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Mailing Address:
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704-382-0605

bjdolan@duke-energy.com

December 3, 2009

Document Control Desk
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Subject:

Reference:

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
William States Lee III Nuclear Station - Docket Nos. 52-018 and 52-019
AP1 000 Combined License Application for the
William States Lee III Nuclear Station Units 1 and 2
Response to Request for Additional Information
Ltr# WLG2009.12-01

Letter from L.M. Tell0 (NRC) to B.J. Dolan (Duke Energy), Request for
Additional Information Regarding the Environmental Review of the
Combined License Application for William States Lee Ill Nuclear Station,
Units 1 and 2, dated January 21, 2009

This letter provides supplemental information to the Duke Energy response to the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission's (NRC) request for the following additional information
(RAI) item listed in the reference letter:

RAI 119, Ecology

The response to this NRC request is addressed in the enclosure which also identifies
any associated changes that will be made in a future revision of the William States Lee
III Nuclear Station application.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please contact Peter S.
Hastings at 980-373-7820.

BryvnJ. Dolan
Vice President
Nuclear Plant Development

-Z-)09 3
www. duke-energy. com
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Enclosure:

1. Supplemental Response C to RAI 119, Ecology
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AFFIDAVIT OF BRYAN J. DOLAN

Bryan J. Dolan, being duly sworn, states that he is Vice President, Nuclear Plant
Development, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, that he is authorized on the part of said
Company to sign and file with the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission this
supplement to the combined license application for the William States Lee III Nuclear
Station and that all the matter and facts set forth herein are true and correct to the best
of his knowledge.

lrya6 J. Polan

S ubscribe!a sworn to me on_______________

Notary P blic

My commission expires: M/ 0 i

SI
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xc (wo/enclosure):

Loren Plisco, Deputy Regional Administrator, Region II
Stephanie Coffin, Branch Chief, DNRL
Robert Schaaf, Branch Chief, DSER

xc (w/enclosure):

Michelle Moser, Project Manager, DSER
Brian Hughes, Senior Project Manager, DNRL



Enclosure No. 1 Page 1 of 2
Duke Letter Dated: December 3, 2009

Lee Nuclear Station Response to Request for Additional information (RAI)

RAI Letter Dated: January 21, 2009

Reference NRC RAI Number: ER RAI-1 19, Supplement C

NRC RAI:

Provide a copy of the Duke reports and consultation letters, as they become available, that were
submitted to Federal and State agencies, e.g., USACE, SCDNR, USFWS, SCDHEC, etc.

Duke Energy Response:

This supplemental response provides additional correspondence with the US Fish and Wildlife
Service and the SC State Historic Preservation Office.

Copies of the following are provided with this response:

1. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the Lee Nuclear Site, August 22, 2007.

2. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the rail corridor, April 1, 2009.

3. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the 230 kV and 525 kV transmission lines,
August 26, 2009.

4. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the Make-Up Pond C area, October 28,
2009.

5. Letter from R. Dobrasko (SCSHPO) to R. Bailey (Brockington & Assoc.) concurring
with the cultural resource survey for the Lee Nuclear Station, June 8, 2007.

6. Letter from R. Dobrasko (SCSHPO) to T.J.Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with the
cultural resource survey for the Lee Nuclear Station rail corridor, January 9, 2008.

7. Letter from C. Cantley (SCSHPO) to T.J.Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with the
cultural resource survey for the onsite utilities, May 14, 2009.

8. Letter from RC. Cantley (SCSHPO) to T.J.Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with the
cultural resource survey for the Make-Up Pond C area, September 29, 2009.

Associated Revisions to the Lee Nuclear Station Combined License Application:

None



Enclosure No. 1 Page 2 of 2
Duke Letter Dated: December 3, 2009

Associated Attachments:

1. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the Lee Nuclear Site, August 22, 2007.

2. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the rail corridor, April 1, 2009.

3. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the 230 kV and 525 kV transmission lines,
August 26, 2009.

4. Letter from T.N. Hall (USFWS) to T.J. Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with rare,
threatened and endangered species survey for the Make-Up Pond C area, October 28,
2009.

5. Letter from R. Dobrasko (SCSHPO) to R. Bailey (Brockington &. Assoc.) concurring
with the cultural resource survey for the Lee Nuclear Station, June 8, 2007.

6. Letter from R. Dobrasko (SCSHPO) to T.J.Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with the
cultural resource survey for the Lee Nuclear Station rail corridor, January 9, 2008.

7. Letter from C. Cantley (SCSHPO) to T.J.Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with the
cultural resource survey for the onsite utilities, May 14, 2009.

8. Letter from RC. Cantley (SCSHPO) to T.J.Bowling (Duke Energy) concurring with the
cultural resource survey for the Make-Up Pond C area, September 29, 2009.



United States Department of the Interior ERI

FISH, AND' WILDLIFE SERVICE
3176 Croghan Spur Road, Suite 200

Charleston, South Carolina 29407

August 22, 2007

Mr. Theodore Bowling
Duke Energy
EC09D / P.O. Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006

Re: Duke Energy, Cherokee Project
Cherokee, South Carolina
FWS Log No: 2006-1-0530

Dear Mr. Bowling:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service(Service)-has reviewed your letter recquesting..concurrence on
your-threatened and endangered species determination. The,propose.project would i nvolve.
constructionw and operation of a nuclear power generation facility in Clieiroke. County; South"
Carolina. The:following comments are provided in accordance with section 7 of thle•Endangered
Species Act.(Act), as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543).

Based on species occurrence records contained in the Heritage Trust database and Service files,
and the information provided in your consultation request, we concur with your conclusion that
there are no federally threatened or endangered species on the proposed site that would be
impacted by the construction or operation of the Lee Nuclear Station. In view of this, the
Service believes that the requirements of Section 7 of the Act have been fulfilled relative to the
proposed action, and no further consultation is necessary at this time. However, obligations
under Section 7 of the Act must be reconsidered if: (1) new information reveals that the proposed
project may affect listed species in a manner or to an extent not previously considered, (2) the
proposed project is subsequently modified to include activities which were not considered during
this consultation; or (3) new species are listed or critical habitat designated that might be affected
by the proposed project.

-Your~letter indicates an Environmental Report to evaluate. the .potential. irmpacts .to, trust resources
-from project construction.and operation is forthcoming. T.he Selpvice looks forwiad to review
and .comment. of'the-environmental .analysis pursuant to th1-Nationa'lEnvironriental PolicyAct
(42 U.S.C. § ;43241t et seq:)-- Until.the.issuance of thee.Environrnental Repoit, we:reserve the.
opportunity to submit comments regarding potential 'impacts to miigratory fishes and aquatic

TAKE PRIDE®z
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resources, in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as amended (16 U.S.C.
661-667e).

Your interest in ensuring the protection of endangered species is appreciated. If you have further
questions or require additional information, please contact Lora Zimmennan of this office at
(843) 727-4707 ext. 226. In future correspondence concerning this project, please reference
FWS Log No. 2006-1-0530.

Sincerely,

Timothy N. Hall
Field Supervisor

TNH/LLZ



United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

176 Croghan Spur Road, Suite 200
Charleston, South Carolina 29407

April 1, 2009

Mr. Theodore Bowling
Environmental Project Manager
Nuclear Plant Development
Duke Energy
EC09D/Post Office Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006

Re: Endangered Species Review, W. S. Lee, III, Nuclear Station Rail Line, Cherokee County,

SC, FWS LogNo., 424 1072009-TA-0266

Pear Mr., Bowling:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed your survey results on potential
impacts to threatened and endangered species (T&E) by the proposed rail line which will serve
the W. S. Lee, III, Nuclear Station in Cherokee County, SC. The proposed rail line is located on
an existing rail line corridor that was originally intended to serve the Cherokee Nuclear Station.
The Cherokee Nuclear Station was never constructed and the rail line was abandoned. Duke
Energy has re-acquired this rail line for use by the new proposed nuclear facility.

Duke Energy surv.eyed a. 100 foot wide corridor centered along.the abandoned rail line to
characterize existing habitat as well as to search for Federal and state listed species.
Approximately 1300 feet of the proposed rail line will be realigned to avoid an existing
commercial facility; therefore, the new alignment was also surveyed. Only one T&E species, the
dwarf flowered heartleaf, Hexastylis naniflora, is known to occur within Cherokee County.
However, Duke Energy also surveyed for the Schweinitz's sunflower, Helianthus schweinitzii, as
there is suitable habitat within the rail line corridor. The survey found no occurrence of the
heartleaf or the sunflower within the .100 foot corridor., Based on these results, Duke Energy
concludesithat the proposed re-use of the abandoned rail line and construction of the new 1300
foot rail section would have no effect upon federally listed species.

Upon view of the information provided, the Service agrees that construction of the new rail line
within the-exis'ting corridor, and the new alignment portion; will have no effect upon federally.'
listed species. However, obligations under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act must be

TAKE PRIDE"'
INAM ERICA-,•



considered if: (1) new information reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect any
listed species or critical habitat in a manner not previously considered, (2) this action is
subsequently modified in a manner which was not considered in this assessment, or (3) a new
species is listed or critical habitat is determined that may be affected by the identified action.

The Service appreciates the opportunity to provide you with this information regarding this
project. If you have any questions regarding the Service's comments, please do not hesitate to
contact Mark Caldwell at (843) 727-4707 ext. 215.

Sincerely,

-Timothy N. Hall

Field Supervisor

TNHi/MAC/km



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
3176 Croghan Spur Road, Suite 200

Charleston, South Carolina 29407

August 26, 2009

(

Mr. Theodore Bowling
Environmental Project Manager
Nuclear Plant Development
Duke Energy
EC09D/P.O. Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006

Re: Endangered Species Survey, W. S. Lee, III, Nuclear Station Transmission Line,
Cherokee County, SC, FWS Log No. 42410-2009-TA-0596

Dear Mr. Bowling:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has re,•iewed.your. suývey results onr potential.
inmpacds to0,;itatehed.and Iendangered species (T&E) by 1 e proopsed transmission lines Ivhich'
w{illdistriibute 'power ger~erated from 'the W. S. Lee, III, Nuclear Station inClieokee Ciunt•', SC.
Two io'utes'were surveyed for the presence of threatened and endangered species inaddition to
jurisdictional wetland areas.

As described in the submitted survey report; a new 525 kV line would extend from the Oconee-
Newport 525 kV line to the Lee Nuclear Station switchyard (Switchyard) and a new 230 kV line
would extend from the Pacolet Tie-Catawba 230 kV line to the Switchyard. The west 525 kV
line would extend 17.42 miles to the Switchyard. The west 230 kV line would run parallel to the
525 kV line for 7.9,5 miles to the Switchyard. The east 525 J¢V line would extend 1-3.87 miles-to
the Switchyard. The east 230 kV line would run'parallelto the 525 kV line for 7.09 miles to the
Switchyard. The 525 kV line right of way (ROW) from the Oconee-Newport line to the Pacolet
Tie-Catawba line would be 200 feet wide in both routes. The ROW from the Pacolet Tie-
Catawba line to the Switchyard, where the lines parallel each other in a single corridor, would be
325 feet wide in both routes.

Habitat from four South Carolina counties, Cherokee, York, Union and Chester, will potentially
be imipacted through placement of the transmission lines. Therefore, Duke Energy surveyed for

tie ýfederafly ihreaten.' and erndangered species known to occur int iesec6uhties, the dwfarf
flowered heý , leaf, Hexastylis nanfldra, the. S chweimitz"9 s'u'fi0W er• ei`i;anthus sc'hweint,•ii and

the Carolina heelsphitter, Ldcsmigona decorata. In additiori, a number of state protected species
were included in the survey efforts.

TAKE PRIDE"•INAM ERICAZF



The survey found no occurrence of the dwarf flowered heartleaf or the Schweinitz's sunflower
within the proposed transmission line corridors. Further, the Carolina heelsplitter was not found
within streams that will be crossed by the lines. Based on these results Duke Energy concludes
that the proposed construction of the transmission lines would have no effect upon federally
listed species.

Upon view of the information provided, the Service agrees that construction of the new 230kV
and 525kV transmission lines will have no effect upon federally listed species. However,
obligations under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act must be considered if (1) new
information reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect any listed species or critical
habitat in a manner not previously considered, (2) this action is subsequently modified in a
manner which was not considered in this assessment, or (3) a new species is listed or critical
habitat is designated that may be affected by the identified action.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide you with this information regarding this project. If you
have any questions regarding the Service's comments, please do not hesitate to contact Mark
Caldwell at (843) 727-4707 ext. 215.

Sincerely,

$• Timothy N. Hall
Field Supervisor

TNH/MAC/km



United States Department of the Interior
4 FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

176 Croghan Spur Road, Suite 200
Charleston, South Carolina 29407

October 28, 2009.

Mr. Theodore Bowling
Environmental Project Manager
Nuclear Plant Development
Duke Energy
EC09D/P.O. Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006

Re: Endangered Species Survey for Proposed Make-up Pond C, W. S. Lee, III, Cherokee
County, SC, FWS Log No.42410-2010-TA-0029

Dear Mr. Bowling:

,T,hie UP-S..Fish .a~nd Wildlife. Service, (Service) has.reviewed, yotir 'survey results bin"n'p6fetialJimp.acts Ito.threatened and endangered~species (T&E) by.the proprcseder&ati6n'6f Make-up Pond
'C which will serve as a water source for the proposed W. S. Lee, III, Nuclear Station in
Cherokee County, SC.

L- We concur with your determination that the proposed action will have no effect on
resources under the jurisdiction of the USFWS that are currently protected by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.)(Act). Therefore,
no further action is required under Section 7(a)(2)of the Act.

0I We concurwith your determination that the proposed action is not likely, to adversely
affect resources under the jurisdiction of the USFWS that are currently protected by the
Act. Therefore, no further action is required under Section 7(a)(2) of the Act.

0 It is our opinion that the proposed action is not likely to have reasonably foreseeable
adverse effects on resources under the jurisdiction of the USFWS that are currently
protected by the Act. Therefore, no further action is required under Section 7(a)(2) of the

P~lease fnotethat:obligations under section:7 of theA tA:must bere'onsidei'd if (1)nff' ' .' '

infoqr, ation, reveals impacts ,of this' identified' action may: affect: any listed: tpecies O••ditfical
lhabitat in a manner" not previously considered, (2) this action is subsequently modified in a

TAKE PRIDE J
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manner which was not considered in this assessment, or (3) a new species is listed or critical

habitat is designated that may be affected by the identified action.

If the proposed project will impact wetlands, please contact the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,

Charleston District. If you have any questions regarding the Service's determination, please do

not hesitate to contact Mark Caldwell at (843) 727-4707 ext 215.

Sincerely,

A Timothy N. Hall
Field Supervisor

TN`H/MAC/km



June 8, 2007

For All Ga~rnsLr
SMr ;•Ralph•Bailey;

Brgck~i~gton and Associates
1051 Johnnietdbdcds Blvd., Ste. F
Mt ,PI4dsnt, SC 29464

D R ande, dhd1'R Cult' ai-R-sources:Swvey .f -e -Pr-
Lee Nuclear Station, Cherokee County, South Carolina

Diear Mr. Bailey:

Our'roffice; has had the opportunity-to review the above-referenced report and addendum.
The;.reprt• mfieets'feýderal.andstate guidelines for the identification and assessment of
historic properties.

Our office concurs, with your assessmrenththat architectural resources 0061.00-0068.03:
are not eligile for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The-development
and construction of the Lee NuClear Station will not affect these properties. Architectural
resource 0042i.00-01, the, Ninety-Nine Islands Hydro Plan and Dam, is eligible for listing
in the NatioNfalRegister 0f Historic Places We believe that the proposedworkat the
L-ee' Nu1ar Station should cause noadverse effect to this historic property.

Thiis cultural resources investigation was-prepared in anticipatiofi of an application.for
cons-truction and operation tqotheNuclear Regulatory Commission. We understand that--

-additio•nal cultural resources work will be conducted on the railroad, transmhission lines,
andthe, discharge facility for the plant *.It is likely .thatsome sort of agreement will be
need4d&jt goverfuturedcultural resourcesidentification and address future-work to be
done-at the plant trough the lifeoftheiese-jWgranted Welookor.wardt;continuing

toA r wt o and Duke Energy on this project.

--hese•ooMments are :provided by the'State Historic Preservation Office pursuant to
Sectionio106 bfthe National Historic Preservation Act, as amended. If you have
questions,. pleasecontact me at (803) 896-6169 or dobrasko@scdah.state.sc.us.

Sincerely,

Rebekah Dobrasko
Review and Compliance Coordinator
State Historic Preservation Office

S.C' Depare!irneni oiArthive & Historý, 8301 ParklaneRoad. Columbia *Souh Carolina 292f3-4905 *803-896-6100* wvwwsta.ie.sc.us/scdah
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Mr. Theodore Bowling
Environmental Project Manager
Duke Energy
EC09D/P.O. Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006
704382-5917

Re: Cherokee Nuclear/Lee Nuclear Station
Cherokee County, South Carolina

Dear Mr. Bowling:

Thank you for your letter of December 10, which we received on December 12, along
with two copies of the draft report entitled Cultural Resources Survey of the Lee Nuclear
Station Railroad Corridor, Cherokee County, South Carolina. This survey focuses on the
railroad corridor portion of the overall Cherokee Nuclear/Lee Nuclear Station project.

The Ellen Furnace Works (38CK0068) is listed in the National Register of Historic Places
and is within the Area of Potential Effects for this project. Our office concurs with the
assessment that the proposed railroad corridor reactivation will cause no adverse effect
to the Ellen Furnace Works.

We do request that our office be notified immediately if archaeological materials are
encountered during any construction activities associated with the railroad.
Archaeological materials consist of any items, fifty years old or older, which were made
or used by man. These items include, but are not limited to, stone projectile points
(arrowheads), ceramic sherds, bricks, worked wood, bone and stone, metal and glass
objects, and human skeletal materials.

These comments are provided by the State Historic Preservation Office pursuant to
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended. If you have
questions, please contact me at (803) 896-6169 or dobrasko@scdah.state.sc.us.

Sincerely,

Rebekah Dobrasko
Review and Compliance Coordinator
State Historic Preservation Office

S. C, Department of Archives & History 9 8301 Parklane Road o Columbia * South Carolina • 29223-4905* (803) 896-6100 • www.state.us/scdah
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May 14, 2009 9 .

SHPO # 06-RD0163

Mr. Theodore Bowling 

Hso4

Environmental Project Manager 
FoRAL

Nuclear Plant Development
EC09D/PO Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006

Re: Cherokee Nuclear Facility/Lee Nuclear Plant, Cultural Resource Survey of the Lee Nuclear Station

Utilities Project, Cherokee County, South Carolina

Dear Mr. Bowling:

Thank you for your letter of April 22, 2009, which we received on April 23, 2009, regarding the above-

mentioned project. We also received a copy of Brockington and Associates' cultural resources report as

supporting documentation for this undertaking. The State Historic Preservation Office is providing

comments to Duke Energy pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its

implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800.

Based on the description of the Area of Potential Effect (APE) and the identification of historic properties

within the APE, our office concurs with the assessment that no newly discovered archaeological properties
listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places will be affected by this project.

Also, SHPO concurs with the recommendation that the proposed wastewater line will not have an adverse

effect on the Ninety-Nine Islands Dam that is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.

If archaeological materials are encountered during construction, the procedures codified at 36 CFR

800.13(b) will apply. Archaeological materials consist of any items, fifty years old or older, which were

made or used by man. These items include, but are not limited to, stone projectile points (arrowheads),
ceramic sherds, bricks, worked wood, bone and stone, metal and glass objects, and human skeletal

materials. The federal agency or the applicant receiving federal assistance should contact our office

immediately.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (803) 896-6181 or ccantley@scdah.state.sc.us.

Sincerely,

Chuck Cantley, M
Staff Archaeologist/G1S Coordinator
State Historic Preservation Office

cc: Ralph Bailey, Brockington and Associates

S. C. Department of Archives & History e 8301 Parklane Road * Columbia * South Carolina e 29223-4905 * (803) 896-6100 • http://scdah.sc.gov



September 29, 2009

SHPO # 09-CW0462 E'

Mr. Theodore Bowling FORALo.

.Environmental Project Manager
Nuclear Plant Development
EC09D/PO Box 1006
Charlotte, NC 28201-1006

Re: Proposed London Creek Reservoir SC 329 Realignment, Phase I (Lee Nuclear Plant) Cherokee County,

South Carolina

Dear Mr. Bowling:

Thank you for your letter of September 3, 2009, which we received on September 4, 2009, regarding the
above-mentioned project. We also received a copy of Brockington and Associates' cultural resources
report as supporting documentation for this undertaking. The State Historic Preservation Office is
providing comments to Duke Energy pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and
its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800.

Based on the description of the Area of Potential EffTct (APE) for Phase I of this project and the
identification of historic properties within the Phase I APE, SHPO concurs with the assessment that no
archaeological or architectural properties listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places will be adversely affected by this project within the Phase I APE. Also, SHPO concurs with the
recommendation for the plans to relocate the Service Family Cemetery (38CK142). SHPO will provide an
assessment of effects for all cultural resources occurring within the proposed London Creek Reservoir upon
the submittal and review of the Phase II report concerning the geoarchaeological investigation of the
London Creek bottomlands, a proposed transmission line corridor, and individual parcels excluded from the
Phase I APE.

To successfully conclude the Phase I consultation, SHPO requires hardcopies of the architectural survey
cards (on cardstock w/ actual photos). The draft report sent only photocopies. Contact Ms. Caroline
Wilson, the Review and Compliance Coordinator, if there are any questions pertaining to the architectural
reporting requirements.

If you have any other questions, please contact me at (803) 896-6181 or ccantley@scdah.state.sc.us.

Sincerely,

Chuck Cantley, MA, P
Staff Archaeologist/GIS Coordinator
State Historic Preservation Office

cc: Ralph Bailey, Brockington and Associates

S. C. Department of Archives & History • 8301 Parklane Road , Columbia ° South Carolina @ 29223-4905 ° (803) 896-6100 , http://scdah.sc.gov


