdiction. This means that for the most part, the 
wetland’s on the site are regulated by both the MDEQ and the Army Corp.  
 
7.    When does the Corps plan to provide its written jurisdictional determination? 
 
The Army Corp. said they should have a letter with attached drawing showing their 
jurisdiction to us in about a month. 
 
8.    What is the Michigan DEQ going to provide as a result of last week's site visit? 
 
Ducks Unlimited will work with the MDEQ on modifying the wetland map boundaries. Once the 
MDEQ is satisfied, they will send a letter to DTE certifying the wetland delineation.  
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