










 

 

   
 
        
                                      

                                       
                              
                                       
 
          

 
 
 

  
 

    
  

 
     

   
  

   
  

    
 

   
 

  
    

 
    

  
   

  
   

 
   

 
 
         

         
  

           
  

       
 

    
    

 
 

  
 

    
    

  
   

  
   

 
   

     
      

   
   

      
   

     

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: 

4.	 4. McWane/Robinson Case: On 1 December 2008 the US Supreme Court declined to hear the McWane/Robinson case. This case 
involved a federal appeals court (11th Circuit) ruling that had the effect of overturning a criminal conviction of an industrial pipe 
manufacturer found guilty of illegally dumping oil, lead, zinc, grease and other pollutants into Avondale Creek in Alabama, a 
permanently flowing stream that eventually flows into the navigable Black Warrior River. The appeals court overturned the case 
because they interperted the Rapanos decision as requiring a significant nexus on all waters except TNW's and wetlands adjacent to 
TNW's and in this case, a SND was not performed on Avondale Creek, an RPW. The 2 December 2008 Rapanos guidance 
acknowledes (footnote 16, bottom of page 3) the Supreme Court's refusal to hear the McWane/Robsinson case. Therefore, in the 
11th Circuit the McWane/Robinson decision, which contradicted the June 2007 Rapanos Guidance concerning jurisdiction of 
RPW's and wetlands directly abutting RPW's is final. Therefore, when performing an approved JD, the Corps must perform a 
significant nexus determination on ALL waters and wetlands except for TNW's and wetlands adjacent to TNW's. 

5.	 Significan Nexus Determination for Relevant Reach for RPW's and Wetlands Abutting an RPW's: Significant Nexus Determination 
for Relevant Reach for RPW's and Wetlands Abutting an RPW's: The relevant reach for the project site includes the impacted 0.72 
acre wetland and the adjacent 8 acre wetland, and the man-made channel which drains to Poley Creek.  The on-site wetlands drain 
directly to Poley Creek via the man-made airport ditch systems.  The project waters drain through a man-made ditch system on the 
airport and directly discharge into Poley Creek. The relevant reach continues downstream to the intersection of Poley Creek and 
the North Prong of the Alafia River south of Turner Road in Polk County.  The North Prong and the South Prong of the Alafia 
River merge at Alderman’s Ford Regional Park in Hillsborough County.  The TNW Alafia River discharges into Tampa Bay near 







 

 

 
    

  
         
   

     
    

       
        
       

     
   

        
        
        
        
       
       
     

            
       
       
        
       

      
             

  
 

    
    
   

  
 

  
  
 
 

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: .
 
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: .
 
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):Google Earth 2011 and Google Earth 2014.
 

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: 
Attachemnts: 
A: USGS Map of Project Location 
B: USGS Map of Project Area 
C: 2011 Google Earth aerial of 0.72 acre wetland during imapct 
D: Wetland Connection Map 
E: 2014 Google Earth Project Location Map with National Wetland Inventory Map Overaly 
F: Florida Soil Survey Map 
. 
















