
US Army Corps 
of Engineerst: 

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

This form should be completed by fol!O\vi.ng the instrnctions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instrnctional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED J URISDICTIONAL DETERl\UNATION (JD): 9 Novembe1· 2018 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAl\'.lE, AND NUMBER: SAJ-RD-SP; Melville Road Parcel H Jmisdictional Determination; 
SAJ-2018-01630 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORl\ilATION: 
State: Florida County/parish/borough: St. Lucie City: Fort Pierce 
Cente1· coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decin1al format) : Lat. 27.36495° N, Long. -80.329238° W. 

Universal Transverse Mercator: 17 
Name of nearest waterbody: North Fork of the St. Lucie River 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: North Fork of the St. Lucie River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): 
~, 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 fom1. 

D. REVIEW PERFORl\'.lED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
O' Office (Desk) Detennination. Date: 
~1 Field Detennination. Date(s): 17 July 2018 

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) jm·isdiction (as defined by 33 CFR pa1t 329) in the 
review area . [Required] 

0 1 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 DETERl\'.llNATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Ai·e no '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. Indic.ate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

D 1NWs, including territorial seas 
D Wetlands adjacent to 1NWs 
0 , Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into 1NWs 
D Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into 1NWs 
D Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into 1NWs 
D Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into 1NWs 
D' Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into 1NWs 
0 , h11pom1dments 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 wate1·s: linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres. 
Wetlands: acres. 

c. Limits (bounda1ies) ofjmisdiction based on: Pick List 
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 detemiined to be not jtu'isdictional. 
Explain: Based on a site Yisit and subsequent. desktop review, it was determined that the 1.33 ac1·es of wetlands on site 
are isolated and therefo1·e non-jurisdictional. The site featm·es two historical depressions with no roadside swales, 
c.anals, 01· c.ulve1·ts to support offsite drainage or connections to tiibuta1ies. Additionally, the site is su1Tounded by a 

1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section ill below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a 1NW 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 ill.F. 



 

 

 

 

        

   
combination of roadways, developed residential and commercial lots, and surrounding undeveloped uplands on the 

parcel. 



SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 

A. TN\Vs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNW s 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TN,Vs and wetlands adjacent to TN\Vs. If the aquatic resom·ce is a TN\V, complete 
Section III.A.1 and Section Ill.D.1. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TN\V, complete Sections III.A.1 and 2 
and Section Ill.D.1.; othenvise, see Section Ill.B below. 

1. TNW 
Identify 1NW: 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2. Wetland adj acent to TNW 
Summarize rationale suppo1ting conclusion that wetland is "adjacent" : 

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

This section summal'izes information rega1·ding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
dete1·mine whether 01· not the standards for jm•isdiction established under R apanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jm·isdiction over non-na,igable tributal'ies ofTN\Vs where the tributaries are " relatively per manent 
w aters" (RPWs), i.e. ttibuta1·ies that typically flow year-1·ound or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jmisdictional. If the aquatic resom·ce is not a TNW, but has year-round 
(pe1·ennial) flow, skip to Section 111.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a ttibutary with pe1·ennial flow, 
skip to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not. dil'ectly 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 
i·elatively permanent tlibuta1-y that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a n·aditional navigable wate1-, even 
though a significant nexus finding is not r equired as a matter of law. 

If the waterbodyl is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RP,V, a JD will require additional data to dete1·mine if the 
wate1·body has a significant nexus with a TN\V. If the flibuta1-y has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the n·ibuta ry in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the mbutary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 
the ttibutary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD cove1·s a tt·ibutat'Y with adjacent wetlands, complete Section 111.B.1 fo1· 
the ttibutary, Section llI.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section Ill.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that hibutary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section Ill.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 C haracteristics: 
(a) Relationship w"ith 1NW: 

D Tributary flows directly into rnw. 
D Tributa1y flows through Pick List tributaries before entering TNW. 

Project waters are Pick List river miles from 1NW. 
Project waters are Pick List river miles from RPW. 
Proje.ct waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Projed waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

Identify flow route to 1NW5: 

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 1NW. 



Tributary stream order, if known: 

(b) General Tributaty Characteristics (check all that apply): 
T1ibuta1·y is: D Natural 

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

T1ibutary properties with respect to top of batik (estimate): 
A verae:e width: feet 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: Pick List . 

Prin1aiy tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 
D Silts D Sands 
D Cobbles D Gravel 
D Bedrock D Vee:etation. Type/% cover: 
D Other. Explain: -

Tributa1y condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks J. 
Presence of mn/riffle/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometly: Pick List 
Tributa1y gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) Flow: 
Tributary provides for: Pick List 

D Concrete 
0 Muck 

Explain: 

Estimate average number of flow events in review ai·ea/year: Pick Lisi 
Describe flow regime: 

Other infonnation on duration a11d volume: 

Stuface flow is: Pick List . Characteristics: 

Subsmface flow: Pick List . Explain findings: 
D Dye (or other) test perfom1ed: 

Tributa1y has (check all that apply): 
0 Bed and banks 
0 OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): 

0 clear, nattu·al line impressed on the bank 0 the presence of litter and debris 
D changes in the chai·acter of soil D dest11.1ction of terresti·ial vegetation 
D shelving D the presence of wrack line 
0 vegetation matted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
D leaf litter disttui:Jed or washed away D scour 
D sediment deposition D multiple observed or predicted flow events 
D water stal1llllg D abmpt change in plant cormnmuty 
D other (list): 

0 Discontinuous OHWM.7 Explain: 

If factors other than the OHWM were used to detemune lateral extent of CWA jm·isdiction (check all that apply): 
D High Tide Line indicated by: D Meai1 High Water Mark indicated by: 

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

(iii) Chemical Charactelistics: 
Characterize tributaiy (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. 
7lbid. 



(iv) Biological Charactel'istics. Channel supp orts (check all that apply): 
D Riparian coffidor. Characteristics (type, average width): 
D Wetland fringe. Characteristics: 
0 Habitat for: 

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

2. Ch ar act el'istics of wetlands adjacent to non-TN'W that flow dil'ectly ot· indirectly into T NV\T 

(i) Physica l Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Propetties: 
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: 

Stuface flow is : Pick List 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface tlow: Pick List . Explain findings: 
0 Dye (or other) test perfom1ed: 

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

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

( d) Proxini.itv (Relationship) to TNW 
Project wetlands are Pick Listi river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) ni.iles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Pick List . 
Estiniate approxiniate location of wetland as within the Pick List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Charactetistics: 
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 Chat·actetistics. Wetlan d su1>pot·ts (check all that apply): 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average "vidth) : 
D Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain: 
0 Habitat for: 

D 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. Ch al'acte.i·istics of all wetlands adjacent to t he ttibutat·y (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 ac1·es) Directly abuts? (YIN) Size (in ac1·es) 

Smnmarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis llill assess the flow characteristics and functions of the ttibnta1-y itself and the functions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the ttibutary to determine if they significantly affect the chemic.al, physic.al, and biological integ1ity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the ttibuta1-y, 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, dm·ation, and frequency of the flow 
of wate1· in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the ttibuta1-y and all its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific th1·eshold of distance (e.g. between a 
ttibutary and its adjacent wetland or between a tl'ibuta1·y and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 
outside of a floodplain is not solely determinatin 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. Factol's to consider include, fol' example: 
• Does the tributaty, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to cany pollutants or flood waters to 

1NWs, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a 1NW? 
• Does the tributa1y, in combination vvith its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle suppo1t functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing yotmg 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 

suppo1t downstrean1 foodwebs? 
• Does the tributaty, 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 c.onsiderntions is not inclusive and other func.tions 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 TN\Vs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section m .D: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, whe1·e the non-RPW flows directly 01· indirectly into 
TN\Vs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below. based on the tributaiy in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section ill.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 ill.D: 

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

1. IN\Vs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and prov-ide size estiniates in review area: 
D 1NWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres. 
D Wetlands adjacent to 1NWs: acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indil'ectly into TNWs. 
D Tributaries of1NWs where tributaries typically flow year-rotmd are jm-isdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributaty is perennial: 
D Tributai-ies of1NW where u-ibutaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three montlis each year) are 

jm-isdictional. Data suppotting this conclusion is provided at Section m.B. Prov-ide rationale indicating tliat tributary flows 
seasonally: 



Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
D Tributa1y waters: linear feet width (ft). 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

3. Non-RPWs8 that flow direc.tly 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 ill.C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters \vithin the review area (check all t11at apply): 
D Tributaty waters: linear feet width (ft). 
D, Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands dit-ectly abutting an RPW that flow dfrectly or indit-ectly into TNWs. 
D 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 tributa1y is perennial in Section m .D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
dire.ctly abutting an RPW: 

D Wetlands du·ectly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tt1buta1y is 
seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale u1dicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estunates for jw1sdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly 01· indirectly into TNWs. 
D Wetlands that do not du·ectly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with sunilarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a 1NW are jm·isidictional. Data supporting this 
conclusion is provided at Section III.C. 

Provide acreage estin1ates for jurisdictional wetlands in tl1e review area: acres. 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into Tl\T\Vs. 
D Wetlands adjacent to s1.1ch waters, and have when considered u1 oombuiation '"1th the tributa1y to which they are adjacent and 

wiili sinlllarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus 'vith a 1NW are jm1sdictional. Data supportu1g this 
conclusion is provided at Section ill.C. 

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

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

As a general mle, the unpoundment of a jurisdictional tt1butary remau1s jw1sdictional. 
D Demonstrate that impotmdment was created from "waters of the U.S.," or 
D Demonstt·ate that water meets the criteria for one of the catego11es presented above (I -6), or 
D Demonstrate that water is isolated witl1 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 c.ould be used by interstate or foreign tt·avelers for recreational or other purposes. 
D from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold u1 u1terstate or foreign conui1erce. 
D which are or c.ould be used for industt1al pmposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
D Interstate isolated waters. Explain: 
D Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting dete1·mination: 

8See Footnote# 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section ID.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook. 
10 Prior to asserting 01· declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this c.ategory, Co111s Districts "'ill elevate the action to ColJIS and EPA HQ for 
re\iew consistent with the proc.ess desc.ribed in the CorpsfEPA Me111ora11d11111 Regarding CWA Act J11risdicthm Fo/lowi11g Rapa11os. 



Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 
D Tributa1y 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 t11e revie.w area, these areas did not meet the criteria in tlie 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or apprnpriate Regional Supplements. 
1:8:1 Review area included isolated waters witli no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

D Prior to the Jan 200 l Supreme Cowt decision in "SW ANCC," the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

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

Provide acreage estimates for non-jw-isdictional waters in the rev-iew area. where tlie sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presenc.e of ruigrato1y birds, presence of endangered spe.cies, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 
judgment (check all tliat apply): 
D Non-wetland waters (i.e., 1-ivers, streams): linear feet width (ft) . 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Otl1er non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resow·ce: 
1:8:1 Wetlands: 1.33 acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for 11011-jw-isdictional 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., 1-ivers, streams): linear feet, ·width (ft) . 
D Lakes/ponds: acres. 
D Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resow·ce: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data re,iewed fo1· JD (check all that apply- checked itenis shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, approp1-iately reference sotu-ces below): 
1:8:1 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
1:8:1 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 repo1t. 

1:8:1 Data sheets prepared by the Cotps: 
D Cotps riavigable ·waters' study: 
D U.S. Geological Swvey Hydrologic Atlas: 

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

D U.S. Geological Smvey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: 
l:8:J USDA Natmal Resom·ces Conseivation Se1vice Soil Swvey. Citation:NRCS Soil Map and Drainage Class Map: Web Mercator 
(EPSG:3857) Coordinate System: St Lucie County Soil Smvey Area; Version 10, October 6 2017 Stll'Vey Area Data. 
l:8:J National wetlands invei1to1y map(s). Cite name: Google Eaith data set representing the extent, appoximate location and type of 
wetland and deepwater habitats as defined by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Se1vice for the state of Florida. This data set delineates the 
areal extent of wetlands and smface \Vaters as defined by Cowardin et al (1979). 
D State/Local wetland inventoty map(s): 
D FEMA/FIRM maps: 
D 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Ve1tical Datwn of 1929) 
l:8:J Photographs: l:8:J Aerial (Name & Date):University of Plo1-ida Digital Collectio1is-Ae1-ial Photograplis of St. Lucie County (Flight 
IV, 1958 and Flight 2MM, 1970); Google Eartl1 Aerials (1994-2018). 

or D Other (Name & Date): 
D Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: 
D Applicable/suppo1ti11g case law: 
D Applicable/supp01ting scientific literatw·e: 
~· Other information (please specify) :USGS Topographic Map (1983 7.5 Minute Se1-ies); National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) Flow 
Lines Google Eaith data set; Site Visit Conducted on 17 July 2018. 



 

 

 

 

             

           

           

                 

           

              

            

            

               

      

 

 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: While two depressional features onsite with wetland hydrology provide for hydric 

soils and hydrophytic vegetation indicative of emergent wetlands, these depressional features located in the northeastern( 1.05 acres) and 

southwestern (0.28 acres) corners of the parcel are isolated. A site visit conducted on 17 July 2018 confirmed that the site lacks roadside 

ditches, swales, or culverts that would support surface water flow and provide for a significant physical nexus to the closest waterbody, the 

North Fork of the St. Lucie River. Furthermore, while the site is undeveloped, it is surrounded by residential development to the north, west 

and south, and commercial development and roadways (US Hwy 1) to the east. While surrounding developed properties have stormwater 

management features that allow for conveyance of surface waters, there are no connections between the onsite wetlands and these 

conveyances. Therefore, based on the site visit conducted for the parcel and the subsequent desktop review, it has been determined that the 

1.33 acres of onsite wetlands are isolated and non-jurisdictional. 
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Project Information 

DA_NUMBER SAJ-2018-01630-VEK 
APPLICANT Patrick Dayan (St Lucie County) 

PROJECT_NAME St Lucie County, BoCC/ JD, Lot 231 Melville Road, Fort Pierce 
PROJECT_MANAGER King, Virginia E. (K3RDSVEK) 

DATE_ACTION_RECEIVED 06-JUN-18 
GEOMETRY_EXISTS Y 

COUNTY St. Lucie County 
STATE FL 

ZIPCODE 34982 
LATITUDE 27.3649001972587 
LONGITUDE -80.3292237711826 

GNIS_WATERWAY Atlantic Ocean 
REG_DISTRICT Jacksonville 

FOLDER_DESCRIPTION 20180606 jurisdictional determination request (END) 

Contacts 

ROLE FIRST NAME MIDDLE NAME LAST NAME COMPANY NAME 
Owner 
Applicant 
Agent 

-
Patrick 
Brett 

-
Dayan 
Koskan 

St Lucie County BoCC 
St Lucie County 
Hobe Sound Environmental Consulting 

Actions 

ID REGULATORY ACTION TYPE START DATE FED COMPLT END DATE PERMIT AUTHORITY WORKTYPE COMP MIT RQD MIT PERM RESP CLOSU 

10399504 Pre-Application Consultation - 06-JUN-2018 09-NOV-
2018 No Perm 

10576104 Coordinate with External Agency 27-SEP-2018 18-OCT-
2018 Procedu 

10470089 Site or Field Visit (Inspection) 17-JUL-2018 17-JUL-2018 Not With 
Jurisdict 

10575998 No Permit Required - 23-OCT-2018 09-NOV-
2018 Activity N 

Jurisdictional Determinations 

JD ID JD TYPE STATE ABBR CORPS HAS GA AUTHORITY PERMIT START DATE PERMIT END DATE DURATION TOTAL DAYS CLOSURE METH 
5184497 RAPANOS FL N None 07-JUN-18 09-NOV-18 156 Approved JD That Did Require A 

Aquatic Resources 

WATERS ID FORM TYPE JA IND WATERS TYPE STATE WATERS NAME WATERWAY COWARDIN NAME GEOMETRY EXISTS WATERS SHAPE LATITUD 
PEM-PALUSTRINE,7178949 RAPANOS ISOLATE FL Wetland 2 Wetland 2 Y Polygon 27.36352EMERGENT 
PEM-PALUSTRINE,7178948 RAPANOS ISOLATE FL Wetland 1 Wetland 1 Y Polygon 27.3663EMERGENT 

https://orm.usace.army.mil/orm2/f?p=101:401:1830306419829::NO::: 12/6/2018
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