
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 11, 
2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, SA W-2008-01989, Jeff Sharp, c/o Aiden 
Properties, LLC 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The project is located in the 
Providence Do"'ns South subdivision just before Marvin School Road near Marvin, Coordinates: 
34.983403 N, -80.80896W 

State: NC County/parish/borough: Union City: Charlotte 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 34.983403 N, -
80.80896W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest water body: Cowhom Branch 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Santee 
181 Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
[] Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded 

on a different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
~ Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 11 Dec 2014 
ljiD Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There k\1.:~11~ "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) 
in the review area. [Required] 

ltJ Waters subject to the ebb and flow ofthe tide. 
Ell. Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign 

commerce. Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There~~~ "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

@} TNWs, including territorial seas 
@} Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[8] Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
EJ Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[] Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 20 linear feet: 4 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: ));:~!abti~~¢4;1}iyQ~ 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this fonn, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least 
"seasonally" (e.g., typically 3 months). 



Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[J Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not 
jurisdictional. Explain: 

SECTION III: CW A ANALYSIS 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, 
complete Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete 
Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and 
it helps determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively 
permanent waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally 
(e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a 
TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly 
abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps 
districts and EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a 
significant nexus between a relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) 
and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbodl is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to 
determine if the waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the 
significant nexus evaluation must consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This 
significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is 
used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD 
covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite 
wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination 
whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: PltkLl~t 
Drainage area: ~ickList 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
0 Tributary flows through ]:>l~k I,i~t tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are 
Project waters are 
Project waters are 
Project waters are 

Pick LiSt river miles from TNW. 
Pic List river miles from RPW. 

aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Pic s aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 

3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III. F. 
4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in 
the arid West. 



apply): 

Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: )"'i~J{:J:ji~!-

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts 0 Sands 
D Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: fi(\~;:Li~t 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: ~iG!>:'!Li.f~ 

0 Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: J>icJ\:J...i$~ 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: P~~i.kJ.,~$t. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: P;rt\kEisi Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 
0 changes in the character of soil 
0 shelving 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 
D sediment deposition 

D 
D 
D 
D 

the presence oflitter and debris 
destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
the presence of wrack line 
sediment sorting 

D scour 
0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 

0 water staining 0 abrupt change in 
plant community 

D other (list): 
0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that 

0 High Tide Line indicated by: [J 
0 oil or scum line along shore objects 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 
D physical markings/characteristics 
0 tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 

Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 
0 survey to available datum; 
D physical markings; 
0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 

5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into 
TNW. 
6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows 
underground, or where the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is 
unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above 
and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed 
characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
0 Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flo~~elationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ~iclfList. Explain: 

Surface flow is: Pick List 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List Explain findings: 
D Dye (or oth~r) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 

(d) 

D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are PitkLisf: river miles from TNW. 
Project watersare_ rick l.iist aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: PickList. 
Estimate appro~i!llate location of wetland as within the }>itk.l.iist floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general 

watershed characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
0 Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain fmdings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: :Pi~ktiist 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 

Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) 



Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions 
performed by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine ifthey significantly affect the chemical, physical, 
and biological integrity of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in 
combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, 
physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not 
limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and 
the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant 
nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between 
a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely 
determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos 
Guidance and discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood 

waters to 1NW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a 1NW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions 

for fish and other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and 

organic carbon that support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, 

chemical, or biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be 
documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to 
Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or 
indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in 
combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates i.n review area: 
[] TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
i[:[l Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. .. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
· .·12J Tributaries of1NWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale 

indicating that tributary is perennial: Feature shows on USGS topographic map as a blue line stream. 
Professionals in the field observed flow levels and development of bed and bank structures in the 
stream, indicative of perennial. 

BJ Tributaries of1NW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) 
are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that 

tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
~ Tributary waters: 20 linear feet 4 width (ft). 
Q Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type( s) of waters: 



3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Water body that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant 

nexus with a TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
D Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

D Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

D Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that 
tributary is seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that 
wetland is directly abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they 

are adjacent and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. 
Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are 

adjacent and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. 
Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
D Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
D Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 
INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPL Y): 10 

0 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
[] from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
CJ which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
LJ Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[] Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
Gl Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

8See Footnote# 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section IILD.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA 
HQ for review consistent with the process described in the Corps!EP A Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following 
Rapanos. 



F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
[] If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of 

Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
Q1 Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based 
solely on the "Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

IS Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
IIJ Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the 
MBR factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using 
best professional judgment (check all that apply): 
[] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
[] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
IIJi Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
IS Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, 
where such a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[] Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, 
where checked and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
181 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
181 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

181 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

IIJ Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
IIJ U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

181 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:SC-CATA WBA NE. 
[] USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
D National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
D FEMA/FIRM maps: 
D 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
181 Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
Q Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
E] Applicable/supporting case law: 
EJ Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
[8 Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: 

Applicant: Meritage Homes of the Carolinas, LLC 
Project: Churchill Farms 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State:NC County/parish/borough: Cabarrus City: Harrisburg 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 35.3008° N, Long. -80.6529° W. 

Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Fuda Creek 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Rocky River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): 03040105 
[8:1 Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
D Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
D Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
[8:1 Field Determination. Date(s): 07/09114 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Pick List "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

D Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
D Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

D TNWs, including territorial seas 
D Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[8:1 Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[8:1 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[8:1 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
D Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 5000 linear feet: 3width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: 0.1 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Established by OHWM. 
Elevation of established OHWM (ifknown): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 



0 Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.1 and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.1 and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
Identify TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.1 for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: 907,070 (HUC)Pick List 
Drainage area: 1 00 acres 
Average annual rainfall: 43 inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
[8] Tributary flows through 2 tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are 5-10 river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 1 (or less) river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are 2-5 aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 1 (or less) aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

Identify flow route to TNW5: Tributaries on the site drain to Fuda Creek (RPW) which then drains to Back Creek before 
entering the Rocky River (TNW). 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: [2:1 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: 3 feet 
Average depth: 3 feet 
Average side slopes: 2:1. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
[2:1 Silts [2:1 Sands 
[2:1 Cobbles [2:1 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: Relatively straight 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: Seasonal flow 
Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: 6-10 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Discrete and confined. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
[2:1 Bed and banks 
[2:1 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

[2:1 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence of litter and debris 
[2:1 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
[2:1 shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent [2:1 sediment sorting 
[2:1 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 0 scour 
0 sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CWA jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: water color was clear. 
Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
"Ibid. 



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
[gJ Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 100'. 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
[gJ Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
[gJ Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: Pick List. Explain: 

Surface flow is: Pick List 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are Pick List river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick List. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the Pick List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: . 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick List 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 



For each wetland, specify the following: 

Directly abuts? (Y /N) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (Y /N) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXL"S DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
D TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
D Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
1:8] Tributaries of TNW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: RPWG on site is known as Fuda Creek which is a named, blue-line stream on the USGS map and has 
continous flow year round to support fish and other aquatic species. RPW G exhibits geomorphology, hydrology, and 
biological indicators consistent with perennial flowing streams in the piedmont ecoregion as documented by the attached 
NCDWQ Stream Identification Forms. 

1:8] Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 



seasonally: Seasonal RPW A and E exhibits geomorphology, hydrology, and biological indicators consistent with perennial 
flowing streams in the piedmont ecoregion as documented by the attached NCDWQ Stream Identification Forms. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[gl Tributary waters: 5000 linear feet 3 width (ft). · 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[gl Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

[gl Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: Wetlands B, D, and F are immediately adjacent to tributaries on the site. 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 0.10 acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
[gl Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
0 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):10 

0 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 

8See Footnote# 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



0 which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
0 Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
0 Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
0 Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

0 Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
0 Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
rgj Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
rgj Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

0 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

0 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

rgj U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: 
rgj USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMAJFIRM maps: 
0 1 00-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
0 Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or 0 Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous deterrnination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 



B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): November 24, 2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01068, James Adams 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Buncombe City: Asheville 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.580333 N, -82.576303 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: French Broad 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): French Broad 
f2l Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
E) Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
I1II Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
l8f Field Determination. Date(s): 6-12-2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There 2\f~,·:~·q "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by.33 CFRpart 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

[[} Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
[jJ Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There~[~ "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFRpart 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

UJ TNWs, including territorial seas 
[jJ Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
EBJ Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
EJ Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
iE] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
L] Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
I'[] Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
II] Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
IDJ Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 40 linear feet: 1-2 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: !J:~~~]ij~~~y.'Q~i 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbodl is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine ifthe 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Pic~L,is~ 
Drainage area: J>i~~.J,.isf 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into 1NW. 
0 Tributary flows through P!~kl.;l#; tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are 1Pici{J,;1st river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are iJ'I aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ]>,l~k .. aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to 1NW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: ):!i~~::!Jt~t 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts D Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: J?i~l<_'ki~~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: j>j,~J<:J:I~t .. · .... · ....... . 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: :ei~k:t!~~ 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: J;t~C,~')"l~~i Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pie~~!s~. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence oflitter and debris 
0 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction ofterrestrial vegetation 
0 shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 0 scour 
0 sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
0 other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CWAjurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D High Tide Line indicated by: lEI Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

··· · 0 oil or scum line along shore objects . .. 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fme shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
0 tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain fmdings: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ~ickl.;iSt. Explain: 

Surface flow is: P~~~:J.;~t 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pici{'List. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are :E'ickL~~ river miles from TNW. 
Project waters arejPiekLiSt' aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick.List. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the J:':iFk.:List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: fidt:J.,is~ 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? CY IN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow of water in the tributary and 



its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 1NW s, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a 1NW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the 1NW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explaih findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
1]J 1NWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
J]J Wetlands adjacent to 1NWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
I2J Tributaries of 1NW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: the ut to the French broad river is a blue line stream on the USGS topographic map, NC-Asheville Quad which in North 
Carolina means it flows more than 3 months out of the year making it a perennial stream. AND professionals observed flow in the 
field. 

[] Tributaries of 1NW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
IJD Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[1 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Waterbody that is not a 1NW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a 1NW, and it has a significant nexus with a 1NW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[I Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 
.. . . []] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 

indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

8See Footnote # 3. 



0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
D Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
0 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

D which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
EJ from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
1]. which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
Q Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
0 Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type( s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
0 Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

0 Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
0 Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[] Wetlands: acres. 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section IILD.6 of the fustructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
El Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
EO Lakes/ponds: acres. 
El Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[[] Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
t1l Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
[] Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

[] Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
[] Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

Q Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
CJ Corps navigable waters' study: 
[] U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

[] USGS NHD data. 
[] USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

181 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: NC-Asheville. 
IJ) USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Buncombe County, NC 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMAIFIRM maps: 
[] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
£]] Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or 0 Other (Name & Date): 
D Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
13 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
[] Other information (please specity): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURJSDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): November 17,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESA W-RG-A, 2014-01071, Hitchens Development, LLC I Peter Hitchens 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Buncombe City: Asheville 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.615405 N, -82.543878 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Reed Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: French Broad River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): French Broad 
[8:1 Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
.D Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
l8l Field Determination. Date(s): 5-27-2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There A.}e·:t.J "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

[J] Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
[J] Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defmed by 33 CFRpart 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

D TNWs, including territorial seas 
[J Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
IBJ Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[l Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 96linear feet: 1 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: ~sful)~s~~:l)yQ~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

0 Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries ofTNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. Ifthe JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 

(ii) 

General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: J>kk'Li$l 
Drainage area: cfi~K~i~t 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
0 Tributary flows through ~i#klMt tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are PitkLis't river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick Li~t river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are 'pi¢1t'jj1s~ aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ,Pie}{:;List aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifYing, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: .. feet 
Average side slopes: ]:>ii'k'List. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: )':~~!{!,is! 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Tributary provides for: Pi~k;tiSt 
Estimate average number ~f fl~w events in review area/year: ~!ckt~t 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: )'>i~JiList. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pic:li List. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaflitter disturbed or washed away D scour 
0 sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
(j] High Tide Line indicated by: Jill Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects D survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7lbid. 



2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: Pick LiSt. Explain: 

Surface flow is: ~ick;List 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: PiCkLisf. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 

(d) 

D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are :Pic~ List river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are [Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick List. 
Estimate approximat~ location of wetland as within the Jii¢k.List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
0 Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: fici{;List 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists ifthe tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 



its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
[] TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
[.]Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
t2} Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: the ut to Reed had aquatic life that requires perennial flow; gil led snails and caddis flies were found during a site visit. 

Q Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section lii.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
C] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
D!J. Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a TNW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
D Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: Wetlands are directly connected to the streams onsite. Verified in the field on April16, 2014 

8See Footnote# 3. 



0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
0 Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters ofthe U.S.," or 
0 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

0 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign conm1erce. 
[] which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
0 Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
0 Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
0 Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

D Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
[J] Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
[] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



IZJ Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0: Lakes/ponds: acres. 
[J Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
.0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
f8l Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
EJ Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 
. .. 0 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 

0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 
123. Data sheets prepared by the Corps: filled out stream assessment for with representative from NCDWR onsite .. 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
EJ U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

f8l U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: NC-Asheville. 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Buncombe County, NC 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
[] State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
IEJ FEMA/FIRM maps: 
i[] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[J Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or 0 Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
Q Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
fi] Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 15,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01116, NC Wildlife Resources Commission I Attn.: Preston 
Royster 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Henderson City: Upward Commumity 
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.300077 N, 82.350578 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: UTs to Big Hungry River 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Green River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Broad (03050105) 
t?g Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
L] Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
[81 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: December 15, 2014 
[81 Field Determination. Date(s): August 12,2014 & October 5, 2012 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There &~!1Q "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

D Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There AT~ "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFRpart 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

D TNWs, including territorial seas 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
jgl Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
rgJ Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
GJ Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
IJ] Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
ITJ Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters ofthe U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 500 linear feet: 2 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: 0.07 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: 1~~71~ij(iel-ttionl\1~ituaJ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. Ifthe aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; ifthe aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbodl is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterhody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 
Watershed size: 
Drainage area: 
Average annual rainfall: 
Average annual snowfall: 

inches 
inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
0 Tributary flows through ~~£](!;iS{ tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are Pick river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are !Pi~k river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are !Pick aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 'I>~~ aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet . 
Average side slopes: J:>i<clc J;,ist. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: J:>i~lc:Qt~~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: }'j~lcL~~ 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: fickl.,ist 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: ):>kk:[,~§f. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: :Pic~ti$(. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaflitter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

Iffactors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent ofCWAjurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[] High Tide Line indicated by: CJ Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects CJ survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
CJ other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
CJ Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
CJ Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain fmdings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ,J>@ .. ~i~t. Explain: 

Surface flow is: _ll'i,£K~i~~ 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: J.>ic~);~. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
0 Directly abutting 
0 Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relations!lip}to TNW 
Project wetlands are .... Iciist river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ........... :l,.ist aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: PitkLiSt. . 
Estimate approii~~t;location of wetland as within the :¢i,~I>.1i~t floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
0 Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: f~~'List 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine ifthey significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 



evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section IILD: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
[] TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
0. Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[g) Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: UTs to Big Hungry River exhibits indicators of ordinary high water marks (OHWM) including developed bed and 
bank, scour, presence of litter and debris, destruction ofterrestrial vegetation, sediment sorting and deposition, leaf litter 
washed away. Perennial flow has been observed by Corps representatives during several visits to the Upward Community, 
North Carolina vicinity. 

GJ Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[g) Tributary waters: 500 linear feet 2width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a TNW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
E] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
I] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
J8l Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

. [g) Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 

8See Footnote# 3. 



directly abutting an RPW: Flow to associated UT of Big Hungry River. 

[] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 0.07 acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Q Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
0 Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters ofthe U.S.," or 
0 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

D which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
[] from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
[] which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
D Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[] Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water. body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
E] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identity type(s) of waters: 
EJ Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
I[] If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
(g Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

[] Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
[] Other: (explain, ifnotcovered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
till Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
E) Lakes/ponds: acres. 
1!1 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
III Wetlands: acres. 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
l:2J Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

1)81 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
[J Corps navigable waters' study: 
[] U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
D USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

[81 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Cliffield Mountain. 
t8} USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Henderson County, NC 
[] National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMA/FIRM maps: 
0 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[] Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
EJ Applicable/supporting case law: 
[] Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
[J Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N ofthe JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 12,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: CESAW-RG-A, MI Homes of Charlotte LLC, SAW-2014-01306 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Mecklenburg City: Charlotte 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): 35.15777,-80.987437 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Beaverdam Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Santee(3050101) 
I2J Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
[] Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
J8l Field Determination. Date(s): August 19,2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There AI"!) !.lA "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
reviewarea. [Required] 

[] Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
[] Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There AJol)!lf:l "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

0 TNW s, including territorial seas 
[] Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[] Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
tJ Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
E] Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
II] Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
EJ Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
II] Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: ~i~I,<.,'LI# 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 
A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 
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The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections ID.A.l and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Pi 
Drainage area: Pick 
Average annual rainfall: 
Average annual snowfall: 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

inches 
inches 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
0 Tributary flows through :fi~~fj.i~ tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ~~~~;!',;~~aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 
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Tributary properties with respect to top ofbank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: Pi~k)_;ist. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: ;r~c({Jtis~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: ~~I(;J.,~~ 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: ~~~({~~st, 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Pick List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick Lis~. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence oflitter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 

D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: [J Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects D survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 
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(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ~f~kli!~f,. Explain: 

Surface flow is: fl~~1~t 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: ij'i£~1!:!ist. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
0 Directly abutting 
0 Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by benn/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) toTNW 
Project wetlands are ·~~~.~river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ·~aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the fl¢~!.Ji§t floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
Identizy specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: fi~kl,iist 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specizy the following: 

Directly abuts? (Y /N) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
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Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence ofsignificant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
0 TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
(] Tributaries of TNW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: . 

ma: Tributaries of TNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 

seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
El Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[i Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
[]!. Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
OJ Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
(] Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 

"See Footnote# 3. 
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indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

II} Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
[] Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
[1 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
D Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

CJ which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
[J which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
[J Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[J Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
@] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
I]} Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
!.J Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
E[J If potential wetlands were assessed within the review are~ these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
I!) Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

[J Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

!'!ill Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
[] Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review are~ where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
0I.J Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
Iilli Lakes/ponds: acres. 
[) Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 
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0 Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
1:81 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:. 
1:81 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

[8:1 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

0 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
D USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

[8J U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: NC-CHARLOTTE WEST 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
D National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMA/FIRM maps: 
[J 1 00-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[8] Photographs: [8:1 Aerial (Name & Date):UNK. 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
D Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 

11 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 24,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01468, Webster Enterprises I Attn.: Gene Robinson 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Jackson City: Sylva 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.338529 N, 83.231590 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: UT to Savannah Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Tuckasegee River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Tuckasegee (06010203) 
181: Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
0 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
I2J Field Determination. Date(s): October 10, 2014 

SECTION IT: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There&~ n~ "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Ar~ "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

0 TNWs, including territorial seas 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
12:1 Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
(gJ Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[J Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 30 linear feet: 3 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: 2.46 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: f987t)~~i1u~atiofi<l\1~rtu~l 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

0 Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictionaL 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section IILF. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: Large watershed, waterway can and has and does support navigation of non

motorized and motorized boats. 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNW s that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: r· 
Drainage area: 
Average armual rainfall: 
Average annual snowfall: 

inches 
inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into ll\f\V. 
0 Tributary flows through fi£){.L:is1; tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are Pi!=ktist river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are !Pi~ki,~ river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are lPi~kLiSt aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are fi~~Li$t aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary is: 0 Natural 
0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: ¥i<:f<.L~s~. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts 0 Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: PickLisf, 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: Pic(\. List 

0 Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: P,icl{List 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Piekl:.ist. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: riCILList. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence oflitter and debris 
0 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
0 shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 0 scour 
0 sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 

0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent ofCWAjurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
0 tidal gauges 
0 other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
0 Habitat for: 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fisb!spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: 'j")i~~'~,~~- Explain: 

Surface flow is: P,itkList 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination withNon-TNW: 

(d) 

D Directly abutting · 
D Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

river miles from TNW. 
aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain fmdings: 
D Fisb!spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other enviromnentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: l?'!f:~'~~! 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 



wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is· not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNWs, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream food webs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section IILD: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNW s. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
[] TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
[J Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
jgJ Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: UT to Savannah Creek exhibits indicators of ordinary high water marks (OHWM) including 
developed bed and bank, scour, presence oflitter and debris, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, sediment sorting and 
deposition, leaf litter washed away. UT to Savannah Creek is depicted as a line on the most current Natural Resource 
Conservation Service Soil Survey for Jackson County. Stream line features on these mapping conventions typically 
represent perennial streams. Perennial flow has been observed by Corps representatives during visits to the Sylva, 
North Carolina vicinity. 

Q Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 

seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
181 Tributary waters: 30 linear feet 3 width (ft). 
EIJ Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a 1NW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
OJ Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

8See Footnote# 3. 



IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
18'1 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

181 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: Flows directly into associated tributary. 

[] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 2.46 acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictionaL Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TN\Ys. 
I2J Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictionaL Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictionaL 
[] Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the US.," or 
[] Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
I]j Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

[3 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
[] from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
[3 which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 

F. 

ll] Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[j Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[) Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
[] If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
EJ Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

0 Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section IILD.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 

0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[J Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0: Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0: Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0: Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
[] Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

0 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

~ Data sheets prepared by the Corps: October 10, 2014. 
L..J Corps navigable waters' study: 
0: U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

t8J U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Sylva South 
t8J USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Jackson County, NC 
0: National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
[] State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
1:8] FEMAJFIRM maps: Panel 7630 Map No. 3700763000J, effective date Apri119, 2010. 
12] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: 2031 (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
I2J Photographs: t8l Aerial (Name & Date):Google Earth, March 2013, May 2009, June 2006, May 2005, and December 2002. 

or 0 Other (Name & Date): 
CJ Previous deterrnination(s). File no. and date of response Jetter: 
[1 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 6/18/14 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: Perennial RPW Stream A and Wetland AA . r. _ . 
AshevilleRegulatoryFieldOfficec..rsflvJ- R6--flliOJS.SHi;VIis i f1t!J { r f'f2vf',ktt!J}:5 
151 Patton A venue, Room 208 IFf- ' 

Asheville, NC 28801 s, /} I;J ·- ') 0 I L(- ()) Lj g- s-
c. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

State: NC County/parish/borough: Cabarrus City: Concord 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 35.358485° N, Long. 80.672177° W. 

Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD83 
Name of nearest waterbody: Rocky River 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Rocky River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Yadkin (HUC # 03040105) 
[8J Check if map/ diagram of review area and/ or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
0 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
[8J Field Determination. Date(s): June 27, 2005, August 17, 2010, and June 18, 2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are no "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CPR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defmed by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

0 TNWs, including territorial seas 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[8J Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[8J Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
0 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 2,676 linear feet: 30 width (ft) and/or 1.8 acres. 
Wetlands: 0.10 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: 1987 Delineation Manual 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

0 Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section IILF. 



SECTION III: CW A ANALYSIS 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
Identify TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 

. skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Pick List 
Drainage area: Pick List 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
D Tributary flows through Pick List tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are Pick List river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick List river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: No. 

Identify flow route to TNW5: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: Pick List. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts 0 Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: Pick List 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: Pick List 

0 Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: Pick List 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Pick List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Unknown. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 
0 changes in the character of soil 
0 shelving 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 
0 leaflitter disturbed or washed away 
0 sediment deposition 
0 water staining 
0 other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

0 the presence oflitter and debris 
0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
0 the presence of wrack line 
0 sediment sorting 
0 scour 
0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
0 abrupt change in plant community 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent ofCWAjurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
0 tidal gauges 
0 other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
'Ibid. 



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: Pick List. Explain: 

Surface flow is: Pick List 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain fmdings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
0 Directly abutting 
0 Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are Pick List river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick List. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the Pick List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width):Buffer near wetland is small due to adjacent golf course. 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain fmdings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain fmdings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick List 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 



For each wetland, specifY the following: 

Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (Y/N) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNW s. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
0 TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
0 Wetlands adjacentto TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
ISJ Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: Stream A (Rocky River) flows adjacent to the southern property boundary for approximately 2,676 
linear feet (Figure 4, attached). This stream channel was evaluated to be Perennial. Stream A exhibited a strong, continuous 
bed and bank, strong flow, and an average bankfull wideth of25-30 feet. Stream A scored 55 out of a possible 100 points on 
tohe USACE Stream Quality Assessment Form and 38.5 out of a possible 63.5 points on the NCDWR Stream Classification 
Form (SCPl, attached). Photograph A (attached) is representative of Perennial RPW Stream A .. 



0 Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 
seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[gj Tributary waters: 2,676 linear feet 30 width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[gj Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

[gj Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: Wetland AA is located in the eastern corner of the property directly abutting Perennial 
RPW Stream A and is approximately 0.10 acre in extent (Figure 4, attached). This wetland area is a braided 
system which discharges into Stream A. Dominant vegetation includes American sycamore (Plantanus 
occidentalis), box elder (Acer negundo), hackberry (Celtis laevigata), jewelweed (Impatiens capensis), and river 
cane (Arundinaria gigantea). These areas exhibited low chroma and gleyed soils (10YR 5/2 and Gley2 4/5PB) as 
well as saturation within the upper 12 incheds of the soil profile. A Wetland Determination Data Form for · 
Wetland AA is attached (DP2) and a photograph of this area is included (Photograph B, attached). 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 0.014 acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the imponndment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
0 Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
0 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

'See Footnote# 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 



E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCHWATERS(CHECKALLTHAT APPLY): 10 

D which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
D from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
D which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
D Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
D Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
D Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type( s) of waters: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
D If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
D Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

D Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
D Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
[g) Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
[g) Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

D Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
D Corps navigable waters' study: 
D U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
D USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

[g) U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:l:24K- Harrisburg, NC Quad, dated 1996. 
[g) USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Cabarus, NC dated 2013. 
D National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
D State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 

10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



0 FEMA/FIRM maps: 
0 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[8] Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or [8] Other (Name & Date):Photographs of jurisdictional waters (June, 2014). 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 24,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: CESA W-RG-A, MI Homes of Charlotte, LLC,, SAW-2014-01487 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The property is located at 12550 Bailey Rd., near Cornelius in 
Mecklenburg County 

State: NC County/parish/borough: Mecklenburg City: Cornelius 
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): 35.47065,-80.82532 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest water body: South Prong West Branch Rocky River 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Rocky(3040105) 
(gl Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
[] Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
D Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
I8J. Field Determination. Date(s): August 26, 2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are nl) "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There A,:r~~9 "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters ofthe U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

0 TNW s, including territorial seas 
D Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[] Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
13 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
EJ Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
0 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: widfu (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: :fiek Lis~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 
A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section IILF. 
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The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section ID.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section lii.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
Identify TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 

(ii) 

General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: J>i¢kLi$t 
Drainage area: f~i~k/List 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
D Tributary flows through t,~k~i$'1: tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are Pte river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pic river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are ri~k L~t aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ~~~){ L~§.t aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

Identify flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: D Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifYing, e.g., tributary a, which flows through tbe review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 

6 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: J':~~j{~·sf. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: ).>ifJF'f,isf, 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: J>i~~~i§~ 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: J>ick[;ist 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: PiCkList. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pkk .List. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence oflitter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaflitter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 

D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM. 7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
Q High Tide Line indicated by: [] Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects D survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 
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(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow R,elationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ~cl,(]j'~t. Explain: 

Surface flow is: :Pic({ Lis~ 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: JS~kList. Explain fmdings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are :Pick LISt river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pic){ {.,ist aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: ~ie){I.,ist. _ _ __ _ 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the _l>'ic't{~ist floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain fmdings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: :Pi.~~ Li~t 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 

Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions ofthe tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 

8 



Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section IILD: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section lli.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
0 TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
IJ Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: . 

[] Tributaries of TNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 

seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D. Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
[] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type( s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

D Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 

8See Footnote# 3. 
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indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

Q Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. 'Yetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
13 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
El Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
El Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

0 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
[] which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
[] Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
D. Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
ffiJ Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

El Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

[] Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
0 Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
G Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Jnstructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 

10 



[] Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
t?:$l Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:. 
I2J Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

~ Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

0 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

t?:$l U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: NC-CORNELIUS 
[J USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
D State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMA/FIRM maps: 
0 1 00-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[gl Photographs:~ Aerial (Name & Date):UNK. 

or~ Other (Name & Date):UNK. 

D
O• Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 

Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 

11 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:Asheville Regional Office . - . \'-
(~ 6 S~ IQ01-A d-v) 4- 1;)\'::i~ 1 -:'SI.)Vw\ E. f\C '=:\ ·S 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATiON: Western Stream Initiative (WSI)- Ellis Site 
State:NC County/parish/borough: McDowell City: Old Fort 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 35.589056 ° Long. 81.176033° 

Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Little Crooked Creek 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Catawba River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Catawba River 03050101 

Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 
different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION ll: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 
Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [RequiredJ 

1. Waters ofthe U.S. 
a. presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

TNW s, including territorial seas 
Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
Relatively permanent waters2 (RPW s) that flow directly or indirectly into TNW s 
Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 2,050 linear feet: 15 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: lir!!~fi~ll~il'fli#~~~lfiB 
Elevation of established OHWM (ifknown): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

i)J Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
Identify TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter oflaw. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNW s that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: 
Drainage area: 5.6 
Average annual rainfall: 
Average annual snowfall: 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

inches 
inches 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
~ Tributary flows through i tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

Identify flow route to TNW5: Little Crooked Creek (subject stream)--->Crooked Creek-->Catawba River. 
Tributary stream order, if known: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifYing, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: fi[JI~l'~· 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts D Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence ofrun/riffie/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: flllllt 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: 1!~11!~{1 

0 Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: IJ~ill:~ 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: liRfli'· Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence oflitter and debris 
0 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
0 shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 0 scour 
0 sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
High Tide Line indicated by: Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
Identity specific pollutants, if known: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federaiiy Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentaily-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size:Oacres 
Wetland type. Explain:there are no wetlands present. 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: N/A. 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Fl . fiiili¥!flllrS E I . ow ts: l!~mJ· xp am: 

Surface flow is: 

Subsurface flow: 611(1~1. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) 
river miles from TNW. 

aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 

Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the fillilllfloodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific poiiutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federaily Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentaiiy-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if 
Ail wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: ~~Bit' 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 



For each wetland, specify the following: 

Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNWs, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
IJI Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: This channel exhibited average bankfull width of 15 feet, well defined riffle-pool sequences, and 
substrate consisting of cobble. Strong perennial flow as well as rack lines and visible acquatic life (fish, macroinvertebrates 
observed) are present. 

Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 
seasonally: 



Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
Tributary waters: 2,050 linear feet 15 width (ft). 
Other non-wetland waters: acres. 
Identify type( s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
lj Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identifytype(s) ofwaters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 
and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 
with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictionaL 
Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters ofthe U.S.," or 
Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS,INCLUDINGISOLATEDWETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):10 

a which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
IIJ from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
II which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
Ill Interstate isolated waters. Explain: . 

8See Footnote# 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section lll.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
II If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 
0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 

"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 
Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
uu~:;'u'"'" (check all that apply): 

Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
Lakes/ponds: acres. 
Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 

Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
Lakes/ponds: acres. 
Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
Jll, Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:Figures & plans submitted with PCN. 
IJi Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

0 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 
Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
Corps navigable waters' study: 
U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 
0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 
U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:Moffitt Hill 7.5'. 
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
FEMA/FIRM maps:FIRMette attached. 
100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
Photographs: [8J Aerial (Name & Date): 

or [8J Other (Name & Date):see attached report. 
Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
Applicable/supporting case law: 
Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): Nov 26,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: CESAW-RG-A, ATP Properties, Charles W. Allison, III; Manager, SAW-
2014-01616 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Union City: Jackson 
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): 34.867415N, 80.686524W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Robin Branch 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Lower Catawba (3050103) 
[] Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
l3 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
121 Field Determination. Date(s): September 5, 2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are nc) "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
[J Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Ar~ IJ.(} "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that a,pply): 1 

0 TNW s, including territorial seas 
[] Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[] Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
IJl Wetlands adja.cent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
0 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters ofthe U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: l'i~J<..liist 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

5I Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictionaL 
Explain: 

SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 
A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defmed as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 

5 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: Picj{Li~i-

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts 0 Sands 
D Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/p()ol complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: J'i(!~ J.;is~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 

D Concrete 
[]Muck 

Explain: 

Tributary provides for: Pi.:kL~t 
Estimate average number offlow events in review area/year: J'ic~ ~i~~ 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: P1ckList. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick J:,ist. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence of litter and debris 
0 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
0 shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 0 scour 
0 sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 

0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[] High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
0 tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other enviromnentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 
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Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNWs, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: · 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
[J TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
[J Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: . 

[))] Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 

seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[J Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
Q Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[J Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

D. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 

8See Footnote# 3. 
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0 Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
[8:1 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:. 
(gJ Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

0 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

[] Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
D Corps navigable waters' study: 
t8} U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

~ U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: SC-UNITY 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Serviee Soil Survey. Citation: 
[] National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
D FEMAIFIRM maps: 
0 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
t8} Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
[] Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
EJ Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 
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APPROVED JURlSDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV ofthe JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 15, 2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01790, Old Edwards Club, LLC I Attn.: Jerry West 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Jackson City: Cashiers 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.105603 N, 83.156259 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: UT to Grassy Camp Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: West Fork Tuckasegee River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Tuckasegee (06010203) 
(gf Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
L] Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
(gf Office (Desk) Determination. Date: December 15,2014 
[l Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There )(i~n9 "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There A.r~ "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters ofthe U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check allthat apply): 1 

0 TNW s, including territorial seas 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
12] Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
II] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacentto but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
{J] Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
12] Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
l3 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 3,800 linear feet: 3 width (ft) and/or 1.3 acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: E$~J!li~hM byJ)~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes ofthis form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; ifthe aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter oflaw. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 

(ii) 

General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: . }>itkLis~ 
Drainage area: !~iti,{P§~ 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly intoT}J\V. 
D Tributary flows through ~!~li,List tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are J>11:~ti$f river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are PiekL~ river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are r· . ···~aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are .i§t, aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: D Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: :{'ick.tist. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts . 0 Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: f:i~f(J,.i~~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Tributary provides for: :fi~k.Li$t 
Estimate average number of flo~ events in review area/year: J>i~::li 1,-;i§! 

Describe flow regime: 
Other infonnation on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: :{'~~~:tis*. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pkl{.Jiist. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence oflitter and debris 
0 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
0 leaflitter disturbed or washed away 0 scour 
D sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 
. 0 oil or scum line along shore objects . 0 survey to available datum; 

D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
0 tidal gauges 
0 other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain fmdings: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: 'Pi~~j;J:;~~- Explain: 

Surface flow is: 'P~~lt.~~~ 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick~lsi Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are ,PickLisf river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are tf~cl{ ,Llsf. aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: PickLi~t. 
Estimate appro~illlate location of wetland as within the 'Piclt~i~t floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if an)') 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: P~C,~~~s~ 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists ifthe tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 



its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the 1NW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream food webs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section IILD: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
[] 1NWs: linear feet 
0 Wetlands adjacent to 1NWs: 

width (ft), Or, acres. 
acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
I8J Tributaries of1NWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: UT to Grassy Camp Creek exhibits indicators of ordinary high water marks (OHWM) including developed bed 
and bank, scour, presence of aquatic life, presence of litter and debris; destruction ofterrestrial vegetation, sediment sorting 
and deposition, leaflitter washed away. Perennial flow has been observed by Corps representatives during visits to the 
Cashiers, North Carolina vicinity. 

GJ Tributaries of1NW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section IILB. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
183 Tributary waters: 3,800 linear feet 3 width (ft). 
183 Other non-wetland waters: 1.3 acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a 1NW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a 1NW, and it has a significant nexus with a 1NW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section IILC. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
[] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

. [] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

8See Footnote# 3. 



[] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
IJ] Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
IJ] Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or . 
t2J Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), The unnamed irrigation pond is an 

impoundment of an UT to Grassy Camp Creek. or 
[] Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

[d which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
IIJ from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
1!1 which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
[3 Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[I] Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (fi). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
[)) If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
IG.J Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

IJ] Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

[ill Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
liJ Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
(]) Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
[1] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
I]] Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[j Wetlands: acres. 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
[g] Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

0 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
D Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

0. U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Highlands. 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Jackson County, NC 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
[] State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMAIFIRM maps: 
[1 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
0 Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
II1 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
EJ Applicable/supporting case law: 
[] Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
[] Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED J1JRISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 24, 2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: CESAW-RG-A, Linda Oliver Bingham, SAW-2014-01798 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The site is located on Airlie Drive, Parcel number 
1402930 and 1602904, in Rutherford County near Rutherfordton, 

State: NC County/parish/borough: Rutherford City: Rutherfordton 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): 35.318566, -81.948812 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: UT to Cleghorn Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Broad(3050105) 
{gj Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
0 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
[] Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
{gj Field Determination. Date(s): October 16, 2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There ,tk:~ no "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

[] Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are ti~ "waters oft he U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S: 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

0 TNWs, including territorial seas 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
0 Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[] Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: PiCJLLi# 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

SECTION III: CW A ANALYSIS 
A. TNWs AND WETLA~DS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes ofthis form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 

5 



The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics ofthe tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: P1ckList 
Drainage area: ;~l~lfi,ist 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
0 Tributary flows through 'f:i~k:J.,!$,1 tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are 'J.'~ · i'i~ river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are :t;'j ·. i~t river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are jfi ist; aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 1ft JS,t aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 
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Tributary properties with respect to top ofbank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: ~ick:,l;ist. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts 0 Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: Picf<.Li~~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Tributary provides for: P:ic~;J.,ist 
Estimate average numberofflowevents in review area/year: J>.i~f<.~i,~t 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: ;Piek List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence of litter and debris 
0 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
0 shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
0 sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 

0 water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 
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(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ):>icki,:'~t. Explain: 

Surface flow is: :Pteli,'J;~~ 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: ~!£~.!.ist. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are Pjck,J,iSt river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick:f,i~ ~erial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: I>kkLiSt. . .. 
Estimate appr~~i;~t~ location of wetland as within the P.itk:L,is,~ floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, ifknown: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Picl{l...i~~ 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 

Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists ifthe tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
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Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain fmdings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
0 TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
[]Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
12.] Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perermial: . 

~. Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 

seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
12.] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
12.] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
12.] Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
If] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
EJ Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

12.] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 

8See Footnote# 3. 
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indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

[J Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
[ill Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
[llil Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
@ Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

D which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
EJ from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
[] which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
tfl Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
t.iJ Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
E) Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
D If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
[B Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

[] Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
till] Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
GJ Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
Q Lakes/ponds: acres. 
Q Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 
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[] Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
[] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
12! Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:. 
[81 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

[gl Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

[] · Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
[] Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
D USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

[81 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: NC-RUTHERFORDTON SOUTH 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMA/FIRM maps: 
0 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[gl Photographs: [gl Aerial (Name & Date):UNK. 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
[] Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: DR HORTON-REGENT LLC I RESERVE AT ROCK CREEK 

WETLAND SURVEY 01/03/14 SHEET 1. c_ e 5 ~ (< 8l-A d-0 }4 ~ Q \ '67 't ~\.( ~ . (::: l'ff 
C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: UVV\h'tl :S~ 

State:NC County/parish/borough: AVERY City: FRANK 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 36.0792° N, Long. -82.0023° jW. 

Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD 83 
Name of nearest waterbody: NORTH TOE RIVER 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aq_uatic resource flows: FRENCH BROAD RIVER 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): 06010108 (\ 'i:l\\ ~~ 
f§$]: Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
[J Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK~ THAT APPLY}.: 
JZl Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 5 NOVEMBER 2014 ~ /I - j<{_.,/ '1 
181 Field Determination. Date( s ): 8 SEPTEMBER 2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There ~£~:(,i.St "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

ITI Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
[] Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There A:f,e "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

f2J TNWs, including territorial seas 
[ill Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
(g] Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
I]!] Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
18] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[11 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[]) Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[J Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: APPX 440 linear feet: 2 width (ft) and/or 0.02 acres. 
Wetlands: 0.01 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: 19ij;f)eki~~~tl;;\~:'MJ;lit~l 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY 1NW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics ofthe tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: f~~ 
Drainage area: 
Average annual rainfall: 
Average annual snowfall: 

inches 
inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with 1NW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into 1NW. 
0 Tributary flows through ~icJSJ.~~ tributaries before entering 1NW. 

Project waters are river miles from 1NW. 
Project waters are river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from 1NW. 
Project waters are . aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to 1NW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifYing, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
0 Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: J:t~~ff),:~~j. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts D Sands 
0 Cobbles D Gravel 
0 Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: fi~~:f.ii~t 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Tributary provides for: fj~I{:J':~t .............. ·. 
Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: ,('ic)<~i~~ 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: ~~£~'X.,isj. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pi¢k:J.;i~f,. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
0 shelving D the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
0 water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[J High Tide Line indicated by: J3 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

0 oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
0 physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
0 tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
0 Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain:. 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ],>~e~:J:.,~. Explain: 

Surface flow is: ~is~~~~ 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: P!~!<!ii§t. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
0 Directly abutting 
0 Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximi to TNW 
Project wetlands are ''LiSt river miles from TNW. 
Project watersare j lJ!~~erial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pi'Ck 
Estimate appr~xi;~te location of wetland as within the ~~!(!:j§j floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
Identity specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
0 Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: ~i,~'i!A!~! 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 



For each wetland, specify the following: 

Directly abuts? CY IN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? CY IN) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have.the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
]]) TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
(]Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
CJ Tributaries of TNW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: 
~ Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 
seasonally: MULTIPLE OBSERVATIONS BY CONSULTANT AND MORPHOLOGICAL AND BIOLOGICAL 
CHARACTERISTICS OF STREAM- PRESENCE OF AQUATIC LIFE ADAPTED FOR PERENNIAL STREAM FLOW. 



Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
W Tributary waters: 440 linear feet 2 width (ft). 
EillJI Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
GJ Waterbody that is not a 'INW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a 'INW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

'INW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
I[} Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
1[1. Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
tR1 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

12Ji Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: PERENNIAL BASED ON AQUATIC LIFE. 

ITII Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 0.01 acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[I Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a 'INW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
GJ Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a 'INW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
i1J Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
Jil Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
lEI' Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS,INCLUDINGISOLATEDWETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

II] which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. m from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. m which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
GJ Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
Gl Other factors. Explain: 

8See Footnote# 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[E) Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
D Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

0 Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
[l Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
EJ Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
[] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[2] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[] Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
181 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:HUYSMAN I WNR. 
I2J Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

[JJ Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
E] Corps navigable waters' study: 
[ill U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

181 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: CARVERS GAP 7.5 MINUTE. 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
@ National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
E) FEMAJFIRM maps: 
lmJ 1 00-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
~ Photographs: [gl Aerial (Name & Date):CIRCA 2008. 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
CJ Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
lTIJ Applicable/supporting case law: 
D Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the .TD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 8, 2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01893, Robert Bulger 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Polk City: Mill Spring 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.337798 N, 82.215315 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Lake Adger (Green River) 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Green River (Lake Adger) 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Broad (03050105) 
!2l Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
0 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a differentJD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EV ALVA TION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
jgJ Office (Desk) Determination. Date: December 8, 2014 
[l Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There &~no "navigable waters of the US." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

D Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
D Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There;((-~ "waters of the US." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters ofthe U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

121 TNWs, including territorial seas · 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
0 Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow dire~tly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
0 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or 1.5 acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: jl:stablishM by OliWJ\t:~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes ofthis form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section IILF. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: Green River (Lake Adger).' 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: Large watershed, waterway can and has and does support navigation of non

motorized and motorized boats. 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
water body has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 

(ii) 

General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: :Pitk'Li~t 
Drainage area: l"P:ic~~M 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
D Tributary flows through ~~~k L!,s~ tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 1st river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are :J;;ist aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are .. :.List aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: D Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: ];>~ckList. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts 0 Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 
0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
0 Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: J-':icl(~i~( 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Tributary provides for: :Pi~k;List 
Estimate average number offl~w events in review area/year: Pi..:l(l.ist 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: J:Hcii:List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick,Ust. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence oflitter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving 0 the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

. D oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7lbid. 



2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flo~ Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: ~i¢R.List. Explain: 

Surface flow is: ~~~t{ 1-Jst 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Plct{LiSt. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are J;>icJ<:Lis~ river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are lJ>ick.List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: P;ic,kf..,ist. ............ ......... ... .. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the P;i~K:tis~ floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear; brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick:l,is~ 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 



tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 1NWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the 1NW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the 1NW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
I2J TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, 1.5 acres. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Tributaries of 1NW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: 
CJ Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Q Waterbody that is not a 1NW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 1NW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
Q Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

[] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

EJ Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

8See Footnote# 3. 



Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[) Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section Ill. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
f.§) Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
[] Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
f8J Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), Lake Adger was formed by the 

impoundment of the Green River, a TNW at the project location. or 
[] Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

EJ which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
[] from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
EJ which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
[] Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[] Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
[] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
(ill Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 
EJ Wetlands: acres. 

F. ~ON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review are~ these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
£J Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

~ .. : •.•. '.'.·.: .... ·.·. Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
~ Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review are~ where the sole poteptial basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
EJ Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
[] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[J Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
[] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jul'isdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
~uested, appropriately reference sources below): 
~ Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf ofthe applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

0 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
[J Corps navigable waters' study: 
[J U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
D USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

181 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Mill Spring. 
£8l USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Polk County, NC 
D National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMAIFIRM maps: 
0 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
0 Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): D.ecember 8, 2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01902, J. Glenn Dulken 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish!borough: Polk City: Mill Spring 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.3296112 N, 82.2054737 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Lake Adger (Green River) 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Green River (Lake Ager) 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Broad (03050105) 
~ Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
GJ Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
[gl Office (Desk) Determination. Date: December 8, 2014 
[I Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There X're·~~ "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
EJ Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

[gl TNWs, including territorial seas 
[ill Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
[ill Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[ill Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
E] Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[] Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or 1.5 acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: ~stabll~hedbyOIJ:W;i\fJ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section IILF. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: Lake Adger (Green River). 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: Large watershed, waterway can and has and does support navigation of non

motorized and motorized boats. 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: 
Drainage area: 
Average annual rainfall: 
Average annual snowfall: 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

inches 
inches 

D Tributary flows directly intg TN\V. 
0 Tributary flows through ~i~k~is,t; tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are ~~~k.List river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ~~c~.LiSt river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are ~i~~;:L~t aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ~~tJI!J.l;is,t aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state botindaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: 0 Natural 

0 Artificial (man-made). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifYing, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet ... 
Average side slopes: Ri~k:l.,~st. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: Pi~({;f?i~~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: fickJ.~# 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: Pickl:;!s~ 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: .PiCk List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: fick;i]ist. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence oflitter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CWAjurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects D survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: fifli Lj~~- Explain: 

Surface flow is: .Pici(J:,ist 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: fjck:Lis~- Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
0 Directly abutting 
0 Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximi 
Project wetlands are river miles from TNW. 
Project watersare. ... ...... aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: .Pic~L.j:St. ............................ . 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the f:.!(lkl...is! floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: fic~J.ist 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (Y /N) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (Y /N) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions ofthe tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 



significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
I8J TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, 1.5 acres. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[J Tributaries of TNW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: 
0 Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
EJ Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a TNW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 
. 0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 

indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

1m Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

8See Footnote# 3. 



Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
EJ. Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0: Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
0 Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
t81. Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6) Lake Adger was formed by the 

impoundment of the Green River, a TNW at the project location. or 
CJ Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

[] which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
D from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
EJ which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
l!i Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
~ Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
J>rovide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
I]TI Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
f1J If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
LJ Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SW ANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

[] Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
[I Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
EJ Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
[] Lakes/ponds: acres. 
1!]1 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
1]1 Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
L] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
12] Lakes/ponds: acres. 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
[8l Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf ofthe applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

[J Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

I2J U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Mill Spring. 
[81 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Polk County, NC 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
0 FEMAJFIRM maps: 
0 I 00-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
0 Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or 0 Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 8, 2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01903, Garland Gunter 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Polk City: Mill Spring 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.337458 N, 82.218995 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: Lake Adger (Green River) 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Green River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Broad (03050105) 
1:81 Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
0 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: December 8, 2014 
EJ Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are nq "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (Rl-IA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

[3 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters ofthe U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

0 TNW s, including territorial seas 
[J Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
0 Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
[1 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or 1.5 acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Est!ihli;;~e{IbyO~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

0 Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: Lake Adger (Green River). 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: Large watershed, waterway can and has and does support navigation of non

motorized and motorized boats. 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbodl is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNW s that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 

(ii) 

General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Pickliist 
Drainage area: : :P,'i~kJ:li~~ 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
D Tributary flows through lti.dEjDis{ tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are :i>icl{t1St river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are '{>it:kJ.,~ river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are ~tk'[.ls;~ aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are IPi~){;f:i~~ aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

Identify flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: D Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: fic]t'):;ist. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riflle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: PjckList 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: }>ki{List 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: PickList 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Pick List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: PickLisi:. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaflitter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[] High Tide Line indicated by: D Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects D survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain fmdings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: :Pic~t.]ist. Explain: 

Surface flow is: Pi"CltLiSt 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pici.ttist. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or oth~r) t~st performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to 'fNW 
Project wetlands are If k J.;~st river miles from TNW. 
Project waters ar-e ... L~~ aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick ist. 
Estimate approxlm~t~ location of wetland as within the ri~~~~~ floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if !mown: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: ~i¢k,"Li~J 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in" th~ cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 



significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
t:8JTNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, 1.5 acres. 
[]Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Tributaries of TNW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictionaL Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: 
1[1 Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictionaL 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[J Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a TNW is 

jurisdictionaL Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

. I] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

Cl Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW: 

8See Footnote# 3. 



Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
0 Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
IRJ Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), Lake Adger was formed by the 

impoundment of the Green River, a TNW at the project location. or 
OJ Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE} WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

[ill] which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
[] from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
[J which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
!ill Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[ill] Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
L] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[TI Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identity type(s) of waters: 
OJ Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-mRISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
(] If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
[] Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

[] Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
1!31 Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
12] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[I Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
III Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
(] Lakes/ponds: acres. 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
[81 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant 

0 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

[] Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

1:81 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Mill Spring. 
[81: USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Polk County, NC 
0 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
[J FEMA/FIRM maps: 
[J 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
0 Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date): 

or 0 Other (Name & Date): 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
B Applicable/supporting case law: 
D Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 
 
SECTION I:  BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A.   REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 12, 2014    
 
B.   DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A,SAW-2014-01923, 
         Beechwood Lakes Property Owners Association, Inc. / Attn.: Donna Klepp        
 
C.   PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  

State: NC  County/parish/borough: Henderson  City: Naples 
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):  Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.384906 N, 82.456722 W 
Universal Transverse Mercator:       
Name of nearest waterbody: UT to Featherstone Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: French Broad River       
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper French Broad (06010105) 

 Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request.  
 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc…) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form.     
 
D.    REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 

 Office (Desk) Determination.  Date: December 12, 2014    
 Field Determination.  Date(s):       

 
SECTION II:  SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A.  RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 
 
There Are no  “navigable waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required]    

 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce.  

Explain:      . 
 
B.  CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.  
 
There Are “waters of the U.S.” within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 
 
 1. Waters of the U.S. 
  a.   Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 
    TNWs, including territorial seas   
    Wetlands adjacent to TNWs  
    Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs  
    Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs    
    Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
    Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
    Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs    
    Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
    Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

   
 b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
  Non-wetland waters: 2533 linear feet: 2 width (ft) and/or 2 acres.  
  Wetlands:       acres.         
  
  c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Established by OHWM. 
   Elevation of established OHWM (if known):     .  
 
 2.  Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 
   Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional.  

Explain:      .   
 
A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 
 

                                                 
1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least “seasonally” (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



 The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs.  If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.1 and Section III.D.1. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.1 and 2 and Section 
III.D.1.; otherwise, see Section III.B below.  

 
 1. TNW     
  Identify TNW:      .    

 Summarize rationale supporting determination:      . 
 

 2. Wetland adjacent to TNW   
  Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is “adjacent”:      . 

   
B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 
 
 This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 

whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met.  
  
 The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are “relatively permanent waters” 

(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4.  

 
 A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 

regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

 
If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.1 for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below.  
 

 1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 
 

 (i) General Area Conditions: 
  Watershed size:      Pick List 
  Drainage area:        Pick List 
  Average annual rainfall:       inches 
  Average annual snowfall:       inches 
  
 (ii)  Physical Characteristics: 
 (a) Relationship with TNW: 
   Tributary flows directly into TNW.   
   Tributary flows through Pick List tributaries before entering TNW.   
 
  Project waters are  Pick List river miles from TNW.     
  Project waters are  Pick List river miles from RPW.     
  Project waters are  Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW.     
  Project waters are  Pick List aerial (straight) miles from RPW.     
  Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:      .  
 
 Identify flow route to TNW5:      . 
  Tributary stream order, if known:      . 
  
 (b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
  Tributary is:    Natural  
     Artificial (man-made).  Explain:      . 
     Manipulated  (man-altered).  Explain:      . 

 
  Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 

  Average width:       feet 
  Average depth:       feet 
  Average side slopes: Pick List.   
 

                                                 
4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West.  
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



  Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
   Silts   Sands     Concrete   

   Cobbles     Gravel    Muck   
   Bedrock    Vegetation.  Type/% cover:       
   Other. Explain:      . 
  
  Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks].  Explain:      . 
  Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes.  Explain:      . 
  Tributary geometry: Pick List  
  Tributary gradient (approximate average slope):       % 
  
 (c) Flow:  
  Tributary provides for: Pick List 
  Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: Pick List  
 Describe flow regime:      . 
  Other information on duration and volume:      .  
 
  Surface flow is: Pick List.  Characteristics:      . 
  
  Subsurface flow: Pick List.  Explain findings:      .  
   Dye (or other) test performed:      . 
  
  Tributary has (check all that apply): 
  Bed and banks   
   OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply):  

      clear, natural line impressed on the bank  the presence of litter and debris   
     changes in the character of soil   destruction of terrestrial vegetation  
     shelving   the presence of wrack line 
     vegetation matted down, bent, or absent  sediment sorting   
     leaf litter disturbed or washed away  scour  
     sediment deposition    multiple observed or predicted flow events   
          water staining   abrupt change in plant community        
     other (list):       

  Discontinuous OHWM.7  Explain:     .  
 

   If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CWA jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
     High Tide Line indicated by:      Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

    oil or scum line along shore objects  survey to available datum; 
    fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore)   physical markings; 
    physical markings/characteristics  vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types.  
    tidal gauges 
    other (list): 

  
  (iii)  Chemical Characteristics: 

Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.).  Explain: 
     . 

         Identify specific pollutants, if known:      .  
 
 (iv)  Biological Characteristics.  Channel supports (check all that apply): 
    Riparian corridor.  Characteristics (type, average width):      . 
    Wetland fringe.  Characteristics:      . 
    Habitat for: 

   Federally Listed species.  Explain findings:      .  
   Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:      . 
   Other environmentally-sensitive species.  Explain findings:      . 
   Aquatic/wildlife diversity.  Explain findings:      . 
 
 2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

 
 (i)  Physical Characteristics:  
 (a) General Wetland Characteristics: 
  Properties: 
   Wetland size:     acres 
   Wetland type.  Explain:     . 

                                                 
6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices).  Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody’s flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid.  



   Wetland quality.  Explain:     . 
  Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:      .  
   

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
  Flow is: Pick List. Explain:      . 
   
  Surface flow is: Pick List   
    Characteristics:      . 
    
    Subsurface flow: Pick List.  Explain findings:      . 
   Dye (or other) test performed:      . 
 
 (c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 

    Directly abutting  
   Not directly abutting 
    Discrete wetland hydrologic connection.  Explain:      . 
    Ecological connection.  Explain:      . 
    Separated by berm/barrier.  Explain:      . 
 
 (d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 

   Project wetlands are Pick List river miles from TNW. 
   Project waters are  Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 

  Flow is from: Pick List.   
  Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the Pick List floodplain. 
       
 (ii) Chemical Characteristics: 

Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 
etc.).  Explain:      . 

         Identify specific pollutants, if known:      .  
 
  (iii) Biological Characteristics.  Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
    Riparian buffer.  Characteristics (type, average width):     . 
    Vegetation type/percent cover.  Explain:     .  
    Habitat for:  

   Federally Listed species.  Explain findings:     . 
   Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:     . 

   Other environmentally-sensitive species.  Explain findings:     . 
   Aquatic/wildlife diversity.  Explain findings:     . 
 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any)  
 All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick List    
 Approximately (       ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 
  
 For each wetland, specify the following: 
  Directly abuts? (Y/N)  Size (in acres)  Directly abuts? (Y/N) Size (in acres) 
                                 

                                  
                                 
    
  Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed:      . 

 
C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION  
 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW.  
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW.  Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands.  It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus.  
 
Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW?   
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW?    



• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 
support downstream foodwebs?  

• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 
integrity of the TNW?   

 
 Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 
 
 1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs.  Explain findings 

of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D:     . 
  
2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs.  

Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section III.D:      . 

 
3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 

absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D:      . 
 
D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 

APPLY):  
 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands.  Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
   TNWs:      linear feet      width (ft), Or,      acres.    
   Wetlands adjacent to TNWs:      acres. 

 
2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.   

  Tributaries of TNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 
is perennial: UT to Featherstone Creek exhibits indicators of ordinary high water marks (OHWM) including developed bed 
and bank, scour, presence of aquatic life, presence of litter and debris, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, sediment sorting 
and deposition, leaf litter washed away.  UT to Featherstone Creek is depicted as a solid blue line on the USGS 7.5 minute 
quadrangle map Fruitland and the most current Natural Resource Conservation Service Soil Survey for Henderson County.  
Solid blue line features on these mapping conventions typically represent perennial streams.  Perennial flow has been observed 
by Corps representatives during numerous visits to the Naples, North Carolina vicinity.      

  Tributaries of TNW where tributaries have continuous flow “seasonally” (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional.  
Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B.  Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally:      . 

 
                        Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
     Tributary waters: 2533 linear feet 2 width (ft).     
     Other non-wetland waters:      acres.  

     Identify type(s) of waters:      . 
    

 3.     Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
   Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a TNW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.C.    
 
  Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
     Tributary waters:        linear feet      width (ft).     
     Other non-wetland waters:      acres.   

       Identify type(s) of waters:      . 
 
  
  

                                                 
8See Footnote # 3.   



4.  Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.   
   Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands.  
     Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round.  Provide data and rationale  
    indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is  
    directly abutting an RPW:      . 
 
     Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow “seasonally.”  Provide data indicating that tributary is 

seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 
RPW:      . 

 
  Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area:      acres.  
 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.  
   Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III.C.     

   
  Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area:      acres.  

 
6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.   

  Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 
similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III.C. 

 
  Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area:      acres.  
 
 7.  Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 
 As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional.  

   Demonstrate that impoundment was created from “waters of the U.S.,” or 
   Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), Beechwood Lake is an impoundment of 

UT to Featherstone Creek. or 
   Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below).   

  
E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 

OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY):10 

   which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
   from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
   which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
   Interstate isolated waters.  Explain:     . 
   Other factors.  Explain:     . 
 
 Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination:      . 
 Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
   Tributary waters:      linear feet      width (ft).     
   Other non-wetland waters:     acres.   

    Identify type(s) of waters:     . 
   Wetlands:     acres.   

 
F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
  If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements.   
    Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce.  

 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in “SWANCC,” the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
“Migratory Bird Rule” (MBR).   

  Waters do not meet the “Significant Nexus” standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction.  Explain:     .  
  Other: (explain, if not covered above):      . 
 
 Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 

presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 

    Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams):      linear feet     width (ft). 
 Lakes/ponds:      acres.        
 Other non-wetland waters:      acres. List type of aquatic resource:      . 

                                                 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook.   
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos.  
 



 Wetlands:      acres.         
 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the “Significant Nexus” standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 

 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams):      linear feet,      width (ft). 
 Lakes/ponds:      acres. 
 Other non-wetland waters:      acres.  List type of aquatic resource:      . 
 Wetlands:      acres. 

 
SECTION IV:  DATA SOURCES. 
 
A.  SUPPORTING DATA.  Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 

requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:     . 
 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant.  

  Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.   
  Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report.   

 Data sheets prepared by the Corps:     . 
 Corps navigable waters’ study:     . 
 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:     . 

  USGS NHD data.   
  USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.   

 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Fruitland. 
 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Henderson County, NC      . 
 National wetlands inventory map(s).  Cite name:     . 
 State/Local wetland inventory map(s):     . 
 FEMA/FIRM maps:     . 
 100-year Floodplain Elevation is:     (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
 Photographs:  Aerial (Name & Date):     .  

    or  Other (Name & Date):     .  
 Previous determination(s).  File no. and date of response letter:     . 
 Applicable/supporting case law:     . 
 Applicable/supporting scientific literature:     . 
 Other information (please specify):     . 

      
  

B.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD:      . 
 
 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section N of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 22,2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESAW-RG-A, 2014-01924, Haywood Contracting, Inc. I Attn.: Kenneth Liner 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Haywood City: Waynesville 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.527505 N, 82.961457 
w 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: UT to Richland Creek 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Pigeon River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Pigeon (06010106) 
{g[ Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
[J Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different JD 

form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
(g! Office (Desk) Determination. Date: December 22, 2014 
[8l Field Determination. Date(s): October 10, 2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There A.re n() "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area. 
[Required] 

0 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Ar~ "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

[] TNW s, including territorial seas 
EJ Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
'@ Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
D Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 200 linear feet: 50 width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: ~srltl>~~he4:~yQ~M~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable): 3 

0 Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" (e.g., 
typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete Section 
III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section 
III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section Ill.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
water body has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Pick :List 
Drainage area: i~i£Jf!-1s~ 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
D Tributary flows through ri~k,(i~ tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are Pic river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pi· LiSt river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are Pte~]::,~ aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are ~!~k_I;i~( aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributarv Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: D Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: Pick:List. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: Pic({"[,i~ 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: :PickLiSt 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: ~icl(l.,ist 
Describe flow regime: 

Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: :fi~k:):::ist. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to detennine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
[) High Tide Line indicated by: EJ Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects .. D survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where the 
OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow 
over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: :t!ick Ui$t. Explain: 

Surface flow is: rkkLi§~ 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: ~tiLI.iist. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
0 Not directly abutting 

0 Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
0 Ecological connection. Explain: 
0 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are 'l>,i~}{l;~~ river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are J:r~~!'-J.,Js1; aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick LiSt. 
Estimate appro~i~~te I~ cation of wetland as within the j>:i~ki.ii.! floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed characteristics; 

etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

0 Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
0 Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
0 Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
0 Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: ;Rif:tcl&i~t 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specify the following: 
Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

Size (in acres) 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency ofthe flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 



tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to TNWs, or to 

reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and other 

species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or biological 

integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings 
of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section IILD: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
Explain fmdings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, 
then go to Section IILD: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of presence or 
absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
[J TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[g1 Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that tributary 

is perennial: UT to Richland Creek exhibits indicators of ordinary high water marks (OHWM) including developed bed and 
bank, scour, presence of aquatic life, presence of litter and debris, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, sediment sorting and 
deposition, leaf litter washed away. UT to Richland Creek is depicted as a solid blue line on the USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle 
map Clyde and the most current Natural Resource Conservation Service Soil Survey for Haywood County. Solid blue line 
features on these mapping conventions typically represent perennial streams. Perennial flow has been observed by Corps 
representatives during numerous visits to the Waynesville, North Carolina vicinity. 

[] Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are jurisdictional. 

Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows seasonally: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
181· Tributary waters: 200 linear feet 50 width (ft). 
[] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
I] Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a TNW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
[;] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

[J Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

8See Footnote# 3. 



0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
... . seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly abutting an 

RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
ITJ Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 

similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 
provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[3 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and with 
. similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is 

provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
[] Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
[] Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 
[] Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

D which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
0 which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
EJ Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
0 Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
Q Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
Q If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
[J Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

[] Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

Jill~ Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
El Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e., 
presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all 
that apply): 
!Jill) Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
OJ Lakes/ponds: acres. 
[il Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[J Wetlands: acres. 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for review 
consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
0 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and 
requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
~ Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
0 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

D Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
D Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
D USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

t8J U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Clyde. 
121 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Haywood County, NC 
LJ National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
E] State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
[J FEMA/FIRM maps: 
[] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[] Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
Q Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
[] Applicable/supporting case law: 
[] Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION 1: ·BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 04/28/2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: Intermittent RPW Stream A, Wetland AA, and Pond A 
Asheville Regulatory Field Office 5'/1 w- ~ 0 j '1- 0 I q 3 r I'/) p:> If t-,r-y~ r JI: II.) r 
151 Patton Avenue, Room 208 
Asheville, NC 28801 JO P\ C C /A2.-/f ctf.a 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Cabarrus City: Concord 
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 35.406840° N, Long. 80.689070° W. 

Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD83 
N arne of nearest water body: Coddle Creek 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Yadkin River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): 03040105 
~ Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
D Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
D Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
~ Field Determination. Date(s): 24 April2014 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are no "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required] 

D Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
D Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

D TNW s, including territorial seas 
D Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
~ Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
~ Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
~ Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
D Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: 225 linear feet: 3 width (ft) and/or 0.325 acres. 
Wetlands: 0.003 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: 1987 Delineation Manual 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

D Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 
Explain: 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes ofthis form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 



SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Section III.A.1 and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.1 and 2 
and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
Identify TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries ofTNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody" is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine ifthe 
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.1 for 
the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below. 

1. Characteristics ofnon-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size:> 10,000 acres 
Drainage area: 21 acres 
Average armual rainfall: 43 inches 
Average annual snowfall: 5.5 inches 

(ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

0 Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
IZJ Tributary flows through~ tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are 10-15 river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 1 (or less) river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are 5~10 aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are f(or less) aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: No. 

Identify flow route to TNW5: UT toUT to Coddle Creek to Coddle Creek to Rocky River. 
Tributary stream order, if known: 1st. 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 



(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: ~Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: 3 feet 
Average depth: 1 feet 
Average side slopes: 2:1. 

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
I:8J Silts ~ Sands 
I:8J Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

D Concrete 
~Muck 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. Explain: 
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: riffle/pool comples is moderate to weak. 
Tributary geometry: Meandering 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): 0-2% 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: Seasonal flpw 
Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: 6-10 

Describe flow regime: intermittent. 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Discrete and confined. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Unknown. Explain fmdings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
~ Bed and banks 
D OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

D clear, natural line impressed on the bank D the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the character of soil D destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
D vegetation matted down, bent, or absent D sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disturbed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water staining D abrupt change in plant community 
D other (list): 

D Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent ofCWAjurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D High Tide Line indicated by: D Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

D oil or scum line along shore objects D survey to available datum; 
D fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) D physical markings; 
D physical markings/characteristics D vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
D tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.). 

Explain: Tributary accepts drainage from a clear cut area so therefore is fairly silty, but overall is ok quality. 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is umelated to the waterbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
%id. 



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
1:8J Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain fmdings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain fmdings: 
I:8J Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: amphibians, macrobenthos. 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size:0.003acres 
Wetland type. Explain:PFOlA. 
Wetland quality. Explain: Wetland quality is mediocre. 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-1NW: 
Flow is: lntermittent.flow. Explain: 

Surface flow is: Overland sheetflow 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Unknown. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
I:8J Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proxirnitv (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are 10-15 river miles from 1NW. 
Project waters are 5:,.10 aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Wetland to navigable waters. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the 2-year or less floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: Wetland accepts drainage from clearcut area so there is silt present. 
Identify specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
I:8J Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain:Forested. 
I:8J Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
I:8J Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings:amphibians and crayfish. 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick:List 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 



For each wetland, specifY the following: 

Directly abuts? CY /N) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? CY /N) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity ofthe TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNW s. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section III.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
D TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, . acres. 
D Wetlands adjacent to TNW s: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D Tributaries of TNW s where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: 
[gJ Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 
seasonally: Stream A originates on site in the middle portion of the project area and flows north across the project area for 
approximately 225 linear feet before discharging into Pond A (Figure 5, attached). Stream A exhibited a moderate bed and 
bank, moderate substrate sorting, moderate flow, weak sinuosity, an average ordinary high water width of three feet, and a 
weak presence of crayfish and amphibians. Stream characteristics indicate that continuous flow is present for at least three 



months in a typical year. Stream A was classified as a Relatively Permanent Water with seasonal flow (RPW) according to 
USACE/EPA guidance. Seasonal RPW Stream A scored 36 out of a possible 100 points on the USACE Stream Quality 
Assessment Worksheet and 27.5 out of a possible 63 points on the NCDWR Stream Classification Form, indicating 
intermittent status (SCP1, attached). Photograph A (Figure 5, attached) is representative of Seasonal RPW Stream A .. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
~ Tributary waters: 225 linear feet 3 width (ft). 
~ Other non-wetland waters: 0.31 acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: Pond A (impoundment of Stream A. 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type( s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
~ Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

~ Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: Wetland AA is approximately 0.003 acre in extent and is forested wetland (PF01A). Wetland AA is 
located directly abutting Seasonal RPW Stream A in the middle portion of the site (Figure 5, attached). Wetland AA 
exhibited low chroma soils (7.5YR 4/2), saturation within the upper 12 inches of the soil profile, surface water up to two 
inches, and crayfish burrows. Dominant vegetation in this wetland includes elderberry (Sambucus nigra), Japanese stilt 
grass (Microstegium vimineum), common blue violet (Viola sororia), and Virginia creeper (Parthenocissus quinquefolia). 
A Wetland Determination Data Form representative of Wetland AA is attached as DP1. Photograph C (attached)'is 
representative of Wetland AA .. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 0.003 acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly iuto TNWs. 
0 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section Ill. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section Ill. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
~ Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
0 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

8See Footnote # 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 



E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

0 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
0 which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
0 Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
D Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
D Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

D Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
0 Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all that apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such 
a fmding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
!:g) Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
!:g) Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
0 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

D Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
D Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

D USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

!:g) U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:1:24K- Kannapolis, NC Quad, dated 1998. 
!:g) USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Cabarrus, NC dated 2013. 
D National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
D State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 

10 Prior to asserting or declining CW A jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos. 



0 FEMA/FIRM maps: 
0 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
I:8J Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): . 

or I:8J Other (Name & Date):Photographs of jurisdictional waters (April24, 2014). 
0 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
0 Applicable/supporting case law: 
0 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
0 Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 3, 
2014 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:CESA W-RG-A, SA W-2014-01942, DR Horton 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: NC County/parish/borough: Mecklenburg City: Charlotte 
Center coordinates of site (!at/long in degree decimal format): Latitude & Longitude in Decimal Degrees: 35.2224689N, -
80.997216W 
Universal Transverse Mercator: 
N arne of nearest water body: Catawba River 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Catawba Watershed, Santee Basin, HUC: 03050101 
J)g] Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
[J Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) are associated with this action and are recorded 

on a different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
181 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 
0 Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There ~~~,Jq "navigable waters of the U.S." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) 
in the review area. [Required] 

EJ Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 
LJ Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign 

commerce. Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There 't\.,r~ "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

[!I TNW s, including territorial seas 
[] Wetlands adjacent to TNWs 
~ Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[] Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
[!J Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
0 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
181 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 
0 Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or 0.2 acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: 'f,t,~iijl~ij~~~l)y[Q~ 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

[J Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not 
jurisdictional. Explain: 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
~For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least 
"seasonally" (e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section IILF. 



The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, 
complete Section III.A.l and Section III.D.l. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete 
Sections III.A.l and 2 and Section III.D.l.; otherwise, see Section III.B below. 

1. TNW 
IdentifY TNW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and 
it helps determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively 
permanent waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally 
(e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a 
TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly 
abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps 
districts and EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a 
significant nexus between a relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) 
and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter oflaw. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to 
determine if the water body has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the 
significant nexus evaluation must consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This 
significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is 
used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD 
covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.l for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any on site 
wetlands, and Section ID.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination 
whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section ID.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNW s that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) 

(ii) 

General Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Pick List 
Drainage area: ,Pick Lis! 
Average annual rainfall: inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: 

D Tributary flows directly into TNW. 
D Tributary flows through Pick'Listi tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters are 'js:t aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

IdentifY flow route to TNW5
: 

Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 
Tributary is: D Natural 

D Artificial (man-made). Explain: 

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in 
the arid West. 
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into 
TNW. 



apply): 

D Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: ,gi~~J,i~t-

Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
0 Silts 0 Sands 
0 Cobbles 0 Gravel 

D Concrete 
0Muck 

0 Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. 
Presence of runlriffle/poolcomplexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: :pi~l(?pist 

Explain: 

Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: :J::'i~J{.Li~t 
Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: :J:ti~)t:Pi~~ 

Describe flow regime: 
Other information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: P:i~~ij:jj~~- Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: P:i~ij::P~§t. Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
D Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 
0 changes in the character of soil 
D shelving 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 
0 leaf litter disturbed or washed away 
0 sediment deposition 

D 
D 
D 
D 

the presence oflitter and debris 
destruction of terrestrial vegetation 
the presence of wrack line 
sediment sorting 

D scour 
0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 

0 water staining 0 abrupt change in 
plant community 

D other (list): 
0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CW A jurisdiction (check all that 

[] High Tide Line indicated by: [J 
. .. 0 oil or scum line along shore objects 

0 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 
0 physical markings/characteristics 
0 tidal gauges 
D other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 

Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 
D survey to available datum; 
D physical markings; 
0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 

Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed 
characteristics, etc.). Explain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply): 
0 Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
0 Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
0 Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 

6 A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows 
underground, or where the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is 
unrelated to the waterbody's flow regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above 
and below the break. 
7Ibid. 



D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: Picl)::l,)st. Explain: 

Surface flow is: P!tk:.Li$t 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: PiCk Li$t. Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test performed: 

(c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 
D Directly abutting 
D Not directly abutting 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: 
D Ecological connection. Explain: 
D Separated by berm/barrier. Explain: 

(d) Proximity (Relationship)t() TNW 
Project wetlands arefi~l4 J,is1; river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are PickLi,s~ aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: PickList. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the Pi¢!{ :List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general 

watershed characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
IdentifY specific pollutants, if known: 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
D Habitat for: 

D Federally Listed species. Explain findings: 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pftk'Li,st 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 

For each wetland, specifY the following: 

Directly abuts? (Y /N) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in acres) 

Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 



A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions 
performed by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, , 
and biological integrity of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in 
combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, 
physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not 
limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and 
the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant 
nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between 
a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely 
determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos 
Guidance and discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood 

waters to TNW s, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions 

for fish and other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and 

organic carbon that support downstream foodwebs? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, 

chemical, or biological integrity of the TNW? 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be 
documented below: 

1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to 
Section III.D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or 
indirectly into TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in 
combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section Ili.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 
0 TNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
0 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
t8l Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 
tributary is perennial: Features show on USGS topographic map as a blue line stream. Professionals in the field 
observed flow levels and development ofbed and bank structures in the stream, which are indicative of perennial 
waters. 

~ Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) 
are jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that 

tributary flows seasonally: Lake Wylie flows into the Catawba river .. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
L] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
Q Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Water body that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant 

nexus with a TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section Ill. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 

8See Footnote# 3. 



0 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
0: Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

0 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that 
tributary is seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that 
wetland is directly abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
0 Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they 

are adjacent and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. 
Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
[] Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are 

adjacent and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. 
Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III. C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
0 Demonstrate that impoundment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
~ Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above ( 1-6), or 
0 Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE) WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 
INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 10 

0 which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 
0 from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
0 which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
0 Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
[] Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 
Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
!]ill Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft). 
C] Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

IdentifY type(s) of waters: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
0 If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of 

Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
~ Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

0 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC," the review area would have been regulated based 
solely on the "Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

0 Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 

9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWAjurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA 
HQ for review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following 
Rapanos. 



0 Other: (explain, if not covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review are~ where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the 
MBR factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using 
best professional judgment (check all that apply): 
[] Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). 
El Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
0 Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Siguificant Nexus" standard, 
where such a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 0: Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet, width (ft). 
0 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
0 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
[] Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply- checked items shall be included in case file and, 
where checked and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 
181 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf oftlie applicant/consultant: 
EJ Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

D Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
D Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

[J Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
0 Corps navigable waters' study: 
0 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

0 USGS NHD data. 
0 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 

181 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:NC-CHARLOTTE WEST. 
0 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: 
[] National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: 
0 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): 
D FEMA/FIRM maps: 
0 1 00-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
D Photographs: D Aerial (Name & Date): 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
D Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
D Applicable/supporting case law: 
D Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
[] Other information (please specifY): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 


	SAW-2008-01989-JD
	SAW-2014-00789-JD
	SAW-2014-01068-JD
	SAW-2014-01071-JD
	SAW-2014-01116-JD
	SAW-2014-01306-JD
	SAW-2014-01468-JD
	SAW-2014-01485-JD
	SAW-2014-01487-JD
	SAW-2014-01537-JD
	SAW-2014-01616-JD
	SAW-2014-01790-JD
	SAW-2014-01798-JD
	SAW-2014-01878-JD
	SAW-2014-01893-JD
	SAW-2014-01902-JD
	SAW-2014-01903-JD
	SAW-2014-01923-JD
	APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM
	U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
	SECTION I:  BACKGROUND INFORMATION
	A.   REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): December 12, 2014
	D.    REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):


	SAW-2014-01924-JD
	SAW-2014-01939-JD
	SAW-2014-01942-JD



