
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, SAVANNAH DISTRICT 

100 W. OGLETHORPE AVENUE 
SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 31401-3604 

CESAS-RD-C     
SAS-2015-00235 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: Supplement to the Department of the Army (DA) Environmental Assessment 
and/or Statement of Findings for file number: SAS-2015-00235 

1. Permittees:

a. Address: Mr. Hugh "Trip" Tollison
Savannah Harbor-Interstate 16 Corridor Joint Development Authority 
131 Hutchinson Island Road, 4th Floor  
Savannah, Georgia 31421  

Mr. Pat Wilson, Commissioner 
Georgia Department of Economic Development 
Technology Square, 75 5th Street, N.W., Suite 1200 
Atlanta, Georgia 30308  

2. Background:

a. On October 4, 2022, Savannah District, Corps Regulatory Division (Corps)
issued DA Permit SAS-2015-00235 authorizing the construction of an Electric Vehicle 
Original Equipment Manufacturing (EVOEM) facility, which would manufacture and 
distribute fully electric vehicles.  The project would result in the loss of 221.36 acres of 
wetland, 763 linear feet of intermittent stream and 1.58 acres of ditch. 

b. In June 2018, the applicant submitted a DA application requesting authorization
to fill 92.6 acres of wetland, 833 linear feet of stream and 0.62 acre of ditch to construct 
a gas-powered automobile Original Equipment Manufacturing (OEM) facility.  In July 
2018, the Corps issued a Joint Public Notice (JPN) requesting comments on the 
proposed impacts/project.  During the evaluation of the application, the applicant 
reduced the proposed impacts to wetlands from 92.6 acres to 62.3 acres.  In 2019, the 
Corps prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA), Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines 
Evaluation, Public Interest Review (PIR), and Statement of Findings (SOF) associated 
with the proposed impacts.  The EA also included an evaluation of effects to threatened 
and endangered species (per Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA)) and 
historic properties (per Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)).  
Based on these analyses and evaluations, the Corps determined that the project at that 
time would not have a significant impact on the quality of the human environment.  On 
July 10, 2019, the Corps initially proffered a DA permit to the applicant stating if they 
agree with the terms and conditions of the permit, to sign, date, and return the signed   
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permit to the Corps.  Upon receipt, the District Engineer would validate the permit, and 
the impacts would be authorized.  However, the applicant never signed the initial 
proffered permit, therefore the Corps never authorized the impacts requested in the 
2018 DA application. 
 
    c.  In May 2022, the applicant submitted a new DA application requesting impacts to 
221.36 acres of wetland, 763 linear feet of intermittent stream and 1.58 acres of ditch 
associated with the construction of an electric vehicle OEM (EVOEM) facility.  The 
applicant contended that since the time of the Corps’ initial proffered permit to the 
submittal of the new DA application, “the auto industry has continued to shift its focus 
towards production of electric vehicles and many leading auto manufacturers goals to 
cease building petroleum powered cars.  The transformation of the automotive industry 
towards electrification requires construction of much larger and complex OEM facilities 
designed specifically for production of electric vehicles.  Because the previously 
proposed project, which accommodates gas-powered automobile production, does not 
accommodate the requirements for an EVOEM assembly facility, revisions to the site 
plan were required.”  As a result, the Corps published an new JPN, with a 30-day 
comment period, soliciting comments from the public on the updated project.  Further, 
the Corps prepared a new EA, Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines Evaluation, PIR, and SOF 
associated with the updated impacts.  The new EA also included an evaluation of 
effects to threatened and endangered species (per Section 7 of the ESA) and historic 
properties (per Section 106 of the NHPA).  Based on these analyses and evaluations, 
the Corps determined that the new project would also not have a significant impact on 
the quality of the human environment.  On October 4, 2022, the Corps issued the DA 
permit for the new project authorizing the impacts. 
 
    d.  The authorization expires on October 4, 2027. 
 
    e.  Previous permit modifications:   Yes   No  
 
    f.  Has the authorized work commenced?   Yes   No 
 
All authorized impacts have been completed in accordance with the DA permit. 
 
3.  Re-Evaluation of Potential Effects to Municipal and Private Water Supply:   
 
    a.  During the Corps’ evaluation of the original permit, and in accordance with 
404(b)(1) regulations found at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 230.50, we 
determined that the project would result in negligible impacts on municipal and private 
water supplies, and that no water withdrawal permits would be required from the 
Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Environmental Protection Division (Georgia 
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EPD).  This determination was made in reliance on the information provided by the 
Permittees during our review of their DA application.  It should be noted that during the 
evaluation of both the 2018 and 2022 DA applications, Georgia EPD did not express 
any concerns regarding water supply.  However, in July 2024, the Georgia EPD 
Watershed Protection Branch published four draft groundwater withdrawal permits for 
Bryan County and Bulloch County (Georgia EPD permit Nos. 016-0013 and 016-0014) 
associated with this project.  Specifically, Bulloch County applied for two Floridan 
aquifer wells sited in Bulloch County, requesting up to 3.125 million gallons per day 
(mgd) on an annual average and Bryan County applied for two Floridan aquifer wells 
sited in Bulloch County, requesting up to 3.500 mgd on an annual average.  Further, 
Georgia EPD anticipated a drawdown of the aquifer in response to the above water 
withdrawals.  
 
    b.  Our regulations at 33 CFR Part 325, Appendix A (permit form and special 
conditions) stipulate that the Corps, at its discretion, may reevaluate a permit decision at 
any time the circumstances warrant (33 CFR 325.7(a)).  Circumstances that could 
require reevaluation include, but are not limited to, (1) failure to comply with the terms 
and conditions of a permit; (2) information submitted in support of a permit application 
proves to have been false, incomplete, or inaccurate, and/or (3) significant new 
information surfaces that this office did not consider in reaching the original public 
interest decision.  The regulations dictate no timeline or process for reevaluation of a 
permit.  
 
    c.  Based on the publication of the Georgia EPD draft permits, the Corps determined 
that new information had surfaced regarding the effects the project may have on 
municipal and private water supplies as evaluated under 40 CFR 230.50 and 33 CFR 
320.4, and that reevaluation of our permit decision regarding our effects determination 
for water supply was warranted per 33 CFR 325.7(a).   
 
On August 23, 2024, the Corps informed the Permittees of the above and requested 
they provide an assessment of effects (AOE) the project may have on municipal and 
private water supplies, including whether the anticipated drawdown of the Floridan 
aquifer would result in any drainage of aquatic resources.  
 
    d.  Ms. Sydney Bacchus Comment Letters:  On August 19, 2024, September 3, 2024, 
and January 1, 2025, Ms. Bacchus provided comment letters expressing concerns 
regarding the potential direct, indirect and cumulative adverse impacts the project could 
have on the Floridian aquifer.  Ms. Bacchus contends that the groundwater model used 
by Georgia EPD to evaluate the water withdrawal permits is “not a reliable model”  
because it: 
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i) fails to include an analysis of the cumulative adverse impacts from all of the 
other groundwater withdrawals in the region; ii) predicts an “impact area” of 
only a 5-mile radius centered around the proposed 4 new wells; iii) fails to 
consider preferential flow through karst conduits that occur throughout the 
entire extent of the regional, karst, Floridan aquifer system; iv) assumes no 
cumulative vertical flow through the “thick, clayey” lower permeability layers 
above and below the Floridan aquifer, in response to pumping, when that 
vertical flow is known to occur throughout the entire extent of the regional, 
karst, Floridan aquifer system, resulting in the dewatering of “aquatic sites;” 
v) assumes no cumulative horizontal flow through the county-line boundaries 
of Bulloch County, in response to pumping, that will increase saltwater 
intrusion in Bulloch, Bryan, and Effingham Counties, and other coastal 
counties and barrier islands, and will increase the decline of Georgia’s 
coastal marshes; vi) assumes no cumulative dewatering of “aquatic sites,” 
including wetlands and streams; vii) assumes no cumulative “taking” of 
federally listed marine/aquatic species (e.g., shortnose sturgeon and South 
Atlantic Distinct Population Segment (DPS) of Atlantic sturgeon), or the 
irreversible destruction of designated habitat for those species; and viii) 
assumes no cumulative “taking” of federally listed upland species by the 
cumulative dewatering of the surficial aquifer, is known to occur in response 
to groundwater withdrawals throughout the entire extent of the regional, 
karst, Floridan aquifer system, resulting in the premature decline and death 
of longleaf pine trees and other native species of pine trees that are required 
for the survival and recovery of the federally endangered redcockaded 
woodpeckers. 

 
Ms. Bacchus also states that the DA permit was “issued prematurely, without any 
consideration by the Corps of the direct, indirect, or cumulative adverse impacts of the 
source of water for that proposed HYUNDAI MEGA-SITE” (emphasis in original) and 
contends that an Environmental Impact Statement should have been prepared to 
evaluate the cumulative impacts the project may have on water supply. 
 
    e.  Permittee Response to Corps Request for AOE and Ms. Bacchus Comments:  By 
letter dated December 19, 2024, the Permittees’ agent provided the following 
responses: 
 
    Regarding the Corps’ request for an AOE on the potential drawdown of adjacent 
aquatic resources, the Permittee states, 
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The evaluation conducted as part of the EPD water withdrawal permit 
process considered potential impacts to surface water bodies (which includes 
wetlands). A copy of the EPD power point documenting this condition was 
provided in the 20 September 2024 response.  The attached slides from that 
document depict a schematic of the Floridan Aquifer.  The schematic depicts 
the condition in coastal Georgia where the Floridan aquifer is overlain by a 
thick confining unit, or aquitard, that acts as a hydraulic barrier between 
surface waters, such as wetlands, creeks, rivers, and ponds, and the 
Floridan Aquifer.  While modeling completed by EPD indicated that entities 
with Floridan wells within 5 miles of the Interstate 16/Highway 280 
interchange could potentially experience an impact of 10-19 feet or more of 
Floridan drawdown at their wells, the upper confining unit/hydraulic barrier is 
285-320 feet thick in southern Bulloch County and unbreached (USGS 
Professional Paper 1807, Revised Hydrogeologic Framework of the Floridan 
Aquifer System in Florida and Parts of Georgia, Alabama, and South 
Carolina, published April 2015, revised March 2016).  Due to the 
hydrogeologic conditions in the area of the proposed wells, and coastal 
Georgia in general, there is no hydraulic connection between nor is there any 
prospect that withdrawals from proposed Bryan and Bulloch wells will have 
any impact to the Savannah River, the Ogeechee River, the Okefenokee 
National Wildlife Refuge, creeks, wetlands or other surface water bodies.  
Additionally, the sites selected for the four wells consist of upland area only 
and no direct impacts to wetlands will occur during construction of the wells. 

 
Corps Evaluation of Applicant’s Response:  The Corps is satisfied with the applicant’s 
response.  Regarding direct effects the wells would have on aquatic resources, the 
wells would be installed in the upland and not within aquatic resources.  Indirectly, there 
are aquatic resources located within the 5-mile drawdown radius.  However, as 
assessed by Georgia EPD, there is no hydraulic connection between these surface 
waters and the Floridian aquifer due to a confining layer.  Thus, the Corps does not 
anticipate any indirect drainage of aquatic resources associated with the operation of 
the 4 wells either.  Further, the Permittee has stated that the utility lines required to 
transmit the water to the Hyundai site would not impact aquatic resources either.   
 
Regarding Ms. Bacchus assertion that the model used by Georgia EPD was not 
reliable, the Corps Regulatory Program regulates the discharge of dredged and fill 
material per Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, 33 USC 1344.  Groundwater 
withdrawals is regulated by the State of Georgia under OCGA 12-5-90 and Rules for 
Groundwater Use 391-3-2.  Thus, we have no authority over nor expertise in 
groundwater.  Although the 404(b)(1) Guidelines, 40 CFR Part 230, dictate that the 
Corps evaluate the effect the authorized discharge of dredged or fill material would have 
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on private and municipal water supply, it does not grant the Corps the authority to 
restrict or approve groundwater withdrawals.  The Corps cannot add special conditions 
limiting the amount of groundwater withdrawn from the aquifer to the DA permit.  To do 
so would exceed the scope of our authority.  Further, the Corps has no authority to 
dictate how the State implements its groundwater withdrawal program, nor the analyses 
completed when issuing water withdrawal permits.  However, the DA permit was 
conditioned in that the Permittee is required to obtain and comply with all applicable 
Federal, state and local authorizations required for the authorized activity, including 
those that relate to groundwater withdrawal. 
 
Modeling completed by Georgia EPD indicates a maximum drawdown of 19 feet in the 
Floridian aquifer within a 5-mile radius of the wells.  On October 7, 2024, Georgia EPD 
issued the 4 water withdrawal permits with special conditions designed to mitigate the 
effects the wells will have on the aquifer.  Therefore, given the analyses completed by 
Georgia EPD and the issuance of the groundwater withdrawal permits, the Corps has 
determined that the wells would have a long-term minor effect on private and municipal 
water supply. 
 
Regarding cumulative impacts, as defined in 40 CFR 1508, cumulative impacts are 
effects on the environment that result from the incremental effects of the action when 
added to the effects of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions 
regardless of what agency (federal or non-federal) or person undertakes such other 
actions.  Cumulative impacts can result from actions with individually minor but 
collectively significant effects taking place over a period of time.  The Corps completed 
a cumulative impacts analysis per our regulations as a part of the 2022 EA.  The 
analysis evaluated the cumulative effect the project would have on wetlands, streams, 
water quality and aquatic species within the Lower Ogeechee River Basin and United 
States Geological Service, Georgia Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) 03060202.  Given that 
the wells are located in the upland and there would be no drainage of nearby aquatic 
resources (i.e., wetlands, streams, rivers, etc.), the cumulative impacts to aquatic 
resources associated with the installation and operation of the wells would also be 
considered minimal as determined in the 2022 EA.   
 
Regarding cumulative impacts to water quality, as stated above, the wells would be in 
the upland and would not result in drainage of nearby aquatic resources.  Therefore, it is 
not anticipated that the installation and operation of the wells would result in more than 
minimal impacts on water quality in the nearby aquatic resources.  Further, the Corps 
does not have any authority over water quality.  Just as with the effects to water supply, 
Regulatory is bound by the 404(b)(1) Guidelines, 40 CFR Part 230, to assess the 
potential effects the discharge of dredged and/or fill material may have on water quality 
but has no authority over the water quality itself.  Georgia EPD’s Watershed Protection 
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Branch establishes water quality standards for Georgia’s waterbodies, conducts 
monitoring throughout the state, and conducts an assessment of monitored 
waterbodies’ compliance with water quality standards.  Although a 401 water quality 
certification must be issued by the State prior to any Corps authorizations, ultimately, 
the Corps has no authority over the creation, update, or enforcement of the State’s 
water quality standards, nor is it involved in the review processes for such actions.  
Based on Georgia EPD’s response to the public’s comments on the water withdrawal 
permits, its review included “the need, proposed use, source's ability to provide water, 
potential impacts, necessary mitigations and all of the other factors set forth in the 
Groundwater Use Act (GUA) and its implementing regulations”, which include assessing 
the potential effects the water withdrawal would have on the water quality within the 
aquifer.   
 
Regarding cumulative impacts to water supply, Georgia EPD’s review included an 
evaluation on the aquifer’s ability to provide water.  This review concluded that there will 
be effects to the aquifer and as such special conditions on the permits were 
recommended to reduce these effects.  On October 7, 2024, Georgia EPD issued the 4 
water withdrawal permits with special conditions designed to mitigate the effects the 
wells would have on the aquifer.  By issuance of the water withdrawal permits, Georgia 
EPD has determined that the proposed water withdrawals were acceptable and in 
compliance with the GUA.     
 
Regarding potential effects the operation of the wells would have on threatened and 
endangered species, as stated above, the Floridan Aquifer is overlain by a confining 
unit. It does not have a hydraulic connection with the Savannah River, the Ogeechee 
River, or the Okefenokee National Wildlife Refuge.  Dewatering the Ogeechee River, 
the Savannah River, or the Okefenokee National Wildlife Refuge is not anticipated.  
Therefore, species that use those surface water bodies as their habitat would not be 
affected by water use from the Floridan Aquifer.  Given the lack of connection between 
the aquifer and these surface waters, the Corps has determined that the wells would 
have no effect on threatened and endangered species. 
 
Ms. Kristen Stampfer, Coastal Communities United (CCU):  On March 3, 2025,  
Ms. Stampfer expressed the following concerns regarding the effect the wells would 
have on the Floridian Aquifer and requested,  
 

“The USACE focus on the following five key issues: 
 
1. Significant Groundwater Withdrawals and need for Environmental Impact 
Statement 
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2. Flaws in the State’s Antiquated Groundwater Modeling that Require
USACE to Require More Current and Accurate Approaches of Assessing
Groundwater Impacts from the Proposed Project
3. Cumulative Impacts Analysis
4. Regulatory Guidance for USACE Processing Department of Army Permits
5. Public Review and Comment Required for Updated Project Information

Regarding the Corps’ response to key issues 1, 2, and 3, refer to Section 3.e above. 

Regarding key issues 4 and 5, Ms. Stampfer expresses concerns that there has “been 
no update to the public and no corrected public notice” since the Corps began its 
reevaluation process.  Per 33 CFR 325.3, the Corps is required to issue a public notice 
when processing a new DA application, however per 33 CFR 325.7 there is no such 
requirement in the regulation for a permit reevaluation or modification.  Regardless, the 
Corps is neither processing a new DA application nor a permit modification, thus the 
issuance of another JPN is not required.  We are only reevaluating our effects 
determination as it relates to private and municipal water supply.  However, during that 
reevaluation, comments from the public have been submitted to the Corps and we are 
addressing those as well.   

Ms. Stamper concludes that, 

“The change in scope from the 2019 404/EA (gas-powered) to the 2022 
404/EA (EV facility) should not have been a permit modification, but an 
entirely new permit. . . .  Without an updated Joint Public Notice (JPN) and a 
public review and comment period, USACE does not have an accurate 
account of the significant objections to the authorized activity, including all of 
the irate public comments provided at the public meeting that GA EPD held 
in Brooklet, GA on August 13, 2024, related to the proposed groundwater 
withdrawals for the Mega Site.”    

As stated in Section 2 above, a new application was submitted in 2022 and as a result 
another JPN was published soliciting public comments.  Further, the Corps completed a 
new EA, Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines Evaluation, PIR, and SOF associated with the 
2022 (new) DA application.  This EA also included an evaluation of effects to threatened 
and endangered species (per Section 7 of the ESA) and historic properties (per Section 
106 of the NHPA).  Regarding public comment, the Corps was made aware of the public 
comments from the Georgia EPD meeting as they were provided to the Corps by the 
Permittee.  Those comments were in response to the draft groundwater withdrawal 
permits that as discussed above are the sole jurisdiction of the Georgia EPD.  In 
addition, the Ogeechee Riverkeeper (ORK), has dedicated an entire section of its 
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website to this project, including publishing the Corps’ reevaluation letter, as well as 
provided interviews to numerous local media outlets stating that the Corps is 
reevaluating the effect the project would have on water supply.  Further, Ms. Bacchus 
has provided numerous comment letters summarizing the public’s objections to the 
water withdrawal permits.  Thus, Ms. Stampfer’s concern that without a JPN the Corps 
is not aware of the public’s concerns is misplaced.  It should be noted that the majority 
of the comments from the Georgia EPD meeting and even those from Ms. Bacchus and 
Ms. Stampfer are about the Georgia EPD’s water withdrawal permits and analyses, and 
not directed at activities the Corps regulates (i.e., the discharge of fill material into the 
waters of the U.S.). 

4. Determination:  The Corps has reviewed all pertinent information and concluded
that DA permit SAS-2015-00235 would have a long-term minor effect on private and
municipal water supply.  All other previous determinations for this permit evaluation are
still valid and the impacts on the environment as a result of this permit have been
evaluated and found to be insignificant.

PREPARED BY: 

_________________________ 
Sarah E. Wise 
Lead Biologist, Coastal Branch Date 

REVIEWED BY:  

_________________________ 
Ellen M. Spicer 
Assistant District Counsel Date 
Savannah District  

3/20/2025

3/20/25

F

na na a







DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, SAVANNAH DISTRICT 

100 W. OGLETHORPE AVENUE 
SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 31401-3604 

 

AUGUST 23, 2024 

 
Regulatory Division 
SAS-2015-00235 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Hugh "Trip" Tollison 
Savannah Harbor-Interstate 16 Corridor Joint Development Authority 
131 Hutchinson Island Road, 4th Floor 
Savannah, Georgia  31421 
 
Mr. Pat Wilson, Commissioner 
Georgia Department of Economic Development 
Technology Square, 75 5th Street, N.W., Suite 1200 
Atlanta, Georgia  30308 
 
Dear Mr. Tollison & Mr. Wilson: 
 
    I am writing in reference to Department of the Army (DA) permit SAS-2015-00235 
proffered on October 4, 2022.  The project site is located south of the intersection of 
Georgia Highway 280 and Interstate 16, in Ellabell, Bryan County, Georgia  
(Latitude 32.1584, Longitude -81.4533).  The permit authorized permanent impacts to 
221.36 acres of wetland, 763 linear feet of intermittent stream and 1.58 acres of ditch 
associated with the construction of an Electric Vehicle Original Equipment 
Manufacturing (EVOEM) facility, which would manufacture and distribute fully electric 
vehicles.   
 
    During our evaluation, and in accordance with 404(b)(1) regulations found at 40 Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) 230.50, we determined that the project would result in 
negligible impacts on municipal and private water supplies, and that no water 
withdrawal permits would be required from the Georgia Department of Natural 
Resources, Environmental Protection Division (Georgia EPD).  This determination was 
made in reliance on the information you provided during our review of your application.  
However, in July 2024, the Georgia EPD Watershed Protection Branch released four 
draft groundwater withdrawal permits for Bryan County and Bulloch County (Georgia 
EPD permit Nos. 016-0013 and 016-0014) associated with this project.  According to 
Georgia EPD, Bulloch County has submitted an application for two Floridan aquifer 
wells sited in Bulloch County, asking for up to 3.125 million gallons per day (mgd) on an 
annual average and Bryan County has also submitted an application for two Floridan 
aquifer wells sited in Bulloch County, asking for up to 3.500 mgd on an annual average.  
Further, Georgia EPD anticipates a drawdown of the aquifer in response to the above 
water withdrawals. 
 



- 2 - 
 
 
 
 
    Our regulations stipulate that this office may reevaluate a permit decision at any time 
the circumstances warrant (33 CFR 325.7(a)).  Circumstances that could require 
reevaluation include, but are not limited to, (1) failure to comply with the terms and 
conditions of a permit; (2) information submitted in support of a permit application 
proves to have been false, incomplete, or inaccurate and/or (3) significant new 
information surfaces which this office did not consider in reaching the original public 
interest decision (33 CFR Part 325, Appendix A). 
 
    Based on the release of the Georgia EPD draft permits, the Corps has determined 
that new information has surfaced regarding the effects the project may have on 
municipal and private water supplies, and that reevaluation of our permit decision 
regarding our effects determination for water supply is warranted.  To aid in our 
reevaluation, please provide an assessment of effects the project may have on 
municipal and private water supplies, including whether the anticipated drawdown of the 
Floridan aquifer would result in any drainage of aquatic resources.  This assessment 
should include any groundwater and surface water modeling/data that has been 
collected regarding this issue.  Please note, should the Corps determine that the project 
would result in additional impacts to aquatic resources, the Corps may modify the permit 
to include special conditions to compensate for these impacts pursuant to 33 CFR 
325.7(b). 
 
    Please acknowledge receipt of this letter within 10 days confirming that you will 
provide us with the requested information. 
 
    If you have any further questions or concerns pertaining to this matter, please feel 
free to call Sarah Wise, Lead Biologist, Coastal Branch, at (912) 652-5550 or by email 
at sarah.e.wise@usace.army.mil.   
 
 
 
 
              For Ronald J. Sturgeon, PE 

     U.S. Army 
     Commanding 

 
                                                                      
                                                                      
                                                                          
           
           
 







  
Jeffrey W. Cown, Director 
 
Watershed Protection Branch 
2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive  
Suite 1470A, East Tower 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 
404-463-1511 
 

 

 

 

 

July 8, 2024 

Notice of Public Meeting Regarding Draft Groundwater Withdrawal Permits for  

Bryan County and Bulloch County  

This notice is to announce that the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) Watershed Protection Branch has 
released draft groundwater withdrawal permits for Bryan County and Bulloch County and will host a public meeting 
and hearing to seek comments from the public on these draft permits.  The draft groundwater withdrawal permits have 
been released for public comments on EPD websites at https://epd.georgia.gov/water-withdrawal-permitting and 
https://epd.georgia.gov/watershed-protection-branch-public-announcements.  

Bulloch County has submitted an application to EPD for two Floridan aquifer wells sited in Bulloch County, asking for 
up to 3.125 million gallons a day (mgd) on an annual average.  Bryan County has submitted an application to EPD for 
two Floridan aquifer wells sited in Bulloch County, asking for up to 3.500 mgd on an annual average.  The cumulative 
total of 6.625 mgd on an annual average will be used to provide water to the Bryan County Mega-Site and associated 
development. 

On February 26, 2024, EPD hosted a public informational meeting to discuss results from technical assessments and 
draft special conditions in potential water withdrawal permits.   EPD has presented these results and provided a regional 
overview of the impact on the Floridan aquifer.  EPD has made available an interactive map, which shows the potential 
modeled impact at specific locations, such as at residential or agricultural wells.  This information continues to be 
available on EPD’s website at: https://epd.georgia.gov/water-withdrawal-permitting. 

Since the February 26, 2024, meeting, EPD has received comments and questions on the proposed groundwater 
withdrawals, the potential impacts, mitigations necessary to address the impact, and ways to improve the special 
conditions.  EPD has prepared responses to these comments, revised the special conditions accordingly, and drafted 
water withdrawal permits incorporating these special conditions.  A copy of the response to comments documented is 
available on the EPD website at https://epd.georgia.gov/water-withdrawal-permitting.  In this public meeting and 
hearing, EPD will seek public input on the draft permits. 

The meeting will be held on: 

Meeting DATE:  August 13, 2024 

Meeting TIME:  6 P.M. to 9 P.M. 

Meeting LOCATION:  Southeast Bulloch High School, Auditorium 

   9184 Brooklet-Denmark Highway, Brooklet, Ga 30415 

In addition to the meeting, stakeholders may choose to send written comments to EPD. Written comments may be 
sent to EPDComments@dnr.ga.gov or mailed to Environmental Protection Division, Watershed Protection Branch, 
Suite 1470A East Tower, 2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr., Atlanta, GA 30334. The comment period closes on Tuesday, 
August 20.  Please include the words “Groundwater Applications for Bryan County Mega-Site” in the subject line to 
help ensure that your comments will be forwarded to the correct staff. 



















































  
Jeffrey W. Cown, Director 
 
Watershed Protection Branch 
2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive  
Suite 1470A, East Tower 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 
404-463-1511 
 

 

 

 

 

 

         January 30, 2024 

 

Notice of Informational Meeting Regarding Groundwater Withdrawal Applications for the  

Bryan County Mega-Site  

 

This notice is to announce that the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) Watershed Protection Branch will host 
a meeting to provide information on the technical analysis and modeling assessment of the potential groundwater impacts 
from the requested groundwater withdrawals for water supply to the Bryan County Mega-Site.  

Bulloch County has submitted an application to EPD for two Floridan aquifer wells sited in Bulloch County, asking for up to 
3.125 million gallons a day (mgd) on an annual average.  Bryan County has submitted an application to EPD for two Floridan 
aquifer wells sited in Bulloch County, asking for up to 3.500 mgd on an annual average.  The cumulative total of 6.625 mgd 
on an annual average will be used to provide water to the Bryan County Mega-Site. 

EPD has run multiple hydrologic models to determine the impacts expected from these Floridan aquifer withdrawals.  EPD 
will present these results and provide a regional overview of the impact on the Floridan aquifer.  EPD will also make available 
an interactive map, which will show the potential modeled impact at specific locations, such as at residential or agricultural 
wells.     

In addition, EPD has prepared draft special conditions for the groundwater withdrawal permits for stakeholder comment.  
These proposed draft special conditions may be found on the EPD website at: https://epd.georgia.gov/water-withdrawal-
permitting. 

The meeting will be held on: 

Meeting DATE:  February 26, 2024 

Meeting TIME:  6 P.M. to 9 P.M. 

Meeting LOCATION:  Southeast Bulloch High School, Auditorium 

   9184 Brooklet-Denmark Highway, Brooklet, Ga 30415 

 

In addition to the meeting, stakeholders may choose to send written comments to EPD. Written comments may be sent to 
EPDComments@dnr.ga.gov or mailed to Environmental Protection Division, Watershed Protection Branch, Suite 1470A East 
Tower, 2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr., Atlanta, GA 30334. The comment period closes on Friday, March 8.  Please include the 
words “Groundwater Applications for Bryan County Mega-Site” in the subject line to help ensure that your comments will 
be forwarded to the correct staff. 

























































Proposed DRAFT Special Conditions  (01/30/2024): 
 

 
 
Addressing Short-Term Impacts: 
 
A) A joint Bulloch County and Bryan County municipal managed fund will be created by the 

permitted counties, which may include industrial monetary contributions and assistance, to 
address any potential unreasonable impacts to existing permitted individual Floridan aquifer 
residential (permitted by local health departments) or agricultural wells (permitted by EPD) in 
the nearby area within a 5-mile radius of the I-16 and Highway 119 interchange.  This mitigating 
mechanism will exist for the term (10 years) of this permit. 
 

B) If an EPD approved party conducts an independent investigation which indicates that an 
unreasonable impact to an existing water well meeting the above parameters is considered to 
have been caused by the Floridan Aquifer drawdown engendered by the use of the 4 municipal 
wells providing water to the industries at the Bryan county Mega-Site, money from the fund may 
be used to indemnify the affected party to solve such delineated water problems.  These options 
may include methods proposed using best management practices of a Georgia licensed well 
driller, such as resetting the water pump deeper or by other proposed solutions.  

     
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

 
Addressing Potential Long-Term Impact: 
 
C) The Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) strongly encourages Bryan County and 

Bulloch County to work together to expeditiously plan for the timely provision of treated surface 
water (or other alternatives) and the construction of all infrastructure necessary to deliver 
sufficient quantities of treated water to northern Bryan County and southern Bulloch County.  
This provision of treated surface water (or other alternatives) and the construction of all 
infrastructure necessary should not exceed 25 years.  Such planning should be premised on 
making sufficient surface water (or other alternatives) available to provide for offsetting 
permitted Floridan aquifer groundwater withdrawals tied to the Bryan County Mega-Site and the 
future water needs of any additional industrial, commercial, and residential growth which may 
occur in this area because of Bryan County Mega-Site development.  

D) Groundwater withdrawals from the proposed four (4) municipal Floridan Aquifer wells in the 
Green Zone of Bulloch County must be reduced upon completion and operation of infrastructure 
to deliver surface water in the area, in coordination and compliance with any contract 
restrictions placed on the use of the wells by the initial funding source requirements. 

E) Any future suggestion to drill new Floridan aquifer wells away from the Savannah Cone of 
Depression (such as farther west or north) and then transfer or move any already issued 
permitted groundwater limits must comply with all EPD policy and permitting requirements in 
place at the time of such a proposal.  

F) Bryan County and Bulloch County must submit an initial joint annual report to EPD within 12 
months of the withdrawal permits being issued, informing EPD of the pending status regarding: 



1. The investigation of, and discovery or development of, sufficient funding sources to pay 
for any effort to expand surface water availability in a timely manner.  

2. All negotiations between the above parties and any others working towards the 
construction of necessary surface water and pipeline infrastructure. 

3. Contractual documents between the parties proposed or approved. 
4. A solid, firm and feasible front-loaded timetable for such developments,  
5. Any other information pertaining to this effort. 

G) Bryan County and Bulloch County must also submit annual updates to the initial report, which 
must at a minimum address each of the five items above, summarizing progress and providing 
any new information available.  As significant progress, changes in conditions, or changes in 
timelines may occur, the level of detail provided in the annual reporting should be sufficient to 
appropriately inform EPD of the project status.  Three years after the initial report and every 
three years thereafter, Bryan County and Bulloch County must submit an updated report 
summarizing all progress taking place and setting goals and milestones to be achieved in the 
next three-year period.   

************************************************************************ 
 



























































Cc: Pat Wilson <PWilson@georgia.org>; Sara Gershon <SGershon@georgia.org>; carterinfinger@bryan-county.org <carterinfinger@bryan-county.org>;
jonpannell@gpwlawfirm.com <jonpannell@gpwlawfirm.com>; Alton Brown <abrown@rlandc.com>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] State and JDA Response to Recent Ground Water Withdrawal Information Request
 
Jason and Sarah:  Good afternoon.  Attached is the response letter from the state and JDA regarding USACE Savannah District’s recent
information request concerning ground water withdrawals for the Bryan County Mega Site.  Also attached is a file containing the requested
information (there is also a link within the response letter to this information). 
 
Please confirm receipt of these documents. 
 
If you have any questions, or need additional information, please let us know. 
 
Have a great weekend.
 
Trip
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100 West Oglethorpe Avenue
Savannah, Georgia 31401-3640
912-652-5550 (desk)
912-652-5995 (fax)

Thank you in advance for completing our Customer Survey Form.  This can be accomplished by visiting our web site at
https://regulatory.ops.usace.army.mil/customer-service-survey/, and completing the survey on-line.  We value your comments and appreciate
your taking the time to complete a survey each time you interact with our office.
 

From: Trip Tollison <ttollison@seda.org>
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2024 3:19 PM
To: O'Kane, Jason D CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Jason.D.Okane@usace.army.mil>; Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Sarah.E.Wise@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Pat Wilson <PWilson@georgia.org>; Sara Gershon <SGershon@georgia.org>; carterinfinger@bryan-county.org <carterinfinger@bryan-county.org>;
jonpannell@gpwlawfirm.com <jonpannell@gpwlawfirm.com>; Alton Brown <abrown@rlandc.com>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] State and JDA Response to Recent Ground Water Withdrawal Information Request
 

Jason and Sarah:  Good afternoon.  Attached is the response letter from the state and JDA regarding USACE Savannah District’s recent
information request concerning ground water withdrawals for the Bryan County Mega Site.  Also attached is a file containing the requested
information (there is also a link within the response letter to this information). 

 

Please confirm receipt of these documents. 

 

If you have any questions, or need additional information, please let us know. 

 

Have a great weekend.

 

Trip

10/10/24, 10:28 AM Mail - Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) - Outlook
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identified.  Review of the GNAHRGIS Ecology Review and Survey Module confirms that the eastern indigo snake is not 
known to occur within any of the well locations.  The closest known occurrence is south of the well sites within Ft. 
Stewart. Because the proposed wells will have no impact on surface habitats beyond the small areas where the wells 
are constructed and no known occurrences of a federally listed species have been documented within any of the four 
well sites, the wells will have no effect on federally listed threatened or endangered species.  

 
In addition, you provided comments received by the USACE from Ms. Sydney Bacchus dated 22 February 2024 and 3 September 
2024.  
 
The 22 February 2024 comment letter was addressed to the Georgia Department of Natural Resources Commissioner, Mr. Walter 
Raybun. All comments were associated with the proposed water withdrawal permit and have been addressed by EPD in the 
attached response to comments. 
 
Regarding the 3 September 2024 comment letter, Ms. Bacchus generally stated that the draft EPD permits is not a reliable model 
based on “reliable data and resources, because it: i) fails to include an analysis of the cumulative adverse impacts from all of the 
other groundwater withdrawals in the region; ii) predicts an “impact area” of only a 5-mile radius centered around the proposed 
4 new wells; iii) fails to consider preferential flow through karst conduits that occur throughout the entire extent of the regional, 
karst, Floridan aquifer system; iv) assumes no cumulative vertical flow through the “thick, clayey” lower permeability layers above 
and below the Floridan aquifer, in response to pumping, when that vertical flow is known to occur throughout the entire extent of 
the regional, karst, Floridan aquifer system, resulting in the dewatering of “aquatic sites;” v) assumes no cumulative horizontal 
flow through the county-line boundaries of Bulloch County, in response to pumping, that will increase saltwater intrusion in 
Bulloch, Bryan, and Effingham Counties, and other coastal counties and barrier islands, and will increase the decline of Georgia’s 
coastal marshes; vi) assumes no cumulative dewatering of “aquatic sites,” including wetlands and streams; vii) assumes no 
cumulative “taking” of federally listed marine/aquatic species (e.g., shortnose sturgeon and South Atlantic Distinct Population 
Segment (DPS) of Atlantic sturgeon), or the irreversible destruction of designated habitat for those species; and viii) assumes no 
cumulative “taking” of federally listed upland species by the cumulative dewatering of the surficial aquifer, is known to occur in 
response to groundwater withdrawals throughout the entire extent of the regional, karst, Floridan aquifer system, resulting in the 
premature decline and death of longleaf pine trees and other native species of pine trees that are required for the survival and 
recovery of the federally endangered redcockaded woodpeckers”.   
 
These comments have been addressed by EPD as part of the attached Response to comments on the Draft Special Conditions 
(see highlighted response on pages 6, 7, 11, & 15). In addition, and as documented above, due to the hydrogeologic conditions 
in the area of the proposed wells, there is no hydraulic connection between nor is there any prospect that withdrawals from 
proposed Bryan and Bulloch wells will have any impact to the Savannah River, the Ogeechee River, the Okefenokee National 
Wildlife Refuge, creeks, wetlands or other surface water bodies. Additionally, because the proposed wells will have no impact on 
surface habitats and no known occurrences of a federally listed species have been documented within any of the four well sites, 
the wells will have no effect on federally listed threatened or endangered species. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide this additional information.  If you have any questions or require any additional 
information, please feel free to contact us at (912) 443-5896. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
  Alton Brown, Jr. 
 Principal 
 Resource & Land Consultants 
 

Enclosures 
 
cc: Mr. Pat Wilson – Georgia Department of Economic Development  
 Ms. Sara Gershon – Georgia Department of Economic Development 

Mr. Trip Tollison - Savannah Harbor-Interstate 16 Corridor Joint Development Authority 
 























































Local office

Georgia Ecological Services Field Office

  (706) 460-7161

  (706) 613-6059

355 East Hancock Avenue

Room 320

Athens, GA 30601-2523
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Endangered species
This resource list is for informational purposes only and does not constitute an analysis of project level impacts.

The primary information used to generate this list is the known or expected range of each species. Additional areas of

influence (AOI) for species are also considered. An AOI includes areas outside of the species range if the species could be

indirectly affected by activities in that area (e.g., placing a dam upstream of a fish population even if that fish does not occur

at the dam site, may indirectly impact the species by reducing or eliminating water flow downstream). Because species can

move, and site conditions can change, the species on this list are not guaranteed to be found on or near the project area. To

fully determine any potential effects to species, additional site-specific and project-specific information is often required.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary information whether any

species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of such proposed action" for any project that is

conducted, permitted, funded, or licensed by any Federal agency. A letter from the local office and a species list which fulfills

this requirement can only be obtained by requesting an official species list from either the Regulatory Review section in IPaC

(see directions below) or from the local field office directly.

For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC website and request an official

species list by doing the following:

1. Draw the project location and click CONTINUE.

2. Click DEFINE PROJECT.

3. Log in (if directed to do so).

4. Provide a name and description for your project.

5. Click REQUEST SPECIES LIST.

Listed species  and their critical habitats are managed by the Ecological Services Program of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(USFWS) and the fisheries division of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries ).

Species and critical habitats under the sole responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown on this list. Please contact NOAA

Fisheries for species under their jurisdiction.

1

2
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1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also shows species that are

candidates, or proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for more information. IPaC only shows species that are

regulated by USFWS (see FAQ).

2. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an office of the National Oceanic and

Atmospheric Administration within the Department of Commerce.

The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Mammals

Reptiles

Insects

NAME STATUS

Tricolored Bat Perimyotis subflavus

Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10515

Proposed Endangered

NAME STATUS

Eastern Indigo Snake Drymarchon couperi

Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/646

Threatened

NAME STATUS

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Candidate
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What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my specified location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other species that may warrant special

attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based

on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as

occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are a

BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or

development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It is not representative of all birds that

may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator

(RAIL) Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN).

This data is derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes available. To learn more about how the

probability of presence graphs are produced and how to interpret them, go the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me

about these graphs" link.

How do I know if a bird is breeding, wintering or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering, migrating or year-round), you may query your

location using the RAIL Tool and look at the range maps provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in

your results. If a bird on your migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it, if that bird does occur in your project area,

there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed

in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?

Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their range anywhere within the USA

(including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);

2. "BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA; and
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3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either because of the Eagle Act requirements

(for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore

energy development or longline fishing).

Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to

the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC species of rangewide concern. For more information on conservation measures you can

implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird impacts and requirements for eagles, please see the FAQs for these topics.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and groups of bird species within your

project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa

besides birds that may be helpful to you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal

maps through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the

Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use throughout the year, including migration. Models relying

on survey data may not include this information. For additional information on marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study and the

nanotag studies or contact Caleb Spiegel or Pam Loring.

What if I have eagles on my list?

If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating the Eagle Act should such impacts

occur.

Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of priority concern. To learn more about how

your list is generated, and see options for identifying what other birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC use to

generate the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability of presence"

of birds within the 10 km grid cell(s) that overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided, please also look

carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical bar) and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a red horizontal bar). A high

survey effort is the key component. If the survey effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In

contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack of certainty about presence of the species. This list is

not perfect; it is simply a starting point for identifying what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be

there, and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you know what to look for to confirm presence, and

helps guide you in knowing when to implement conservation measures to avoid or minimize potential impacts from your project activities,

should presence be confirmed. To learn more about conservation measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about conservation measures I can

implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds" at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources page.
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Facilities

National Wildlife Refuge lands

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a 'Compatibility

Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to discuss any questions or concerns.

There are no refuge lands at this location.

Fish hatcheries

There are no fish hatcheries at this location.

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)
Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,

or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of Engineers District.

This location did not intersect any wetlands mapped by NWI.

NOTE: This initial screening does not replace an on-site delineation to determine whether wetlands occur. Additional

information on the NWI data is provided below.

Data limitations
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The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level information on the location, type and

size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible

hydrology and geography. A margin of error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may

result in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image analysts, the amount and quality of the

collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source

imagery used and any mapping problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There may be occasional differences in

polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the map and the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of aerial imagery as the primary data

source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal

zones of estuaries and nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been excluded

from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe wetlands in a different manner than that

used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of

any Federal, state, or local government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons

intending to engage in activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the advice of appropriate Federal, state,

or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.
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From: Alton Brown Jr.
To: Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA)
Cc: Trip Tollison; Sara Gershon
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: State and JDA Response to Recent Ground Water Withdrawal Information Request
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2024 5:06:14 AM
Attachments: image001.png

SAS-2015-00235 Bryan Mega Site USACE Additional Information Package.pdf
016-0013 Bryan Cover Letter.pdf
016-0013 Permit 2024-10.pdf
016-0014 Bulloch Cover Letter.pdf
016-0014 Permit 2024-10.pdf

Sarah:  See attached additional information for the Bryan Mega Site permit.  I also have
attached a copy of the water withdrawal permits issued by EPD to Bulloch County and Bryan
County. Following review, let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Alton
 
 Alton Brown, Jr. PRINCIPAL  
  41 Park of Commerce Way, Suite 101
  Savannah GA, 31405 
  O 912 443 5896  D 912 480 4402   C 912 659 0084 

  http://www.rlandc.com
   Down load  vCard

 

 
From: Trip Tollison <ttollison@seda.org> 
Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2024 10:08 AM
To: Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Sarah.E.Wise@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Alton Brown Jr. <abrown@rlandc.com>
Subject: RE: State and JDA Response to Recent Ground Water Withdrawal Information Request

 
Good morning Sarah.  Hope you are well.  We are in receipt of your email along with the two,
extensive comment letters from Ms. Bacchus. 
 
We will continue to use Alton Brown of Resource Land Consultants as we move through this
response and any other USACE Savannah related efforts.  Alton is copied on this email.   
 
Thank you. 
 
Trip
 
From: Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Sarah.E.Wise@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2024 9:32 AM
To: Trip Tollison <ttollison@seda.org>
Subject: Re: State and JDA Response to Recent Ground Water Withdrawal Information Request



 
Good morning Trip! We have reviewed the information provided below and have some
additional questions.  Please provide an assessment of effects on whether the
anticipated drawdown of the Floridan aquifer would result in any drainage of aquatic
resources.  In addition, we are in receipt of 2 comment letters from Ms. Sydney
Bacchus.  Please provide a response to these comment letters.  Given the size of the
letters, I cannot attach them to this email.  Therefore, I am sending them through a DoD
SAFE link.  If you do not receive this link, let me know and I will send another one.  If you
have any questions, please let me know. 
 
V/R,
 
Sarah E. Wise
Team Lead, Coastal Branch
Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District

100 West Oglethorpe Avenue
Savannah, Georgia 31401-3640
912-652-5550 (desk)
912-652-5995 (fax)

Thank you in advance for completing our Customer Survey Form.  This can be accomplished
by visiting our web site at https://regulatory.ops.usace.army.mil/customer-service-survey/,
and completing the survey on-line.  We value your comments and appreciate your taking the
time to complete a survey each time you interact with our office.
 

From: Trip Tollison <ttollison@seda.org>
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2024 3:19 PM
To: O'Kane, Jason D CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Jason.D.Okane@usace.army.mil>; Wise, Sarah E CIV
USARMY CESAS (USA) <Sarah.E.Wise@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Pat Wilson <PWilson@georgia.org>; Sara Gershon <SGershon@georgia.org>;
carterinfinger@bryan-county.org <carterinfinger@bryan-county.org>; jonpannell@gpwlawfirm.com
<jonpannell@gpwlawfirm.com>; Alton Brown <abrown@rlandc.com>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] State and JDA Response to Recent Ground Water Withdrawal
Information Request

 

Jason and Sarah:  Good afternoon.  Attached is the response letter from the state and JDA regarding
USACE Savannah District’s recent information request concerning ground water withdrawals for the
Bryan County Mega Site.  Also attached is a file containing the requested information (there is also a
link within the response letter to this information). 



 

Please confirm receipt of these documents. 

 

If you have any questions, or need additional information, please let us know. 

 

Have a great weekend.

 

Trip



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, SAVANNAH DISTRICT 

100 W. OGLETHORPE AVENUE 
SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 31401-3604 

 

MARCH 25, 2025 

 
Regulatory Division 
SAS-2006-00691 
 
 
 
Mr. Hugh "Trip" Tollison 
Savannah Harbor-Interstate 16 Corridor Joint Development Authority 
131 Hutchinson Island Road, 4th Floor 
Savannah, Georgia  31421 
 
Mr. Pat Wilson, Commissioner 
Georgia Department of Economic Development 
Technology Square, 75 5th Street, N.W., Suite 1200 
Atlanta, Georgia  30308 
 
Dear Mr. Tollison & Mr. Wilson: 
 
    I am writing in reference to Department of the Army (DA) permit SAS-2015-00235 
proffered on October 4, 2022.  The project site is located south of the intersection of 
Georgia Highway 280 and Interstate 16, in Ellabell, Bryan County, Georgia  
(Latitude 32.1584, Longitude -81.4533).  The permit authorized permanent impacts to 
221.36 acres of wetland, 763 linear feet of intermittent stream and 1.58 acres of ditch 
associated with the construction of an Electric Vehicle Original Equipment 
Manufacturing (EVOEM) facility, which would manufacture and distribute fully electric 
vehicles.   
 
    On August 23, 2024, we informed you that we re-evaluating the effects the project 
may have on municipal and private water supplies.  Based on information supplied by 
you as well as the issuance of the groundwater withdrawal permits by the Georgia 
Department of Natural Resources, Environmental Protection Division, we have 
determined that the project would have a long-term minor effect on municipal and 
private water supplies. 
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    If you have any further questions or concerns pertaining to this matter, please feel 
free to call Sarah Wise, Lead Biologist, Coastal Branch, at (912) 652-5550 or by email 
at sarah.e.wise@usace.army.mil.   
 
 
 
 
              For Ronald J. Sturgeon, PE 

     U.S. Army 
     Commanding 

                                                                      



From: Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA)
To: Trip Tollison
Cc: Alton Brown
Subject: RE: Reevaluation of the Corps" Kia Hyundai Permit Decision Regarding the Effects Determination on Municipal

and Private Water Supplies
Date: Friday, March 28, 2025 9:17:00 AM
Attachments: MFR Supplement to Hyundai Environmental Assessment 25.03.25.pdf

Good morning, Trip!  Per our discussion yesterday, attached is the supplemental
memorandum for record documenting our reevaluation decision.  As stated in our call
yesterday, this concludes our reevaluation process.  If you have any questions, please let me
know.
 
V/R,
 
Sarah E. Wise
Lead Biologist, Coastal Branch
Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District

100 West Oglethorpe Avenue
Savannah, Georgia 31401-3640
912-652-5550 (desk)
912-652-5995 (fax)

Thank you in advance for completing our Customer Survey Form.  This can be accomplished
by visiting our web site at https://regulatory.ops.usace.army.mil/customer-service-survey/,
and completing the survey on-line.  We value your comments and appreciate your taking the
time to complete a survey each time you interact with our office.
 
 
 
From: Trip Tollison <ttollison@seda.org> 
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2025 2:16 PM
To: Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Sarah.E.Wise@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Alton Brown <abrown@rlandc.com>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Reevaluation of the Corps' Kia Hyundai Permit Decision Regarding the
Effects Determination on Municipal and Private Water Supplies

 
I tried to call you just now at the number below but it is constantly busy.  I am happy to
discuss more.  My cell is 912-665-1079
 
Hugh “Trip” Tollison
Savannah Economic Development Authority



(912) 447-8450
 
 
From: Wise, Sarah E CIV USARMY CESAS (USA) <Sarah.E.Wise@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2025 5:14 PM
To: Trip Tollison <ttollison@seda.org>
Cc: Alton Brown <abrown@rlandc.com>
Subject: Reevaluation of the Corps' Kia Hyundai Permit Decision Regarding the Effects Determination
on Municipal and Private Water Supplies

 
Good afternoon, Trip.  Attached is the Corps’ reevaluation letter for the Kia Hyundai permit.  If
you have any questions, please let me know.
 
 
V/R,
Sarah E. Wise
Lead Biologist, Coastal Branch
Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District

100 West Oglethorpe Avenue
Savannah, Georgia 31401-3640
912-652-5550 (desk)
912-652-5995 (fax)

Thank you in advance for completing our Customer Survey Form.  This can be accomplished
by visiting our web site at https://regulatory.ops.usace.army.mil/customer-service-survey/,
and completing the survey on-line.  We value your comments and appreciate your taking the
time to complete a survey each time you interact with our office.
 




