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A, RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICT O,
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HENEVIEVV ZEZNIREG e
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THgEEs vvawrs erUESEwiithinT Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (asidefined by 83/ CER part
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{5 \j\/rurer&_o -héU 55
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& Uetlands adjacent to TNW
- ':JNon —nevigable RRPWs that flow: directly or indirectly into TN
S \Wetlands abutting nen-navigable RPWs that flew: directly or indirectly inte TN/
S __Wetlands adjacent te but not abutting non-navigable RPWSs that flew directly,
— orindirectly into TNW.
Noen-navigable net-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TN
- Wetlands adjacent te non-navigable not-RPWs that flow: directly or indirectly.
— _— Into) TN
Impeundments of jurisdictional waters
ISselated intrastate waters, including wetlands
Iselated interstate waters, including wetlands

2. Noen-regulatediwaters/wetlands (check i applicable)

Potential Waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to
e not jurisdictional. Explain:
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° Norl- f]rl\/JJslf & tributaries of TNWS that are relatively
SEIEERLIPES, thE tributaries; typically flow year-round or
flzlv/e cortini LIS flow at least seasonally) andwetlands that
(lJr:'C,rJZ zlgL t such tributaries

SR ditienRy the fellowing waters will also be found

j;_ff_’:*‘é onal Pased onl a fiact-specific analysis that they
fiz -a—&ngmﬂcant nexus with a TNWW:
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-=F\-Ibﬂ “navigable tributaries that are not relatively permanent

+-—°_ —%Netlands adjacenit te non-navigable tributaries that are not
= elatvely permanent

SVWenlandsiadjacent to but that do not directly abuit a
relatively permanent non-navigable tributary
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uratlon andifreguency, of flew, Including| consideration off certain
GREYACLErIStES O the tributary.

: SpPredmity te the traditional navigable water
—— ;—'-' e ofi the\watershed

_T:-_—'—'-—" SAVerage annual rainfall

':.—.-g:__,""’- —average annual winter snow pack
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= — tiae ability ofi the tributary and its adjacent wetlands (if any) to carry pollutants
o and fleed waters to traditional navigable waters

= the ability ofi the tributary and its adjacent wetlands (if any) o provide aguatic
habiitat that supports bieta of a traditional navigable water

—  the ability fer adjacent wetlands to trap and filter pollutants or store flood
Walters

= the ability te: maintain water quality
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) geagjragiiic features (e.a., swales, ditches, pipes) may contribute to a
5 irfeice fiyelroloe)ie EOnNECtion Wherelthe features:

: — __-.L'_C '”'W‘ piRrElocaterawater of the U.S., or

== = ;-‘—5.. nec_,a Lwater of the U.S. to another water of the U.S., or
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Uplands and that'do net carry a relatively permanent flow of water
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Wetlands Adjacent to®
. - Mississippi River, MN
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lMississippi River, LA

/ L § 1"\"'; ﬁq Navigable
A , Walters

+ Man-made barrier

.......

~— Adjacent wetland ‘

Wetlands adjacent toe TNWs are
Jurisdictional under the CWA.
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RPWWs are jurisdictional under the CWA. As a matter of policy, field
stafif willlinclude 1n the record any available infermation that
doecuments, the existence of a significant nexus between a TNW and an

RPW. that 1s not perennial.
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Wetlands directly abutting RPWSs that flow: directly or indirectly into
TINWWs are jurisdictional under the CWA. As a matter of policy, field
stafffwillfinclude in the record any available infermation that
documenis the existence of a significant nexus for a wetland directly
abutting an RPW. that IS not perennial.
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Wetland

—Elrectly or |nd|rectly Into TNWs are jurlsdlctlonal under the CWA
- Wwhere there is a “significant nexus” with a TNW. For each specific
. request for wetlands adjacent but not directly abutting RPWS, fleld
staffi will needito perform significant nexus evaluation to o
determine If tributary Is jurisdictional under the CWA. o~
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Non ‘RPWS are Jurlsdlctlonal under the CWA where there IS a
significant nexus” with a TNW. For each specific request for non-

RPWS field staff willfneed to perform significant nexus evaluation to

determine. it tributary in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if

any) Is jurisdictional under the CWA.
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-Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TN\Ws are
= Jurlsd|c{|onal under the CWA where there is a “significant nexus” with a TNW. For

~ each specific reguest, field staff will need to perform significant nexus evaluatlon te—

determine If tributary Is jurisdictionall under the CWA. " —
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Eer eachl speciific request for iselated waters (Including I1selated
wetlands), field staff will need to make a case-by-case
determination on jurisdictional status of resource. HO concurrence
required.
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