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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Mitigation Site (Site) is located approximately 2.0 miles
east of Snow Camp in southern Alamance County within 14-digit Cataloging Unit and Targeted
Local Watershed 03030002050050 of the Cape Fear River Basin.

The Site encompasses approximately 17.3 acres of agricultural land used for livestock grazing and
hay production. The Site is situated along unnamed tributaries to Reedy Branch, a tributary to
Cane Creek. A 3.5-acre farm pond is located at the downstream extent of the Site. Existing Site
streams have been cleared of vegetation, dredged of cobble substrate, trampled by livestock,
eroded vertically and laterally, and received extensive sediment and nutrient inputs from livestock.
Approximately 86 percent of the existing stream channel has been degraded contributing to
sediment export from the Site resulting from mechanical processes from livestock hoof shear. In
addition, streamside wetlands have been drained by channel incision, and soils have been
compacted, cleared of forest vegetation, and altered by existing land uses. The Site was identified
to assist the North Carolina Ecosystem Enhancement Program (NCEEP) in meeting its stream and
wetland restoration goals.

Site activities include the restoration of perennial and intermittent stream channels, enhancement
(level I1) of perennial and intermittent stream channels, and restoration of riparian wetlands.
Priority | restoration of intermittent channels at the Site is imperative to provide significant
functional uplift to Site hydrology, water quality, and habitat, in addition to restore adjacent
streamside, riparian wetlands. A total of 4731 Stream Mitigation Units (SMUs) and 1.0 Riparian
Wetland Mitigation Units (WMUSs) are being offered as depicted in the following tables.

Perennial Stream Intermittent Stream Stream
. Counting Towards Counting Towards . .
Stream Mitigation Type Mitigation Credits Mitigation Credits Ratio M't'g‘f"tlon
) . Units
(linear feet) (linear feet)
Restoration 2629 1771 1:1 4400
Enhancement (Level II) 403 426 2.5:1 331
Totals 3032 2197 4731
Wetland Mitigation Type Acreage Ratio Rl\l/ﬁiig:{;o\avﬁ:ﬁ?sd
Riparian Restoration 1.0 1:1 1.0
Riparian Enhancement* 0.4 -- --
Totals 1.4 1.0

*Wetland enhancement acreage is not included in mitigation credit calculations as per RFP 16-005568
requirements.

Positive aspects supporting proposed mitigation activities at the Site include the following.

e Streams have a Best Usage Classification of WS-V, NSW (Nutrient Sensitive Waters)

e Located in a Targeted Local Watershed (TLW)

e According to the Cape Fear River Basin Restoration Priorities 2009, benthic ratings in the
TLW vary from “Fair” to “Good-Fair” indicating a need for improvement of aquatic
conditions in the watershed (NCEEP 2009)

e A Significant Natural Heritage Area is located immediately east of the Site
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The following table summarizes the project goals/objectives and proposed functional uplift based
on proposed Site restoration activities and observations of two reference areas located in the

vicinity of the Site.

Project Goals and Objectives

Project Goal/Objective

| How Goal/Objective will be Accomplished

Improve Hydrology

Restore Floodplain Access

Building a new channel at the historic floodplain elevation to restore
overbank flows

Restore Wooded Riparian Buffer

Planting a woody riparian buffer

Improve Microtopography

Scarifying soils to reduce compaction and hoof shear due to cattle

Restore Stream Stability

Increase Sediment Transport

Building a new channel, planting a woody riparian buffer, and removing
cattle

Improve Stream Geomorphology

Increase Surface Storage and Retention

Building a new channel at the historic floodplain elevation restoring

Restore Appropriate Inundation/Duration

overbank flows, removing cattle, scarifying compacted soils, and
planting woody vegetation

Increase Subsurface Storage and Retention

Raising the stream bed elevation

Improve Water Quality

Increase Upland Pollutant Filtration

Planting a native, woody riparian buffer and installing 8 marsh treatment
areas

Increase Thermoregulation

Planting a native, woody riparian buffer

Reduce Stressors and Sources of Pollution

Removing cattle and installing 8 marsh treatment areas

Increase Removal and Retention of Pathogens,
Particulates (Sediments), Dissolved Materials
(Nutrients), and Toxins from the Water Column

Raising the stream bed elevation, restoring overbank flows, planting with
woody vegetation, removing cattle, increasing surface storage and
retention, restoring appropriate inundation/duration, and installing 8
marsh treatment areas

Increase Energy Dissipation of
Overbank/Overland Flows/Stormwater Runoff

Raising the stream bed elevation, restoring overbank flows, planting with
woody vegetation, and installing 8 marsh treatment areas

Restore Habitat

Restore In-stream Habitat

Building a stable channel with a cobble/gravel bed and planting a woody
riparian buffer

Restore Stream-side Habitat

Improve Vegetation Composition and Structure

Planting a woody riparian buffer

This mitigation plan has been written in compliance with the requirements of the following
documents, which govern NCEEP operations and procedures for the delivery of compensatory

mitigation.

e Federal rule for compensatory mitigation project sites as described in the Federal Register
Title 33 Navigation and Navigable Waters Volume 3 Chapter 2 Section § 332.8 paragraphs

(c)(2) through (c)(14).

e NCDENR Ecosystem Enhancement Program In-Lieu Fee Instrument signed and dated July

28, 2010.

This detailed restoration plan includes 1) descriptions of existing conditions; 2) reference stream,
wetland, and forest studies; 3) restoration plans; and 4) monitoring and success criteria. Proposed
restoration activities may be modified during the design stage to address constraints such as access
issues, sediment-erosion control measures, drainage needs (floodway constraints), or other design
considerations.

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790)
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site
Alamance County, North Carolina

Executive Summary page ii
Restoration Systems, LLC



TABLE OF CONTENTS

EXECUTIVE SUMM A RY oottt ettt e e e e e e e et e et e e e e e e eeeeeesstaeseeeeaeeeensnnnnns |
1.0 PROJECT SITE IDENTIFICATION AND LOCATION ... 1
1.1 DIRECTIONS TO PROJIECT SITE citeiiuiiiieeeiieeeeee et e e e ettt ieeaeeeeeeeeee s e aseeeaeeeeesanaasseeaeeeeessnnanens 1
1.2 USGS HYDRoLoGIC UNIT CoDE AND NCDWR RIVER BASIN DESIGNATION ... 1
1.3 PROJECT COMPONENTS AND STRUCTURE ...cvtuutteeeeteeeeettaaseeeessessssnnaassssssssssssnnsssssssssssssnnnases 1
2.0 WATERSHED CHARACTERIZATION ..o 6
2.1 DRAINAGE AREA ....couuu et eeeeee e et e e e ettt et e seee ettt e e s asseeeeaseesseasseeeeereesssnnasseeeareeeesnnnarens 6
2.2 SURFACE WATER CLASSIFICATION/WATER QUALITY ..veeiuiiiieeitieeitee et srre e sreesnne s 6
2.3 PHYSIOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS . .ceettuuiteeeeieeeeetieaseeeeeseeessssaassseesseesssnnasseeesresssssnnaaaes 6
2.4 PROTECTED SPECIES. .. cci i e e e ettt 7
2.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES ... .ciitiieittee ittt ettt e et e e e ettt e e s e e e eeeeee st sseeeesseeassaasseeeareesessanaaens 8
2.6 POTENTIAL CONSTRAINTS .ottt t ettt ettt 8
2.6.1 Property Ownership and BOUNAry ..........ccoooeiiiiieniiie e 8

2.8, 2SI A CCESS ..ttt e et e ettt e e teee e e e e e e ————tteee e e e e ——————aaaeaaaa—_ 8

A T T L 1 LT 8

2.6.4 FEMAV/HYArOIOQIC TIESPASS ..veevveiveevreriesreesieasiesseesseeseesteessesseesseessessessseessessesssesseesses 8

3.0 PROJECT SITE STREAMS (EXISTING CONDITIONS) ....ccooviiiiiiiiieeeece e 9
3.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS SURVEY ...oeiiiiie et 9
3.2 CHANNEL CLASSIFICATION AND IMORPHOLOGY ...eevetttieeeeeeeeeeeeiieeeseeeeseeeeseeasseeeesseesssnnnsens 10
3.3 CHANNEL EVOLUTION . ..o c ettt 10
34 N/ ALLEY CLASSIFICATION .. tttttetttt s eeeeeseeesseeaasssseesseessssasssseesseeesssnnasssessreessssnassseseesesssnsnases 10
3.0 DUSCHARGE ..ot 10
3.6 CHANNEL STABILITY ASSESSIMENT ...eetteettttuseeeeeseeessssnsssseesssessssnnasseesssesssssnaassessesessssnansees 13
I T R (T o (=0T 13

I T ] 41T L G € (21X T 13

3.6.3 Stream Power and Shear Stress Methods and ReSUltS..........coooevvieeoiiieeeiiieanne, 14

3.7 BANKFULL VERIFICATION ..ctteetttteeeeeeeteeeeteeessseeeaseeessannsssssesssessssnnsssesasesssssnasssesesseessnnnnses 16
4.0 REFERENGCE STREAIMS . ..ottt ettt teeeeeeeeseeeeeseseseseseeesesesesesesesesenenenens 16
4.1 CHANNEL CLASSIFICATION .ettteieeeetteeesttaesseeaeseessseaassssessseesssnassssesssessssassssessseesssnaasseeseees 17
A2 DISCHARGE ..eetettittieeeeeeeeeeeeeeteeeeee et eeeeeeeeeseeseaeseseeesseseesesese s e s e sese s e seseseassesesssesesenesenesenesesesennnnes 17
4.3 CHANNEL IMORPHOLOGY evttuueieeeeteeeeseuaassesasssessssnassssesssessssnnssssssssessssnnssssessseesssnassseeseees 17
5.0 PROJECT SITE WETLANDS (EXISTING CONDITIONS)....ccccoeiviieiieieeiene e 18
5.1 EXISTING JURISDICTIONAL VWETLANDS ... etettteettttieeeesteseesestaseesestassssessnsssssssnssesessnsesessaneees 18
5.2 HYDROLOGICAL CHARACTERIZATION ....cee ittt 18
5.3 SOIL CHARACTERIZATION ..tteetttueeseeeeeteeeateeasseeeesseeessassseeessseessannssseseseessssnassseseeseesssrnnses 18
5.3.1 TaxonomiC ClasSITiCAtION. ........eeeeeeeee et e e e e e e e e, 18

5.3.2 Profile DESCIIPIION ...cueiiiiiie ettt nae e 19

5.4 PLANT COMMUNITY CHARACTERIZATION ..ottt et ettt 19
6.0 REFERENCE FOREST ECOSYSTEM.. .ot 19
Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Table of Contents page i
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC

Alamance County, North Carolina



7.0 PROJECT SITE RESTORATION PLAN ...ttt 20

7.1 RESTORATION PROJECT GOALS AND OBJECTIVES ...c.vviiieieiiiesieeiesieesieete s sse e enne s 20
7.2 STREAM DESIGN.....oiiiiiiiiiiiie it st s ittt ettt st e e et e e st e e st e e e ssb e e e snbaeennbeeeneaeanses 22
7.2.1 Designed Channel ClassifiCation ...........cccoviveviiieiieenisc e, 22

7.2.2 Target Wetland Communties/Buffer COmmMUNILIES ..........ccoveririiniininneeiesee e, 22

7.3 STREAM RESTORATION .....ciutieutiiteesttetesiee sttt sttt sttt sseesbe e sbeenbe e e sneenneennenneas 22
7.4 STREAM ENHANCEMENT (LEVEL ) oo 24
7.5 SEDIMENT TRANSPORT ANALYSIS....eiitietieuterieenteasesieesteasesseesteessesssesseassesssesseessessessseensessns 24
7.6 HEC RAS ANALYSIS ..otiiiiiie it siesesiee e sies s siaas s staeeastaaeatsessseessnbaeessbeeessbeesssseeasssesssnesansnes 25
7.7 HYDROLOGICAL MODIFICATIONS (WETLAND RESTORATION AND ENHANCEMENT) ........... 25
7.8 SOIL RESTORATION ....uttiiiiite ittt easieeessteeessseeasssasasssaeasssessssessnseessssaeessseeessseessssaeasssessnssesssnes 26
7.9 NATURAL PLANT COMMUNITY RESTORATION ....ccuviiiiiiieniisieesieeiesieesiee st e s enne s 26
7.9.1 PIANTING PIAN ..ottt 26

7.9.2 Nuisance SPecies Management.........cocviieieereiieseese e e e see e see e e naeseesaeens 28

8.0 PERFORMANCE CRITERIA .. ..ottt 28
8.1 STREAMS ...ttt ettt h ettt bbbt h e bt e bbb e bt bt Rt Rt R e bt bR b n s 28
8.1.1 Stream SUCCESS CrITEITA......uiieeieiieitieiteeiie st ettt sttt eesreesre e nae e 29

8.1.2 Stream CONLINGENCY .....voiveeieiieeieeie st este et se et e e st e e teeae e e taeseeseesseenseaneenseens 30

ST VA I N PRSPPI 31
8.2.1 Wetland SUCCESS CIItEITA .....eivveieirieieeie e st esiesee s e et a e e e e nae e, 31

8.2.2 Wetland CONTINGENCY .......oiiiiiieieiie sttt sttt nae e 32

8.3 WEGETATION ...ttt sttt etttk h bbbkttt b bttt h et e bt be e bt et e e ne e b e e e 32
8.3.1 Vegetation SUCCESS CrITEITA .....cceiveiieiieie sttt sttt see e 32

8.3.2 Vegetation CONLINGENCY ......cciveiieiieiierie e sieerteseeseeste e sreete e e reesesseesreeneaneenseens 33

9.0 MAINTENANCE PLAN ...ttt sttt sttt e b nbe e nreas 33
10.0 LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT PLAN ....oooiiiiieiie e 34
11.0 ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN . .....oitiiee e 34
12.0 FINANCIAL ASSURANCES .......oooiiiiiie ettt 34
13.0 CREDIT RELEASE SCHEDULE ........coiiiiiieieee et 36
14.0 REFERENCES.........c.o oottt ettt bttt be b nneas 38
Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Table of Contents page ii
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC

Alamance County, North Carolina



TABLES

Table 1. Project Components and Mitigation CreditS..........ccovevveiiiiiic e 2
Table 2. Project Activity and Reporting HiStOry ..........ccvvveieeiecieirce e 4
Table 3. Project Contacts Table........c.oovviiiiii e 4
Table 4. Project AUIIDULE TabIE........ooiiie e 4
TADIE 5. SHEE SOMIS ...t b et be e e e 7
Table 6. Morphological Stream CharaCteristiCS..........cccivviiiiiieiieieiieese e 11
Table 7. Stream Power (€2) and Shear Stress (t) ValUes ... 15
Table 8. Reference Reach Bankfull Discharge Analysis.........cccooviiiiiiiiiieiiesee e 17
Table 9. Reference FOreSt ECOSYSIEM .....ccuiiiiiieieeiesieiteeee ettt ee e e et e e e eeenes 20
Table 10. Project Goals and ODJECLIVES.........ccveiiiiiiiiii e e 21
LI Lo L0 I B o =V Vo N o - T USSR 27

APPENDICES

Appendix A. Figures
Figure 1. Project Location
Figure 2. Hydrologic Unit Map
Figure 3. Topography and Drainage Area
Figure 4. Existing Conditions
Figure 5A. Cedarock Reference Drainage Area
Figure 5B. Cedarock Reference Existing Conditions
Figure 5C. Cedarock Reference Reach Dimension, Pattern, and Profile
Figures 6A-D. Restoration Plan
Figure 7. Proposed Dimension, Pattern, and Profile
Figures 8A-B. Typical Structure Details
Figure 9. Planting Plan
Appendix B. Existing Stream Data
Figure B1. Cross-section Locations
Existing Stream Data
Appendix C. Flood Frequency Analysis Data
Appendix D. Jurisdictional Determination Information
Appendix E. Categorical Exclusion Document
Appendix F. EEP Floodplain Requirements Checklist
Appendix G. Performance Bond

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Table of Contents page iii
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



1.0 PROJECT SITE IDENTIFICATION AND LOCATION

The Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Mitigation Site is located approximately 2.0 miles east of
Snow Camp in southern Alamance County (Figure 1, Appendix A). The Abbey Lamm Stream
and Wetland Mitigation Site (hereafter referred to as the “Site”) encompasses approximately 17.3
acres of agricultural land used for livestock grazing and hay production. Within the Site, existing
streams have been cleared of vegetation, dredged of cobble substrate, trampled by livestock,
eroded vertically and laterally, and receive extensive sediment and nutrient inputs from livestock.
In addition, streamside wetlands have been drained by channel incision, soils have been
compacted, cleared of forest vegetation, and altered by existing land uses.

1.1 Directions to Project Site
Directions to the Site from Interstate 40 in Chapel Hill/Durham, North Carolina.

»  Travel west on NC 54 for 7 miles,
»  Exit onto Jones Ferry Road and turn left,
»  Travel west for 1 mile,
»  Turn right onto Old Greensboro Road (SR 1005) and travel 16 miles,
(The road name changes to Greensboro-Chapel Hill Road at the Haw River)
»  Turn left onto Holman Mill Road (SR 2356) and travel 1.5 miles,
>  Turn left onto Major Hill Road (SR 2348) and the Site is on the left.

o Site Latitude, Longitude
35.885584°N, -79.394638°W (NAD83/WGS84)

1.2 USGS Hydrologic Unit Code and NCDWR River Basin Designation

The Site is located within the Cape Fear River Basin in 14-digit United States Geological Survey
(USGS) Cataloging Unit and Targeted Local Watershed 03030002050050 of the South
Atlantic/Gulf Region (North Carolina Division of Water Resources [NCDWRY], formerly the North
Carolina Division of Water Quality, subbasin number 03-06-04) [Figure 2, Appendix A]).
Topographic features of the Site drain to Reedy Branch, which has been assigned Stream Index
Number 16-28-3 and a Best Usage Classification of WS-V, NSW (NCDWR 2013).

1.3 Project Components and Structure

Proposed Site restoration activities include the construction of meandering, E/C-type stream
channel resulting in 4400 linear feet of Priority | stream restoration, 829 linear feet of stream
enhancement (Level I1), 1.0 acre of riparian wetland restoration, and 0.4 acre of riparian wetland
enhancement (Table 1) (Figures 6A-6D, Appendix A).

Completed project activities, reporting history, completion dates, project contacts, and background
information are summarized in Tables 2-4.
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Table 1. Project Components and Mitigation Credits
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Mitigation Credits

Stream Stream Riparian Wetland Nonriparian Wetland
Restoration Enhancement Restoration Restoration
4400 331 1.0 --

Projects Components

Existing Linear Priorit Restoration/ Restoration Mitigation | Mitigation
Station Range Footage/ y Restoration | Linear Footage/ ga gat Comment
Approach - Ratio Credits
Acreage Equivalent Acreage
UT 1 Station 00+21 to 05+62 531 Pl Restoration 541 1:1 541
UT 1a Station 00+00 to 01+54 154 PI Restoration 154-8-146 11 146 8 If of UT1a located outside of
easement is not credit generating
UT 2 Station 00+22 to 04+77 502 Pl Restoration 455 11 455
UT 3a Station 00+00 to 00+93 93 Ell 93 2.5:1 37
UT 3b Station 00+00 to 01+43 143 Ell 143 251 57
UT 3c Station 00+00 to 01+90 190 Ell 190 251 76
UT 3 Station 00+93 to 11+77 1021 Pl Restoration 1084 11 1084
. 61 If and 63 If of Mainstem located
Mainstem Channel . 1154-61-63= . . .
Station 04477 to 16+31 1098 Pl Restoration 1030 11 1030 outside of easemept at two crossings
are not credit generating
Mainstem Channel a . 25 If of Mainstem located outside of
Station 16+31 to 20+59 428 Ell 428-:25-403 2.5:1 161 easement are not credit generating
Mainstem Channel . B . 55 If of Mainstem located outside of
Station 20+59 to 32+58 NA Pl Restoration 1199-55-1144 11 1144 easement are not credit generating
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Table 1. Project Components and Mitigation Credits (continued)
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Component Summation

Restoration Level Stream (linear footage) Riparian Wetland (acreage) Nonriparian Wetland (acreage)
Restoration 4400* 1.0 --
Enhancement (Level 1) -- -- --
Enhancement (Level II) 829** --
Enhancement -- 0.4***
Totals 5229 -- --
Mitigation Units 4731 SMUs 1.0 Riparian WMUs 0.00 Nonriparian WMUs
*An additional 187 linear feet of stream restoration is proposed outside of the easement and is therefore not included in this total or in mitigation credit
calculations.

**An additional 25 linear feet of stream enhancement (level 11) is proposed outside of the easement and is therefore not included in this total or in
mitigation credit calculations.
***\Wetland enhancement acreage is not included in mitigation credit calculations as per RFP 16-005568 requirements.
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Table 2. Project Activity and Reporting History

Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Data
Collection Completion
Activity or Deliverable Complete or Delivery

Technical Proposal (RFP No. 16-005568) -- October 2013
EEP Contract No. 5790 -- February 2014
Mitigation Plan -- September 2014

Construction Plans

Table 3. Project Contacts Table
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Full Delivery Provider

Restoration Systems

1101 Haynes Street, Suite 211
Raleigh, North Carolina 27604
Worth Creech

919-755-9490

Designer Axiom Environmental, Inc.
218 Snow Avenue

Raleigh, NC 27603

Grant Lewis

919-215-1693

Table 4. Project Attribute Table
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Project Information

Project Name

Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Project County

Alamance County, North Carolina

Project Area (acres)

17.3

Project Coordinates (latitude & latitude)

35.885584°N, 79.394638°W

Project Watershed Summary Information

Impervious

Physiographic Province Piedmont
Project River Basin Cape Fear
USGS HUC for Project (14-digit) 03030002050050
NCDWR Sub-basin for Project 03-06-04
Project Drainage Area (acres) 257
Percentage of Project Drainage Area that is <%
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Table 4. Project Attribute Table
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site (continued)

Reach Summary Information

Parameters Main uTl UT 2 uT 3
Length of reach (linear feet) 3258 695 455 1510
Valley Classification alluvial
Drainage Area (acres) 257 49 56 32
NCDWR Stream ID Score -- 29 35.25 28
NCDWR Water Quality Classification WS-V, NSW
Existing Morphological Description (Rosgen 1996) Eg5/Fc5 E/G5 C/IG5 Eg5
Existing Evolutionary Stage (Simon and Hupp 1986) /v /111 IV/11 I

Underlying Mapped Soils

Efland silt loam, Goldston slaty silt loam, Herndon silt
loam, Moderately gullied land, Orange silt loam

Drainage Class

Well-drained, well-drained, well-drained, poorly to
well-drained, moderately well-drained

Hydric Soil Status Nonhydric

Slope 0.0179 | 0.0256-0.0362

FEMA Classification NA

Native Vegetation Community Piedmont Alluvial Forlgztr/eli':y-Mesm Oak-Hickory

Watershed Land Use/Land Cover (Site)

40% forest, 58% agricultural land, <2% low density
residential/impervious surface

Watershed Land Use/Land Cover (Cedarock Reference
Channel)

65% forest, 30% agricultural land, <5% low density
residential/impervious surface

Percent Composition of Exotic Invasive Vegetation <5%
Wetland Summary Information

Parameters Wetlands
Wetland acreage 14
Wetland Type Riparian
Mapped Soil Series Worsham
Drainage Class Poorly drained
Hydric Soil Status Hydric

Source of Hydrology

Groundwater, stream overbank

Hydrologic Impairment

Incised streams, compacted soils, livestock

Native Vegetation Community

Piedmont/Low Mountain Alluvial Forest

% Composition of Exotic Invasive

Vegetation <5%
Regulatory Considerations

Regulation Applicable? Resolved? Supporting Documentation
Waters of the United States-Section 401 Yes In progress JD Package (App D)
Waters of the United States-Section 404 Yes In progress JD Package (App D)
Endangered Species Act No -- CE Document (App E)
Historic Preservation Act No -- CE Document (App E)
Coastal Zone Management Act No -- NA
FEMA Floodplain Compliance No -- Appendix F
Essential Fisheries Habitat No - NA
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2.0 WATERSHED CHARACTERIZATION

2.1 Drainage Area

The Site provides water quality function to a 0.4-square mile (257-acre) watershed at the Site
outfall (Figure 3, Appendix A). The Site drainage area is primarily composed of agricultural and
pastoral land, with sparse residential areas along state maintained roads, and forest land in the
upper headwaters and immediately east of the Site associated with a Significant Natural Heritage
Area (Major Hill Monadnock Forest).

2.2 Surface Water Classification/Water Quality

The Site is located within the Cape Fear River Basin 14-digit United States Geological Survey
(USGS) Cataloging Unit and Targeted Local Watershed 03030002050050 of the South
Atlantic/Gulf Region (NCDWR subbasin number 03-06-04) (Figure 2, Appendix A). Topographic
features of the Site drain to Reedy Branch, which has been assigned Stream Index Number 16-28-
3 and a Best Usage Classification of WS-V, NSW (NCDWR 2013). Streams with a designation
of WS-V are protected as water supplies which are generally upstream and draining to Class WS-
IV waters, or waters used by industry to supply their employees with drinking water or as waters
formerly used as water supply. These waters are also protected for Class C uses, such as aquatic
life propagation and survival, fishing, wildlife, secondary recreation, and agriculture. Secondary
recreation includes wading, boating, and other uses not involving human body contact with waters
on an organized or frequent basis. The designation NSW (Nutrient Sensitive Waters) includes
areas with water quality problems associated with excessive plant growth resulting from nutrient
enrichment.

The North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR) has assembled
a list of impaired waterbodies according to the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) and 40 CFR 130.7,
which is a comprehensive public accounting of all impaired waterbodies. An impaired waterbody
is one that does not meet water quality standards including designated uses, numeric and narrative
criteria, and anti-degradation requirements defined in 40 CFR 131. Site tributaries and their
receiving waters are not listed on the NCDENR draft 2014 or final 2012 303(d) lists (NCDENR
2013, NCDENR 2014).

2.3 Physiography, Geology, and Soils

The Site is located in the Carolina Slate Belt portion of the Piedmont Ecoregion of North Carolina
within USGS Cataloging Unit 03030002 (North Carolina Division of Water Resources [NCDWR]
subbasin number 03-06-04) of the Cape Fear River Basin. Regional physiography is characterized
by dissected, irregular plains with moderate to steep slopes and low to moderate gradient streams
over boulder and cobble-dominated substrate (Griffith et al. 2002). Onsite elevations range from
a high of 600 feet National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) at the upper reaches of UT3 to a
low of approximately 520 feet NGVD at the Site outfall (USGS Snow Camp, North Carolina 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle) (Figure 3, Appendix A).

Geology of the Site includes felsic metavolcanic rock of the Charlotte and Milton Belts as well as
intrusive rock of metamorphosed granitic rock. Felsic rocks are metamorphosed dacitic to
rhyolitic flows and tuffs that are light gray to greenish-gray in color. Metamorphosed granitic
rocks are megacrystic and well-foliated; locally they contain hornblende (NCGS 1985). Rock
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outcrops at the Site were surveyed and depicted on mapping as avoidance areas for channel
excavation. In addition, bedrock outcrops in the channels were mapped and have been
incorporated into the design channel as natural grade control.

Soils that occur within the Site, according to the Web Soil Survey (USDA 2013) are depicted in
Figure 4 (Appendix A) and are described in Table 5.

Table 5. Site Soils

Abbey Lamm Restoration Site
Hydric
Status

Soil Series Description

This series consists of well-drained soils found along slopes
ranging from 10-15 percent. This soil is thin and can be
associated with large rock outcrops. It is derived from
parent material of the Carolina slate belt.

This series consists of moderately sloped, well-drained soils
in uplands and along breaks near streams. These soils are
derived from parent material of the Carolina slate belt. GcC
are found along slopes ranging from 6-10 percent. GcD are
found along slopes ranging from 10-15 percent and tend to
occur further downslope near stream breaks.

This soil series consists of well-drained soils found on
moderate to steep slopes and along major streams. Slopes
Nonhydric | range from 2-6 percent for HJE soils and 15-25 percent for
HdB; soils. This soil series is derived from parent material
of the Carolina slate belt.

This series consists of mixed soils eroded from uplands and

Moderately Gullied Land _ deposited along !ow areas. Thi_s alluvial so_il ranges from
Nonhydric | poorly to well-drained. This particular mapping unit is made
(M) up of soils derived from volcanic parent materials and silt. It
is found along 6-25 percent slopes.

This series consists of moderately well-drained soils found
on 6-10 percent slopes. They are developed from igneous
and metamorphic parent materials. This series has poor
runoff and slow internal drainage.

Efland silt loam (EaD) Nonhydric

Goldston slaty silt loam

(GeC, GeD) Nonhydric

Herndon silt loam
(HdB-, HdE)

Orange silt loam

(ObC) Nonhydric

2.4 Protected Species

Plants and animals with federal classifications of Endangered, Threatened, Proposed Endangered,
and Proposed Threatened are protected under provisions of Sections 7 and 9 of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended.

Based on the most recently updated county-by-county database of federally listed species in North
Carolina as posted by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) at
http://www.fws.gov/southeast/es/county%?20lists.htm, no federally protected species are listed for
Alamance County.
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2.5 Cultural Resources

The term “cultural resources” refers to prehistoric or historic archaeological sites, structures, or
artifact deposits over 50 years old. “Significant” cultural resources are those that are eligible or
potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. Evaluations of Site
significance are made with reference to the eligibility criteria of the National Register (36 CFR
60) and in consultation with the North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).

In a letter dated March 20, 2014, SHPO indicated they “conducted a review of the project and are
aware of no historic resources which would be affected by the project. Therefore, we have no
comment on the project as proposed.” A copy of the letter is included in the Categorical Exlusion
document in Appendix E.

2.6 Potential Constraints

The presence of conditions or characteristics that have the potential to hinder restoration activities
within the Site was evaluated. The evaluation focused primarily on the presence of hazardous
materials, utilities and restrictive easements, rare/threatened/endangered species or critical
habitats, and the potential for hydrologic trespass. EXisting information regarding constraints was
acquired and reviewed. In addition, any Site conditions that have the potential to restrict the
proposed restoration design and implementation were documented during the field investigation.

No constraints that may hinder restoration activities have been identified for this Site.

2.6.1 Property Ownership and Boundary

The property is held by James and Carol Lamm. A perpetual conservation easement will be
prepared that incorporates the results of this study. The conservation easement will be depicted
on a recordable map, signed by the owner, and recorded in Alamance County.

2.6.2 Site Access

The Site is accessed from Major Hill Road (SR 2348). An access easement to the conservation
easement will be obtained and recorded in Alamance County.

2.6.3 Utilities

Utilities are not located within the vicinity of the project and are therefore not considered a
constraint for this project.

2.6.4 FEMA/Hydrologic Trespass

FEMA mapping was reviewed to determine if the project is located in a FEMA study area (DFIRM
panel number 8787). Based on existing floodplain mapping, the Site is not located in a Special
Flood Hazard Area and the project should not alter FEMA flood zones. Therefore, a “Conditional
Letter of Map Revision” (CLOMR) is not expected for this project (see Appendix F for the EEP
Floodplain Requirements Checklist).

Surface drainage on the Site and surrounding areas are in the process of being analyzed to predict
the feasibility of manipulating existing surface drainage patterns without adverse effects to the Site
or adjacent properties. The following presents a summary of hydrologic and hydraulic analyses
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along with provisions designed to maximize groundwater recharge and wetland restoration while
reducing potential for impacts to adjacent properties.

The purpose of the analysis is to predict flood extents for the 1-, 2-, 5-, 10-, 50-, and 100-year
storms under existing and proposed conditions after stream and wetland restoration activities have
been implemented. The comparative flood elevations are evaluated by simulating peak flood flows
for Site features using the WMS (Watershed Modeling System, BOSS International) program and
regional regression equations. Once the flows are determined, the river geometry and cross-
sections are digitized from a DTM (Digital Terrain Model) surface (prepared by a professional
surveyor) using the HEC-GeoRAS component of ArcView. The cross-sections are adjusted as
needed based on field-collected data. Once corrections to the geometry are performed, the data is
imported into HEC-RAS.

Watersheds and land use estimations were measured from existing DEM (Digital Elevation Model)
data and aerial photography. Field surveyed cross-sections and water surfaces were obtained along
Site features. Valley cross-sections were obtained from both onsite cross-sections and detailed
topographic mapping of 1-foot contour intervals using the available DTM. Observations of
existing hydraulic characteristics will be incorporated into the model and the computed water
surface elevations will be calibrated using engineering judgment.

The HEC-RAS will be completed prior to completion of detailed construction plans for Site
restoration activities. A primary objective of the stream and wetland restoration design is
maintenance of a no-rise in the 100-year floodplain. It is assumed that a Conditional Letter of Map
Revision (CLOMR) or Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) are not necessary. However, coordination
with FEMA will be conducted, if necessary, prior to initiating Site construction activities.

3.0 PROJECT SITE STREAMS (EXISTING CONDITIONS)

Streams targeted for restoration include unnamed tributaries to Reedy Branch (Main Stem and UTs
1-3), which have been cleared, dredged of cobble substrate, straightened, trampled by livestock,
eroded vertically and laterally, and receive extensive sediment and nutrient inputs from livestock.
Approximately 86 percent of the existing stream channel has been degraded contributing to
sediment export from the Site resulting from mechanical processes from livestock hoof shear. In
addition, streamside wetlands have been cleared and drained by channel downcutting and land
uses. Current Site conditions have resulted in degraded water quality, a loss of aquatic habitat,
reduced nutrient and sediment retention, and unstable channel characteristics (loss of horizontal
flow vectors that maintain pools and an increase in erosive forces to channel bed and banks). Site
restoration activities will restore riffle-pool morphology, aid in energy dissipation, increase aquatic
habitat, stabilize channel banks, and greatly reduce sediment loss from channel banks.

3.1 Existing Conditions Survey

Site stream dimension, pattern, and profile were measured to characterize existing channel
conditions. Locations of existing stream reaches are depicted in Figure 4 (Appendix A) and cross-
section locations are depicted in Figure B1 (Appendix B). Stream geometry measurements under
existing conditions are summarized in Table 6 (Morphological Stream Characteristics).

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) page 9
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



3.2 Channel Classification and Morphology

Stream geometry and substrate data have been evaluated to classify existing stream conditions
based on a classification utilizing fluvial geomorphic principles (Rosgen 1996). This classification
stratifies streams into comparable groups based on pattern, dimension, profile, and substrate
characteristics. Primary components of the classification include degree of entrenchment, width-
depth ratio, sinuosity, channel slope, and stream substrate composition.

Existing Site reaches are classified as unstable C/G-type, E/G-type, Eg-type, and Fc-type streams
with little to no sinuosity. Each stream type is modified by a number 1 through 6 (e. g., E5),
denoting a stream type which supports a substrate dominated by 1) bedrock, 2) boulders, 3) cobble,
4) gravel, 5) sand, or 6) silt/clay. Existing Site reaches are characterized by sand substrate as the
result of channel impacts including livestock trampling, channel straightening, and riparian
vegetation removal, in addition to manual removal of substrate by the landowner. Substrate
removed from streams was stockpiled on-Site and will be used in the restored stream channel to
mimic relatively undisturbed reaches upstream of the Site, which are comprised of gravel/cobble
substrate.

3.3 Channel Evolution

Bed and bank erosion typically leads to channel downcutting and evolution from a stable E-type
channel into a G-type (gully) channel. Continued erosion eventually results in lateral extension of
the G-type channel into an F-type (widened gully) channel. The F-type channel will continue to
widen laterally until the channel is wide enough to support a stable C-type or E-type channel at a
lower elevation so that the original floodplain is no longer subject to regular flooding.

Site streams have been channelized and are continually trampled by livestock resulting primarily
in channels classified as degraded (Class I11) and degraded and widened (Class IV) channels
throughout the Site (Simon and Hupp 1986).

3.4 Valley Classification

The Site is located within a small stream, headwater, alluvial valley with an average 40- to 50-foot
floodplain valley width. Valley slopes are typical for the Piedmont region and range from 0.186-
0.0435. Typical streams in this region include C- and E-type streams with slightly entrenched,
meandering channels with a riffle-pool sequence.

3.5 Discharge

This hydrophysiographic region is characterized by moderate rainfall with precipitation averaging
approximately 40-50 inches per year (USDA 1960). Drainage basin sizes range from 0.04-square
mile for UT3 to 0.4-square mile for the Main Stem at the Site outfall.

The Site’s discharge is dominated by a combination of upstream basin catchment, groundwater
flow, and precipitation. Based on regional curves (Harman et al. 1999), the bankfull discharge for
a 0.04-square mile watershed and a 0.4-square mile watershed is expected to average 10.2 cubic
feet per second and 46.0 cubic feet per second, respectively. Bankfull discharge is expected to
OCcur on average once per year.
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Table 6. Morphological Stream Characteristics

Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

. REFERENCE - REFERENCE - CAUSEY* e iy _n . Main Channel
Variables CEDAROCK PARK FARM Existing UT 1 Existing UT 2 Existing UT 3 PROPOSED Main Channel (Upstream) (Downstream) PROPOSED
Stream Type Eb 4 E5 E/G5 CIG5 Eg5 E/C 3/4 Eg5 Fc5 E/C 3/4
Drainage Area (miz) 0.21 0.63 0.08 0.09 0.04 0.08 0.4 04 04
Bankfull Discharge (cfs) 28.8 60.6 12.9 14.1 9.2 12.9 41.3 41.3 41.3
Dimension Variables Dimension Variables Dimension Variables
Bankfull Cross-Sectional Area (Apys) 8.0 14.7 3.5 3.8 2.6 3.5 10.4 10.4 10.4
Existing Cross-Sectional Area at TOB (A existing) 8.0 14.7 47-24.5 3.8-2438 29-20.9 3.5 10.4 - 30 16.6 - 59.4 10.4
Bankfull Width (W ) Mean: 8.1 Mean: 11.0 Mean: 6.5 Mean: 9.7 Mean: 7.2 Mean: 7.0 Mean: 18.5 Mean: 13.0 Mean: 121
Range: 8.0-12.1 Range: 10.7-11.3 Range: 4.0-12.0 Range: 7.1-15.6 Range: 3.4-123 Range: 6.5-7.5 Range: 11.7-26.5 Range: 8.7-17.0 Range: 11.2-12.9
Mean: 0.8 Mean: 1.4 Mean: 0.6 Mean: 0.4 Mean: 0.4 Mean: 0.5 Mean: 0.6 Mean: 0.9 Mean: 0.9
Bankfull Mean Depth (D)
Range: 0.8-1.0 Range: 1.3-14 Range: 0.3-0.9 Range: 0.2-0.5 Range: 0.2-0.8 Range: 0.46-0.55 Range: 04-09 Range: 0.6-1.2 Range: 0.8-0.9
. Mean: 1.4 Mean: 2.0 Mean: 1.0 Mean: 0.8 Mean: 0.8 Mean: 0.7 Mean: 1.3 Mean: 14 Mean: 1.3
Bankfull Maximum Depth (D ax)
Range: 1.1-14 Range: 1.9-20 Range: 0.7-1.3 Range: 05-1.3 Range: 0.5-1.3 Range: 0.6-0.8 Range: 1.1-17 Range: 0.9-1.9 Range: 1.1-14
Pool Width (W .oy Mean: 9.3 Mean: 10.5 Mean: 7.8 o - o N Mean: 13.3
pool Range: 89-97 Range: o 3 . . . o Range: 7.0-9.8 No d.IStInCt repetitive pattern | No d.ISlInCt repetitive pattern Range: 12.1-16.9
- - No distinct repetitive pattern of riffles and pools due to staightening activities - of riffles and pools due to of riffles and pools due to -
Maximum Pool Depth (D poo) Mean: 1.8 Mean: 2.7 Mean: 1.0 staightening activities staightening activites ~ [Mean: 1.7
Range: 15-21 Range: Range: 0.7-1.1 Range: 1.2-19
Width of Floodprone Area (W ) Mean: 18 Mean: 131 Mean: 17 Mean: 27 Mean: 26 Mean: 50 Mean: 56 Mean: 22 Mean: 40
Range: 15-25 Range: 122-140 Range: 6.0-27.0 Range: 15-40 Range: 18.0-40.0 Range: 30-90 Range: 29-75 Range: 17.0-24.0 Range: 20-90
Dimension Ratios Dimension Ratios Dimension Ratios
Entrenchment Ratio (W pa/Woe) Mean: 21 Mean: 12 Mean: 29 Mean: 3.0 Mean: 4.1 Mean: 71 Mean: 6.2 Mean: 1.8 Mean: 3.3
Range: 1.9-22 Range: 11-13 Range: 1.0-6.8 Range: 1.0-5.6 Range: 24-7.0 Range: 4.3-129 Range: 1.9-24.0 Range: 1.2-26 Range: 1.7-7.4
Width / Depth Ratio (W gyi/De) Mean: 10.1 Mean: 9 Mean: 13.8 Mean: 28.8 Mean: 24.0 Mean: 14.0 Mean: 31.5 Mean: 17.4 Mean: 14.0
Range: 8.0-15.1 Range: 8-9 Range: 4.4-40.0 Range: 14.2-78.0 Range: 4.3-61.5 Range: 12.0-16.0 Range: 11.7-66.3 Range: 7.3-28.3 Range: 12.0-16.0
. Mean: 1.4 Mean: 14 Mean: 1.7 Mean: 2.0 Mean: 1.9 Mean: 1.4 Mean: 21 Mean: 1.6 Mean: 1.4
Max. Dypys/ Dpys Ratio
Range: 14-1.8 Range: 1.4-15 Range: 1.4-23 Range: 16-2.6 Range: 1.5-3.0 Range: 1.2-15 Range: 0.9-3.0 Range: 1.3-2.2 Range: 1.2-15
Low Bank Height / Max. Dy Ratio Mean: 1.0 Mean: 14 Mean: 1.7 Mean: 1.6 Mean: 14 Mean: 1.0 Mean: 1.2 Mean: 2.0 Mean: 1.0
Range: 1.0-1.8 Range: Range: 1.3-26 Range: 1.0-3.0 Range: 1.0-2.0 Range: 1.0-1.3 Range: 1.0-1.9 Range: 1.3-27 Range: 1.0-1.3
Maximum Pool Depth / Bankfull Mean: 1.9 Mean: 2 Mean: 1.9 Mean: 1.9
Mean Depth (D poo/ Do) Range: 0-21 Range: Range: 1.3-21 o . o N Range: 1.3-21
Pool Width / Bankfull Mean: 11 Mean: 1 o 3 . . . o Mean: 11 No d.IStInCt repetitive pattern | No d.ISlInCt repetitive pattern Mean: 11
Width (W /W ) ) No distinct repetitive pattern of riffles and pools due to staightening activities ) of riffles and pools due to of riffles and pools due to )
idth (W poor/ W) Range:  0-12 Range: Range: 1.0-14 staightening activities staightening activities | xange:  1.0-1.4
Pool Area / Bankfull Mean: 1.4 Mean: 14 Mean: 1.4 Mean: 14
Cross Sectional Area Range: 0-1.6 Range: Range: 1.1-1.6 Range: 1.1-1.6

* Causey Farm includes measurments from a Reference Site measured in 2004.




Table 6. Morphological Stream Characteristics (continued)
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

. REFERENCE - REFERENCE - CAUSEY* N i N . Main Channel
Variables CEDAROCK PARK FARM Existing UT 1 Existing UT 2 Existing UT 3 PROPOSED Main Channel (Upstream) (Downstream) PROPOSED
Pattern Variables Pattern Variables Pattern Variables
. Med: 37.2 Med: 44.3 Med: 28.0 Med: 48.0
Pool to Pool Spacing (L)
Range: 25-69 Range: 22-81 Range: 21-56 Range: 36-97
Med: 68.4 Med: 62.9 Med: 60.0 o » o . Med: 103.0
Meander Length (L) R . 44116 R . 10.91 R . 4284 No distinct repetitive pattern | No distinct repetitive pattern R . 73145
ange: Z ange: Z No distinct repetitive pattern of riffles and pools due to staightening activities ange: Z of riffles and pools due to of riffles and pools due to ange: Z
Belt Width (W per) Med: 22.8 Med: 29.8 Med: 28.0 staightening activities staightening activities Med: 48.0
Range: 20-38 Range: 17-36 Range: 21-42 Range: 36-73
Radius of Curvature (Ry) Med: 16.5 Med: 30.6 Med: 21.0 Med: 36.0
Range: 11-27 Range: 9-113 Range: 14-70 Range: 24-121
Sinuosity (Sin) 1.20 1.46 1.02 1.03 1.05 1.20 1.05 1.20
Pattern Ratios Pattern Ratios Pattern Ratios
Pool to Pool Spacing/ Med: 4.6 Med: 4 Med: 4.0 Med: 4.0
Bankfull Width (L /W ) Range: 3.1-84 Range: 20-74 Range: 3.0-8.0 Range: 3.0-8.0
Meander Length/ Med: 8.4 Med: 5.7 Med: 8.5 o . o N Med: 8.5
Bankfull Width (L /W) Range: 55-14.3 Range: 0.9-83 o 3 . . . o Range: 6.0 -12.0 No d.IStInCt repetitive pattern | No d.ISlInCt repetitive pattern Range: 6.0-12.0
- - - - No distinct repetitive pattern of riffles and pools due to staightening activities - of riffles and pools due to of riffles and pools due to -
Meander Width Ratio Med: 28 Med: 2.7 Med: 4.0 staightening activities staightening activities ~ |Med: 4.0
(Woei/ W) Range: 24-47 Range: 1.5-3.5 Range: 3.0-6.0 Range: 3.0-6.0
Radius of Curvature/ Med: 2.0 Med: 2.8 Med: 3.0 Med: 3.0
Bankfull Width (Rc/W ) Range: 14-33 Range: 0.8-10.3 Range: 2.0-10.0 Range: 2.0-10.0
Profile Variables Profile Variables Profile Variables
Average Water Surface Slope (S 4ye) 0.0258 0.0053 0.0284 0.0307 - 0.0431 0.0334 0.0256 - 0.0362 0.0176 NA 0.0179
Valley Slope (Syaiey) 0.0310 0.0077 0.0268 0.0295 - 0.0435 0.0330 0.0268 - 0.0435 0.0185 0.0186 0.0186
. Mean: 0.0316 Mean: 0.0098 Mean: 0.0494 Mean: 0.0286
Riffle Slope (Sqiie)
Range: 0.01-0.0576 |Range: 0.002-0.01198 Range: 0.0371-0.0773 Range: 0.0215-0.04475
Pool Slope (Sy) Mean: 0.0007 Mean: 0.0006 Mean: 0.0031 o - o N Mean: 0.0018
pool Range: 0-0.018 Range: 0-0.004 o 3 . . . o Range: 0-0.0216 No d.IStInCt repetitive pattern | No d.ISlInCt repetitive pattern Range: 0-0.0125
- - No distinct repetitive pattern of riffles and pools due to staightening activities - of riffles and pools due to of riffles and pools due to -
Run Slope (Sun) Mean: 0.0353 Mean: Mean: 0.0124 staightening activities staightening activities Mean: 0.0072
Range: 0-0.3565 Range: Range: 0-0.0247 Range: 0-0.0143
Mean: 0.0029 Mean: Mean: 0.0034 Mean: 0.0020
Glide Slope (Sqice) ean ean ean ean
Range: 0-0.0431 Range: Range: 0-0.0247 Range: 0-0.0143
Profile Ratios Profile Ratios Profile Ratios
Riffle Slope/ Water Surface Mean: 1.2 Mean: 1.6 Mean: 1.60 Mean: 1.60
Slope (Sqiffie/Save) Range: 0.39-2.23 Range: 0-3.7 Range: 1.2-25 Range: 1.2-25
Pool Slope/Water Surface Mean: 0.0 Mean: 0.1 Mean: 0.10 Mean: 0.10
. . . No distinct repetitive pattern | No distinct repetitive pattern .
Slope (Spool/S, : -0. : -0. : - 0. : - 0.
PE (Sooo/Save) Range 0-0.70 Range: 0-08 No distinct repetitive pattern of riffles and pools due to staightening activities Range: 0-07 of riffles and pools due to | ofrriffles and pools due to Range: 0-07
Run Slope/Water Surface Mean: 1.37 Mean: Mean: 0.40 staightening activities staightening activities Mean: 0.40
Slope (Syun/Save) Range: 0-13.82 Range: Range: 0-0.8 Range: 0-0.8
Glide Slope/Water Surface Mean: 0.11 Mean: Mean: 0.11 Mean: 0.11
Slope (Sgjge/Save) Range: 0-1.67 Range: Range: 0-0.8 Range: 0-0.8

* Causey Farm Reference includes measurments from a Reference Site measured in 2004.




3.6 Channel Stability Assessment

3.6.1 Stream Power

Stability of a stream refers to its ability to adjust itself to inflowing water and sediment load. One
form of instability occurs when a stream is unable to transport its sediment load, leading to
aggradation, or deposition of sediment onto the stream bed. Conversely, when the ability of the
stream to transport sediment exceeds the availability of sediments entering a reach, and/or stability
thresholds for materials forming the channel boundary are exceeded, erosion or degradation
occurs.

Stream power is the measure of a stream’s capacity to move sediment over time. Stream power
can be used to evaluate the longitudinal profile, channel pattern, bed form, and sediment transport
of streams. Stream power may be measured over a stream reach (total stream power) or per unit
of channel bed area. The total stream power equation is defined as:

Q =pgQs

where Q = total stream power (ft-1b/s-ft), p = density of water (Ib/ft3), g = gravitational
acceleration (ft/s2), Q = discharge (ft3/sec), and s = energy slope (ft/ft). The specific weight of
water (y = 62.4 Ib/ft3) is equal to the product of water density and gravitational acceleration, pg.
A general evaluation of power for a particular reach can be calculated using bankfull discharge
and water surface slope for the reach. As slopes become steeper and/or velocities increase, stream
power increases and more energy is available for reworking channel materials. Straightening and
clearing channels increases slope and velocity and thus stream power. Alterations to the stream
channel may conversely decrease stream power. In particular, over-widening of a channel will
dissipate energy of flow over a larger area. This process will decrease stream power, allowing
sediment to fall out of the water column, possibly leading to aggradation of the stream bed.

The relationship between a channel and its floodplain is also important in determining stream
power. Streams that remain within their banks at high flows tend to have higher stream power and
relatively coarser bed materials. In comparison, streams that flood over their banks onto adjacent
floodplains have lower stream power, transport finer sediments, and are more stable. Stream
power assessments can be useful in evaluating sediment discharge within a stream and the
deposition or erosion of sediments from the stream bed.

3.6.2 Shear Stress

Shear stress, expressed as force per unit area, is a measure of the frictional force that flowing water
exerts on a streambed. Shear stress and sediment entrainment are affected by sediment supply
(size and amount), energy distribution within the channel, and frictional resistance of the stream
bed and bank on water within the channel. These variables ultimately determine the ability of a
stream to efficiently transport bedload and suspended sediment.

For flow that is steady and uniform, the average boundary shear stress exerted by water on the bed
is defined as follows:
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T=vRs

where 1 = shear stress (Ib/ft2), y = specific weight of water, R = hydraulic radius (ft), and s = the
energy slope (ft/ft). Shear stress calculated in this way is a spatial average and does not necessarily
provide a good estimate of bed shear at any particular point. Adjustments to account for local
variability and instantaneous values higher than the mean value can be applied based on channel
form and irregularity. For a straight channel, the maximum shear stress can be assumed from the
following equation:

tmax = 1.5t

for sinuous channels, the maximum shear stress can be determined as a function of plan form
characteristics:
tmax = 2.65t(Rc /Wbkf)-0.5

where Rc = radius of curvature (ft) and Wbkf = bankfull width (ft).

Shear stress represents a difficult variable to predict due to variability of channel slope, dimension,
and pattern. Typically, as valley slope decreases channel depth and sinuosity increase to maintain
adequate shear stress values for bedload transport. Channels that have higher shear stress values
than required for bedload transport will scour bed and bank materials, resulting in channel
degradation. Channels with lower shear stress values than needed for bedload transport will
deposit sediment, resulting in channel aggradation.

The actual amount of work accomplished by a stream per unit of bed area depends on the available
power divided by the resistance offered by the channel sediments, plan form, and vegetation. The
stream power equation can thus be written as follows:

o = pgQs =1v

where o = stream power per unit of bed area (N/ft-sec, Joules/sec/ft2), T = shear stress, and v =
average velocity (ft/sec). Similarly,

o = Q/Wbkf

where Wbkf = width of stream at bankfull (ft).

3.6.3 Stream Power and Shear Stress Methods and Results

Channel degradation or aggradation occurs when hydraulic forces exceed or do not approach the
resisting forces in the channel. The amount of degradation or aggradation is a function of relative
magnitude of these forces over time. The interaction of flow within the boundary of open channels
is only imperfectly understood. Adequate analytical expressions describing this interaction have
yet to be developed for conditions in natural channels. Thus, means of characterizing these
processes rely heavily upon empirical formulas.
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Traditional approaches for characterizing stability can be placed in one of two categories: 1)
maximum permissible velocity and 2) tractive force, or stream power and shear stress. The former
is advantageous in that velocity can be measured directly. Shear stress and stream power cannot
be measured directly and must be computed from various flow parameters. However, stream
power and shear stress are generally better measures of fluid force on the channel boundary than
velocity.

Using these equations, stream power and shear stress were estimated for 1) existing dredged and
straightened reaches, 2) the reference reaches, and 3) proposed Site conditions. Important input
values and output results (including stream power, shear stress, and per unit shear power and shear
stress) are presented in Table 7. Average stream velocity and discharge values were calculated for
the existing Site stream reaches, the reference reach, and proposed conditions.

In order to maintain sediment transport functions of a stable stream system, the proposed channel
should exhibit stream power and shear stress values so the channel is neither aggrading nor
degrading. Results of the analysis indicate the proposed channel reaches are expected to maintain
stream power as a function of width values of approximately 3.55-3.81 and shear stress values of
approximately 0.84 (comparable to that of the Cedarrock reference reach, which most closely
resembles the Site).

Table 7. Stream Power (Q) and Shear Stress (t) Values

Water Total
surface Stream Shear
Discharge Slope Power Hydraulic | Stress | Velocity
(ft%/s) (ft/ft) Q) Q/W | Radius (7) (v) TV | Tmax
Existing Conditions
UT1 12.9 0.0284 22.86 3.52 1.90 3.36 0.88 2.97 | 5.04
uT?2 14.1 0.0369 32.47 3.35 1.36 3.14 0.99 3.09 | 4.70
uT3 9.2 0.0334 19.17 2.66 1.49 3.10 0.77 2.40 | 4.65
Main Channel 41.3 0.0176 45.36 2.45 1.03 1.13 2.04 2.30 | 1.69
Reference Conditions
Reference Reach-Cedarock 28.8 0.0258 46.37 5.72 0.82 1.33 3.60 4,78 | 6.67
Reference Causey Farm 60.6 0.0053 20.04 1.82 1.07 0.35 4.12 1451 2.10
Proposed Conditions
UTs1,2,3 12.9 0.0309 24.87 3.55 0.44 0.84 3.69 311|127
Main Channel 41.3 0.0179 46.13 3.81 0.75 0.84 3.97 332|125

Cedarock reference reach values for stream power and shear stress, as well as valley and water
surface slopes are comparable to values for proposed channels. Causey Farm reference reach
values for stream power and shear stress are slightly lower due to flatter valley and water surface
slopes resulting in lower stream power and shear stress values.

Existing, preconstruction Site streams are not characterized by excessive scour or erosion, and
impacts are due primarily to removal of stream bed material (reduction in channel roughness) and
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livestock trampling. Stream power values of existing streams are not elevated as evidenced by
minimal channel erosion at the Site. Stream power values of existing streams are comparable to
reference reaches, residing between the Cedarock and Causey Farm. Therefore, proposed stream
power values should not be considerably different from existing values and should remain between
reference reach values. Proposed stream power and shear values appear adequate to mobilize and
transport sediment through the Site, without aggradation or erosion on proposed stream banks.

3.7 Bankfull Verification

Discharge estimates for the Site utilize an assumed definition of “bankfull”” and the return interval
associated with that bankfull discharge. For this study, the bankfull channel is defined as the
channel dimensions designed to support the “channel forming” or “dominant” discharge (Gordon
et al. 1992).

Based on available Piedmont regional curves, the bankfull discharge for the reference reaches
averages approximately 28.8 and 63.8 cubic feet per second (cfs) for Cedarock and Causey Farm,
respectively (Harmen et al. 1999). The USGS regional regression equation for the Piedmont
region indicates that bankfull discharge for the reference reaches at a 1.3-1.5 year return interval
average approximately 27-32 and 53-65 cfs, respectively (USGS 2006).

Field indicators of bankfull, primarily topographic breaks identified on the banks, and riffle cross-
sections were utilized to obtain an average bankfull cross-sectional area for the reference reaches.
The Piedmont regional curves were then utilized to plot the watershed area and discharge for the
reference reach cross-sectional area. Field indicators of bankfull approximate an average
discharge of 31.3 and 59.8 cfs, respectively for the reference reaches, which is 108 and 94 percent
of that predicted by the regional curves.

Based on the above analysis of methods to determine bankfull discharge, proposed conditions at
the Site will be based on bankfull indicators found on the reference reaches and most importantly
onsite indicators of bankfull. Based on field indicators of bankfull in upstream, relatively
undisturbed reaches and the Causey Farm Reference Reach (94 percent of the curves), which
closely resembles on-Site conditions, the designed onsite channel restoration area will equal
approximately 90 percent of the channel size indicated by Piedmont regional curves. Table 8
summarizes all methods analyzed for estimating bankfull discharge.

4.0 REFERENCE STREAMS

Two reference reaches were identified for the Site. The first reference stream (Cedarock) is located
approximately 5 miles north of the Site in Cedarock Park on an unnamed tributary to Rock Creek
(Figures 1 and 5A-5C, Appendix A). The second reference stream (Causey Farm) is located less
than 10 miles west of the Site, immediately north of Causey Airport on unnamed tributaries to
Stinking Quarter Creek (Figure 1, Appendix A). The Causey Farm reference was measured in
2004 as a reference reach for the Causey Farm stream mitigation project, which was a successful
project through five years of monitoring with no issues. The streams were measured and classified
by stream type (Rosgen 1996).

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) page 16
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



Table 8. Reference Reach Bankfull Discharge Analysis
Abbey Lamm Restoration Site

Watershed Area Return Interval Discharge
Method (square miles) (years) (cfs)
Cedarock Reference Reach

Piedmont Regional Curves

(Harman et al. 1999) 0.2 1.3-15 28.8
Peidmont Regional Regression Model

(USGS 2004) 0.2 1.3-1.5 27-32
Field Indicators of Bankfull 0.2 1.3-15 31.3

Causey Farm Reference Reach

Piedmont Regional Curves

(Harman et al. 1999) 0.6 1.3-15 63.8
Peidmont Regional Regression Model

(USGS 2004) 0.6 1.3-15 53-65
Field Indicators of Bankfull 0.6 1.3-15 59.8

4.1 Channel Classification

The reference reaches are both characterized as E-type streams; Cedarock is a moderately sinuous
(1.2) channel dominated by gravel substrate and Causey Farm had slightly higher sinuousity
channel, due to a lower valley slope, with a sand-dominated substrate. E-type streams are
characterized as slightly entrenched, riffle-pool channels exhibiting high sinuosity (1.3 to greater
than 1.5); however, reference streams in the region typically are characterized by sinuosities
slightly lower than 1.3. E-type streams typically exhibit a sequence of riffles and pools associated
with a sinuous flow pattern. In North Carolina, E-type streams often occur in narrow to wide
valleys with well-developed alluvial floodplains (Valley Type VIII). E-type channels are typically
considered stable; however, these streams are sensitive to upstream drainage basin changes and/or
channel disturbance, and may rapidly convert to other stream types.

4.2 Discharge

Based on an analysis of bankfull discharge, proposed conditions at the Site will be based on
Piedmont regional curves (see Section 3.7 Bankfull Verification).

4.3 Channel Morphology

Dimension: Data collected at Cedarock and Causey Farm indicate bankfull cross-sectional areas
of 8.0 and 14.7 square feet, respectively. Cedarock was slightly larger than predicted by regional
curves (7.5 square feet) and Causey Farm was slightly smaller than predicted by regional curves
(15.7 square feet). However, both streams are within a reasonable deviation from predictions by
regional curve calculations and adequately verify the use of regional curves at the Site. Cedarock
and Causey exhibit a bankfull width of 8.1 and 11.0, a bankfull depth of 0.8 and 1.4 feet, and
width-to-depth ratios of 10.1 and 9.0, respectively (see Table 6, Morphological Stream
Characteristics). Figures 5A-5C (Appendix A) provide plan view and cross-sectional data for the
Cedarock reference reach. The reference reaches exhibit a bank-height ratio of 1.0 and 1.4,
respectively.
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Pattern and Profile: In-field measurements of the reference reaches have yielded an average
sinuosity of 1.2 at Cedarock and 1.45 at Causey Farm (thalweg distance/straight-line distance).
Onsite valley slopes range from 0.0185-0.0435 in the dominant hydrologic features of the Site.
Valley slopes exhibited by reference channels range from slightly higher (0.0310 at Cedarock)
than the Site to the lower range of Site valley slopes (0.0077 at Causey Farm), providing a good
range of slopes to compare existing and proposed Site conditions.

Substrate: Reference channels are characterized by substrate dominated by gravel and sand sized
particles, respectively.

5.0 PROJECT SITE WETLANDS (EXISTING CONDITIONS)

5.1 Existing Jurisdictional Wetlands

Jurisdictional wetlands/hydric soils within the Site were delineated in the field following
guidelines set forth in the Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual and subsequent
regional supplements, and located using GPS technology with reported submeter accuracy
(Environmental Laboratory 1987). Jurisdictional delineations were approved by David Bailey of
the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) during a field visit on May 29, 2014.
Existing jurisdictional wetlands are depicted in green on Figure 4 (Appendix A).

5.2 Hydrological Characterization

Construction activities are expected to restore groundwater hydrology to approximately 1.0 acre
of drained riparian hydric soils and enhance 0.4 acre of cleared riparian wetlands. Areas of the
Site targeted for riparian wetlands will receive hydrological inputs from periodic overbank
flooding of restored tributaries, groundwater migration into the wetlands, upland/stormwater
runoff, and, to a lesser extent, direct precipitation. Hydrological impairment in drained soils has
resulted from lateral draw-down of the water table adjacent to existing, incised stream channels.

5.3 Soil Characterization

5.3.1 Taxonomic Classification

Detailed soil mapping conducted by a North Carolina Licensed Soil Scientist (NCLSS) in October
2013 indicate that 1.4 acres of the Site is currently underlain by hydric soils of the Worsham Series
(Figure 4, Appendix A). Onsite hydric soils are grey to gley in color and are compacted and
pockmarked by livestock trampling. Livestock trampling, grazing, and annual mowing for harvest
of hay has resulted in an herbaceous vegetative community. Groundwater springs and surface
runoff contribute hydrology to these areas, although the dominant hydrological influence is the
lateral draw-down of the water table adjacent to incised stream channels. Detailed soil profiles
conducted by a NCLSS include the following; locations are depicted on Figure 4 (Appendix A).
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5.3.2 Profile Description

Soil Profile 1 Soil Profile 2
0 to 2 inches; (10YR 4/3) loam

0t0 1 inches; (10YR 4/3) clay loam 2 to 7 inches; (2.5Y 5/2) clay loam,

1to 4 inches; (LOYR 7/1) fine sandy loam, common medium red (2.5Y 6/6) mottles

extensive rhizoshperes 7 to 18 inches; (2.5Y 5/2) loam

4 to 14 inches; (10YR 6/1) fine sandy loam, extensive rhizospheres

common medium faint strong brown (10YR 7/4)

mottles, extensive rhizospheres 18 to 27 inches; (2.5Y 7/1) sandy loam, many

coarse prominent grey (2.5Y 5/1) and red (2.5Y

14 + inches; (10YR 5/1) fine sandy loam, 6/6) mottles

many coarse prominent reddish yellow (7.5YR

7/1) mottles, extensive rhizospheres 27 + inches; (2.5Y 7/1) sandy loam, many coarse

prominent grey (2.5Y 5/1) and red (2.5Y 5/8)
mottles

5.4 Plant Community Characterization

Areas proposed for wetland restoration and enhancement are primarily vegetated by fescue and
opportunistic herbaceous species with very little vegetative diversity.

6.0 Reference Forest Ecosystem

A Reference Forest Ecosystem (RFE) is a forested area on which to model restoration efforts at
the Site in relation to soils and vegetation. RFEs should be ecologically stable climax communities
and should be a representative model of the Site forested ecosystem as it likely existed prior to
human disturbances. Data describing plant community composition and structure should be
collected at the RFEs and subsequently applied as reference data in an attempt to emulate a natural
climax community.

The RFE for this project is located just upstream of the Site on UT1 and UT2. The RFE supports
plant community and landform characteristics that restoration efforts will attempt to emulate. Tree
and shrub species identified within the reference forest and outlined in Table 9 will be used, in
addition to other relevant species in appropriate Schafale and Weakley (1990) community
descriptions.
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Table 9. Reference Forest Ecosystem
Piedmont/Low Mountain Alluvial Forest
red maple (Acer rubrum)
tag alder (Alnus serrulata)
ironwood (Carpinus caroliniana)
pignut hickory (Carya glabra)
green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica)
eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana)
tulip poplar (Liriodendron tulipifera)
sweetgum (Liquidambar styraciflua)
black gum (Nyssa sylvatica)
black cherry (Prunus serotina)
white oak (Quercus alba)
swamp chestnut oak (Quercus michauxii)
water oak (Quercus nigra)
cherrybark oak (Quercus pagoda)
willow oak (Quercus phellos)
slippery elm (Ulmus rubra)

7.0 PROJECT SITE RESTORATION PLAN

7.1 Restoration Project Goals and Objectives

Based on the Cape Fear River Basin Restoration Priorities Report 2009 (NCEEP 2009), Targeted
Local Watershed 03030002050050 is characterized by benthic ratings varying between “Fair” and
“Good-Fair” indicating a need for improvement to aquatic conditions. The Site is not included in
a Local Watershed Plan; however, this project will meet overall goals of the Local Watershed
Plans including 1) reduce sediment loading, 2) reduce nutrient loading, 3) manage stormwater
runoff, 4) reduce toxic inputs, 5) provide and improve instream habitat, 6) provide and improve
terrestrial habitat, 7) improve stream stability, and 8) improve hydrologic function.

Site activities include the restoration of perennial and intermittent stream channels, enhancement
(level I1) of perennial and intermittent stream channels, and restoration of riparian wetlands.
Priority | restoration of intermittent channels at the Site is imperative to provide significant
functional uplift to Site hydrology, water quality, and habitat, in addition to restore adjacent
streamside, riparian wetlands. The following table summarizes the project goals/objectives and
proposed functional uplift based on proposed Site restoration activities and observations of two
reference areas located in the vicinity of the Site.
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Table 10. Project Goals and Objectives

Project Goal/Objective

| How Goal/Obijective will be Accomplished

Improve Hydrology

Restore Floodplain Access

Building a new channel at the historic floodplain
elevation, restoring overbank flows

Restore Wooded Riparian Buffer

Planting a woody riparian buffer

Improve Microtopography

Scarifying soils to reduce compaction and hoof shear
due to cattle

Restore Stream Stability

Increase Sediment Transport

Building a new channel, planting a woody riparian

Improve Stream Geomorphology

buffer, and removing cattle

Increase Surface Storage and Retention

Building a new channel at the historic floodplain

Restore Appropriate Inundation/Duration

elevation restoring overbank flows, removing cattle,
scarifying compacted soils, and planting woody
vegetation

Increase Subsurface Storage and Retention

Raising the stream bed elevation

Improve

Water Quality

Increase Upland Pollutant Filtration

Planting a native, woody riparian buffer and installing
8 marsh treatment areas

Increase Thermoregulation

Planting a native, woody riparian buffer

Reduce Stressors and Sources of Pollution

Removing cattle and installing 8 marsh treatment
areas

Increase Removal and Retention of
Pathogens, Particulates (Sediments),
Dissolved Materials (Nutrients), and Toxins
from the Water Column

Raising the stream bed elevation restoring overbank
flows, planting with woody vegetation, removing
cattle, increasing surface storage and retention,
restoring appropriate inundation/duration, and
installing 8 marsh treatment areas

Increase Energy Dissipation of
Overbank/Overland Flows/Stormwater Runoff

Raising the stream bed elevation and restoring
overbank flows, planting with woody vegetation, and
installing 8 marsh treatment areas

Restore Habitat

Restore In-stream Habitat

Building a stable channel with a cobble/gravel bed
and planting a woody riparian buffer

Restore Stream-side Habitat

Improve Vegetation Composition and
Structure

Planting a woody riparian buffer

Restoration and protection of aquatic resources with a conservation easement will result in net
gains in hydrology, water quality, and habitat functions at the Site. A summary of mitigation

activities includes the following.

e Providing a minimum of 4731 SMUs, as calculated in accordance with the requirements

stipulated in RFP #16-005568.
0 Restoring approximately 2629

linear feet of perennial stream channel through

construction of stable stream channels in the historic floodplain location and elevation.

(0]

Restoring approximately 1771 linear feet of intermittent channel through construction

of a stable channel at the historic floodplain elevation in order to restore downstream
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perennial channels at historic floodplain elevations and rehydrate adjacent hydric soils
thereby restoring jurisdictional riparian wetlands.

o Enhancing (Level I1) approximately 403 linear feet of perennial stream channel and
426 linear feet of intermittent stream channel by ceasing current land use practices,
removing invasive species, and planting with native forest vegetation.

e Providing a minimum of 1.0 riparian WMUSs, as calculated in accordance with the

requirements stipulated in RFP #16-005568.

0 Restoring 1.0 acre of riparian wetland by removing livestock, restoring compacted
soils, raising stream channels to historic elevations, and rehydrating floodplain soils.

o0 Enhancing an additional 0.4 acre of riparian wetland.

e Installing 8 marsh treatment areas to treat stormwater runoff prior to entire the Site.
e Removing cattle from the Site and fencing the entire conservation easement.

e Revegetating wetlands, floodplains, and slopes adjacent to restored streams.

e Protecting the Site in perpetuity with a conservation easement.

7.2 Stream Design

Onsite streams targeted for restoration have endured significant disturbance from land use
activities such as land clearing, livestock grazing, straightening and rerouting of channels, and
other anthropogenic maintenance. Site streams will be restored to emulate historic conditions at
the Site utilizing parameters from nearby, relatively undisturbed reference streams (see Section
4.0 Reference Streams).

7.2.1 Designed Channel Classification

The proposed channel has been designed to emulate parameters of the relatively undisturbed
reference streams (see Table 6 Morphological Stream Characteristics). Proposed channels are
expected to be characterized by sand, gravel, and cobble substrate similar to reference streams,
which emulate historic Site conditions.

7.2.2 Target Wetland Communties/Buffer Communities

Onsite wetland and buffer areas targeted for restoration and enhancement have endured significant
disturbance from land use activities such as land clearing, livestock grazing, and other
anthropogenic maintenance. These areas will be planted with native forest species typical of
wetland and buffer communities in the region such as those found within the reference forest (see
Section 6.0 Reference Forest Ecosystem). Emphasis will focus on developing a diverse plant
assemblage.

7.3 Stream Restoration

Stream restoration efforts depicted in Figures 6A-6D (Appendix A) are designed to restore a stable
stream that approximates hydrodynamics, stream geometry, and local microtopography relative to
reference conditions. Restoration at the Site will be Priority | restoration; therefore, bankfull
elevations will be raised to meet the adjacent valley floodplain elevation.

Belt-width Preparation and Grading
Stream restoration is expected to entail 1) belt-width preparation, 2) channel excavation, 3) spoil
stockpiling, 4) channel stabilization, 5) channel diversion, and 6) channel backfill.
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Belt-width corridor preparation will entail channel staking, floodplain clearing and grubbing, and
any necessary grading prior to channel excavation. After the floodplain has been prepped, the
proposed design channel will be staked and/or clearly marked to the design parameters. Spoil
material excavated during floodplain grading will be stockpiled adjacent to the existing channels.
After construction of the new channel is complete, existing channels will be abandoned and
backfilled with stockpiled soils. Grading of topsoil at the Site is expected to be minimal; however,
where grading is necessary, topsoils will be stockpiled, managed, and reapplied after grading is
complete.

Once belt-width corridor preparation is complete, the proposed channel will be excavated to the
average width, depth, and cross-sectional area derived from reference reach studies and detailed
measurements of the onsite reach (Figure 7, Appendix A). Stream banks and the belt-width area
of constructed channels will be immediately planted with shrub and herbaceous vegetation. Root
mats may also be selectively removed from adjacent areas and placed as erosion control features
on channel banks.

Once the proposed design channel has been excavated and stabilized, abandoned channels will be
backfilled utilizing spoil material stockpiled from channel excavation and/or from suitable material
excavated from the Site, or adjacent to the Site. Abandoned channels will be backfilled to the
maximum extent feasible.

In-stream Structures

The use of in-stream structures for grade control and habitat is essential for successful stream
restoration (Figure 8A, Appendix A). In-stream structures may be placed in the channel to elevate
local water surface profiles in the channel, potentially flattening the water energy slope or gradient.
The structures would likely consist of log/rock cross-vanes or log/rock j-hook vanes designed
primarily to direct stream energy into the center of the channel and away from banks. In addition,
the structures would be placed in relatively straight reaches to provide secondary (perpendicular)
flow cells during bankfull events.

Piped Channel Crossings

Landowner constraints will necessitate the installation of piped channel crossings within breaks in
the easement to allow access to portions of the property isolated by stream restoration activities
Figures 6A-6D (Appendix A). The crossings may be constructed of properly sized pipes and
hydraulically stable rip-rap or suitable rock. Crossings will be large enough to handle the weight
of anticipated vehicular traffic. Approach grades to the crossing will be at an approximate 10:1
slope and constructed of hard, scour-resistant crushed rock or other permeable material, which is
free of fines.

Dam Removal and Restoration within Pond Bed

The dam located at the Site outfall will be removed in order to restore stream channels within the
existing pond bed. The Site was historically used for livestock grazing rather than row-crop
production; therefore, extensive quantities of legacy sediments are not expected. The dam was
notched on June 11, 2014 to match downstream floodplain elevations, thereby draining the pond
and allowing sediments to stabilize. During Site construction, the dam will be removed and
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materials stockpiled in the soil disposal area denoted on Figure 6A (Appendix A). Sediments will
be removed once they have fully drained, as necessary, for design channel and floodplain
construction. Sediments will be contoured within the pond bed and stabilized with in-stream log
structures, erosion control matting, herbaceous seeding, and planted with woody vegetation. The
extent of grade control utilized will primarily need to be determined in the field during
construction.

Outfall Structures

Drop structures are proposed at the Site outfall below the existing pond and at tie in locations of
smaller tributaries with the Main Channel. The locations of proposed drop structures are depicted
on Figures 6A-6D (Appendix A). The drop structures may be constructed out of Terracell, or large
cobble depending upon anticipated scour from the restored stream channels (Figure 8B, Appendix
A). The structures should be constructed to resist erosive forces associated with hydraulic drops
proposed at the Site.

TerraCell is a light weight, flexible mat made of high density polyethylene strips. The strips are
bonded together to form a honeycomb configuration. The honeycomb mat is fixed in place and
filled with gravel or sand. Material in the TerraCell structure may be planted with grasses and
shrubs for additional erosion protection. The TerraCell structure will form a nickpoint that
approximates geologic controls in stream beds.

Marsh Treatment Areas

Eight shallow wetland marsh treatment areas will be excavated in the floodplain to intercept
surface waters draining through agricultural areas prior to discharging into the Site. Marsh
treatment areas are intended to improve the mitigation project and are not generating mitigation
credit. Proposed marsh treatment area locations are depicted on Figures 6A-6D (Appendix A) and
will consist of shallow depressions that will provide treatment and attenuation of initial stormwater
pulses (Figure 8B, Appendix A). The outfall of each treatment area will be constructed of
hydraulically stable rip-rap or other suitable material that will protect against headcut migration
into the constructed depression. It is expected that the treatment areas will fill with sediment and
organic matter over time.

7.4 Stream Enhancement (Level I1)

Stream enhancement (level Il) will occur in a wooded reach of the Main Stem Channel
immediately upstream of the existing pond, and on UT3A-3C (Figures 6B, 6C, and 6D, Appendix
A). Stream enhancement will entail the cessation of current land management practices, excluding
livestock removal of spoil material along the stream banks, invasive species control
(predominantly Chinese privet), and planting riparian buffers with native forest vegetation.
Riparian buffers will extend a minimum of 50 feet from the top of stream banks to facilitate stream
recovery and prevent further degradation of the stream.

7.5 Sediment Transport Analysis

Existing Site reaches are characterized by sand substrate as the result of channel impacts including
livestock trampling, channel straightening, and riparian vegetation removal, in addition to manual
removal of substrate by the landowner. Substrate removed from streams was stockpiled on-Site
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and will be used in the restored stream channel to mimic relatively undisturbed reaches upstream
of the Site, which are comprised of gravel/cobble substrate. The upstream reaches are forested
with natural substrate free of excessive fines; therefore, pulses of fine materials from upstream are
not expected to infiltrate Site streams.

Stream stability assessment includes calculations of stream power and shear stress to compare 1)
existing dredged and straightened reaches, 2) Cedarock Reference Reach, 3) Causey Farm
Reference Reach, and 4) proposed Site conditions are discussed in Section 3.6 (Channel Stability
Assessment).

7.6 HEC RAS Analysis

The HEC-RAS analysis will be completed prior to completion of detailed construction plans for
Site restoration activities.  This analysis is discussed in more detail in Section 2.6.4
(FEMA/Hydrological Trespass).

7.7 Hydrological Modifications (Wetland Restoration and Enhancement)

Alternatives for wetland restoration are designed to restore a fully functioning wetland system,
which will provide surface water storage, nutrient cycling, removal of imported elements and
compounds, and will create a variety and abundance of wildlife habitat. Portions of the Site
underlain by hydric soils have been impacted by channel incision, vegetative clearing, channel
straightening and manipulation, and earth movement associated with agricultural practices.
Wetland restoration options will focus on the removal of fill materials, restoration of vegetative
communities, the reestablishment of soil structure and microtopographic variations, and
redirecting normal surface hydrology back to Site floodplains. These activities will result in the
restoration of 1.0 acre of riparian wetland and enhancement of 0.4 acre of riparian wetland (Figure
6B-6D, Appendix A).

Reestablishment of Historic Groundwater Elevations

Hydric soils adjacent to the incised channels appear to have been drained due to lowering of the
groundwater table and a lateral drainage effect from existing stream reaches. Reestablishment of
channel inverts is expected to rehydrate soils adjacent to Site streams, resulting in the restoration
of jurisdictional hydrology to riparian wetlands.

Reestablishment of Soil Structure

Soil structure throughout the Site, particularly within wetland areas, will be reestablished to allow
for penetration of rain water to the groundwater table. This will be accomplished by removing
livestock from the Site, ripping compacted soils, and revegetating the Site.

Hydrophytic Vegetation

Site wetland areas targeted for restoration and enhancement have endured significant disturbance
from land use activities such as land clearing, livestock grazing, and other anthropogenic
maintenance. Wetland areas will be revegetated with native vegetation typical of wetland
communities in the region. Emphasis will focus on developing a diverse plant assemblage.
Section 7.9 (Natural Plant Community Restoration) provides detailed information concerning
community species associations.
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Reconstruction of Stream Corridors
The stream restoration plan involves the reconstruction of Site streams in place, or on new location.
Existing channels will be backfilled so that water tables may be restored to historic conditions.

7.8 Soil Restoration

Soil grading will occur during stream restoration activities. Topsoils will be stockpiled during
construction activities and will be spread on the soil surface once critical subgrade has been
established. The replaced topsoil will serve as a viable growing medium for community restoration
to provide nutrients and aid in the survival of planted species.

7.9 Natural Plant Community Restoration

Restoration of floodplain forest and stream-side habitat allows for development and expansion of
characteristic species across the landscape. Ecotonal changes between community types
contribute to diversity and provide secondary benefits, such as enhanced feeding and nesting
opportunities for mammals, birds, amphibians, and other wildlife. Reference Forest Ecosystem
(RFE) data, onsite observations, and community descriptions from Classification of the Natural
Communities of North Carolina (Schafale and Weakley 1990) were used to develop the primary
plant community associations that will be promoted during community restoration activities.

7.9.1 Planting Plan

Stream-side trees and shrubs include species with high value for sediment stabilization, rapid
growth rate, and the ability to withstand hydraulic forces associated with bankfull flow and
overbank flood events. Stream-side trees and shrubs will be planted within 15 feet of the channel
throughout the meander belt-width. Shrub elements will be planted along the reconstructed stream
banks, concentrated along outer bends. Piedmont Alluvial Forest is the target community for Site
floodplains and Dry-Mesic Oak-Hickory Forest is the target community for upland side-slopes.

Bare-root seedlings within the Piedmont Alluvial and Dry-Mesic Oak-Hickory Forests will be
planted at a density of approximately 680 stems per acre on 8-foot centers. Shrub species in the
stream-side assemblage and Marsh Wetland Treatment Areas will be planted at a density of 2720
stems per acre on 4-foot centers.

Table 11 depicts the total number of stems and species distribution within each vegetation
association (Figure 9, Appendix A). Planting will be performed between December 1 and March
15 to allow plants to stabilize during the dormant period and set root during the spring season.

In addition to planting seedlings, a seed mix will be spread within Marsh Treatment Wetland Areas
as follows.

Virginia wildrye (Elymus virginicus)
Switch grass (Panicum virgatum)

Big blue stem (Andropogon gerardii)
Indian grass (Sorghastrum nutans)

Deer tongue (Dichanthelium clandestinum)

arODE
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Table 11. Planting Plan

Piedmont/Low Mountain Dry-Mesic Oak-Hickory Marsh Treatment Stream-side
Vegetation Association Alluvial Forest* Forest* Wetland** Assemblage** TOTAL
Area (acres) 1.6 10.7 0.5 3.6 16.4
Species # planted* % of total # planted* | % of total | # planted** | % of total | # planted** | % of total | # planted
Tag alder (Alnus serrulata) -- -- -- -- 136 10 490 5 626
River birch (Betula nigra) 109 10 -- -- -- -- 490 5 599
Ironwood (Carpinus caroliniana) -- -- 1455 20 -- -- -- -- 1455
Buttonbush (Cephalanthus occidentalis) -- -- -- -- 272 20 -- -- 272
Red bud (Cercis canadensis) 1091 15 1091
Sweet pepperbush (Clethra alnifolia) -- -- -- -- 204 15 -- -- 204
Silky dogwood (Cornus amomum) 109 10 -- -- 204 15 1958 20 2271
Persimmon (Diospyros virginiana) -- -- 728 10 -- -- -- -- 728
White ash (Fraxinus americana) -- -- 364 5 -- -- -- -- 364
Green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica) 218 20 -- -- -- -- 1958 20 2176
Inkberry (llex glabra) -- -- -- -- 136 10 -- -- 136
Tulip poplar (Liriodendron tulipifera) 109 10 -- -- -- -- -- -- 109
Sycamore (Platanus occidentalis) 218 20 -- -- -- -- 1958 20 2176
Black gum (Nyssa sylvatica) -- -- 1091 15 -- -- -- -- 1091
Water oak (Quercus nigra) 164 15 1455 20 -- -- 979 10 2598
Willow oak (Quercus phellos) 164 15 1091 15 -- -- 979 10 2234
Black willow (Salix nigra) -- -- -- -- -- -- 979 10 979
Elderberry (Sambucus canadensis) -- -- -- -- 272 20 -- -- 272
Possumhaw (Viburnum nudum) -- -- -- -- 136 10 -- -- 136
TOTAL 1091 100 7275 100 1360 100 9791 100 19,517

* Planted at a density of 680 stems/acre.

** Planted at a density of 2720 stems/acre.
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7.9.2 Nuisance Species Management

Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinense), thorny olive (Eleagnus pungens), and multiflora rose (Rosa
multiflora) are scattered within the Site, primarily above the existing pond. These species will be
controlled mechanically and/or chemically, as part of this project. No other nuisance species
controls are proposed at this time. Inspections for beaver and other potential nuisance species will
occur throughout the course of the monitoring period. Appropriate actions may be taken to
ameliorate any negative impacts regarding vegetation development and/or water management on
an as-needed basis. The presences of nuisance species will be monitored over the course of the
monitoring period. Appropriate actions will be taken to ameliorate any negative impacts regarding
vegetation development and/or water management on an as-needed basis.

8.0 PERFORMANCE CRITERIA

Monitoring requirements and success criteria outlined in the latest guidance by NCEEP dated
November 7, 2011 (Monitoring Requirements and Reporting Standards for Stream and/or Wetland
Mitigation) will be followed and are briefly outlined below. Monitoring data collected at the Site
should include reference photos, plant survival analysis, channel stability analysis, and biological
data, if specifically required by permit conditions.

Wetland hydrology is proposed to be monitored for a period of seven years (years 1-7). Riparian
vegetation and stream morphology is proposed to be monitored for a period of seven years with
measurements completed in years 1-3, year 5, and year 7. If monitoring demonstrates the Site is
successful by year 5 and no concerns have been identified, Restoration Systems may propose to
terminate monitoring at the Site and forego monitoring requirements for years 6 and 7. Early
closure will only be provided through written approval from the USACE in consultation with the
Interagency Review Team. Monitoring will be conducted by Axiom Environmental, Inc. Annual
monitoring reports of the data collected will be submitted to the NCEEP by Restoration Systems
no later than December 31 of each monitoring year data is collected.

8.1 Streams

Annual monitoring will include development of channel cross-sections and substrate on riffles and
pools. Data to be presented in graphic and tabular format will include 1) cross-sectional area, 2)
bankfull width, 3) average depth, 4) maximum depth, and 5) width-to-depth ratio. Post
construction, permanently-monumented cross sections will be installed throughout the Site, at
approximately 50 foot intervals. Approximately 60 monitoring cross sections are expected to be
measured annually. Longitudinal profiles will not be measured routinely unless monitoring
demonstrates channel bank or bed instability, in which case, longitudinal profiles may be required
by the USACE along reaches of concern to track changes and demonstrate stability.

Visual assessment of in-stream structures will be conducted to determine if failure has occurred.
Failure of a structure may be indicated by collapse of the structure, undermining of the structure,
abandonment of the channel around the structure, and/or stream flow beneath the structure. In
addition, visual assessments of the entire channel will be conducted in each of the seven years of
monitoring as outlined in NCEEP Monitoring Requirements and Reporting Standards for Stream
and/or Wetland Mitigation. Areas of concern will be depicted on a plan view figure identifying
the location of concern along with a written assessment and photograph of the area.
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Intermittent stream reaches, including UT 1 and UT 3, will receive priority 1 stream restoration to
restore adjacent wetlands and elevate stream function. Priority 1 stream restoration along
intermittent stream reaches may raise concern of adequate base flow once stream restoration is
complete. Therefore, stream flow gauges will be installed in the upper and lower reaches of UT 1
and UT 3 to catalog flow of 30 consecutive days. The approximate location of stream flow gauges
are depicted on Figure 6 (Appendix A).

8.1.1 Stream Success Criteria

Monitoring and success criteria for stream restoration should relate to project goals and objectives.
From a mitigation perspective, several of the goals and objectives are assumed to be functionally
elevated by restoration activities without direct measurement. Other goals and objectives will be
considered successful upon achieving vegetation success criteria. The following summarizes
stream success criteria related to goals and objectives.

Project Goal/Objective | Stream Success Criteria

Improve Hydrology
Two overbank events will be documented, in separate years,
during the monitoring period.
Restore Wooded Riparian Buffer Attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1).
Removal of cattle and scarification of soils during
construction.
Restore Stream Stability Cross-sections, monitored annually, will be compared to as-
built measurements to determine channel stability and
maintenance of channel geomorphology.
Increase Surface Storage and Retention Removal of cattle, installation of 8 marsh treatment areas,
scarification of soils during construction, documentation of
two overbank events in separate monitoring years, and
attaining Wetland and Vegetation Success Criteria
(Sections 8.2.1 and 8.3.1).
Two overbank events will be documented, in separate years,
Increase Subsurface Storage and Retention during the monitoring period and attaining Wetland Success
Criteria (Section 8.2.1).
Pebble counts documenting coarsening of bed material from
pre-existing conditions.
Improve Water Quality
Installation of 8 marsh treatment areas and attaining
Wetland and Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1)
Increase Thermoregulation Attaining VVegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1)
Removal of cattle and installation of 8 marsh treatment
areas
Removal of cattle, installation of 8 marsh treatment areas,
documentation of two overbank events in separate
monitoring years, and attaining Vegetation Success Criteria
(Section 8.3.1)

Restore Floodplain Access

Improve Microtopography

Improve Stream Geomorphology

Restore Appropriate Inundation/Duration

Increase Sediment Transport

Increase Upland Pollutant Filtration

Reduce Stressors and Sources of Pollution

Increase Removal and Retention of Pathogens,
Particulates (Sediments), Dissolved Materials
(Nutrients), and Toxins from the Water Column

Increase Energy Dissipation of Overbank/Overland

Flows/Stormwater Runoff Installation of 8 marsh treatment areas, documentation of

two overbank events in separate monitoring years, and
attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1)
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Restore Habitat

Reincorporating natural substrate removed from existing
Site streams and stockpiled onsite into proposed stream
Restore In-stream Habitat beds, pebble counts documenting coarsening of bed
material from pre-existing conditions, and attaining
Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1)

Restore Stream-side Habitat Attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1)
Improve Vegetation Composition and Structure Attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1)

Intermittent channels (UT 1 and UT 3) may be subject to scrutiny by IRT members with respect
to jurisdictional status. Success criteria in these reaches require surface water flow within the
stream channels during years with normal climactic conditions for at least 30 consecutive days.
Furthermore, we expect these systems to have a discernible ordinary high water mark, which will
be evaluated and considered towards project success.

8.1.2 Stream Contingency

In the event that stream success criteria are not fulfilled, a mechanism for contingency will be
implemented. Stream contingency may include, but may not be limited to 1) structure repair and/or
installation; 2) repair of dimension, pattern, and/or profile variables; and 3) bank stabilization. The
method of contingency is expected to be dependent upon stream variables that are not in
compliance with success criteria. Primary concerns, which may jeopardize stream success, include
1) structure failure, 2) headcut migration through the Site, and/or 3) bank erosion.

Structure Failure

In the event that structures are compromised the affected structure will be repaired, maintained, or
replaced. Once the structure is repaired or replaced, it must function to stabilize adjacent stream
banks and/or maintain grade control within the channel. Structures which remain intact, but
exhibit flow around, beneath, or through the header/footer will be repaired by excavating a trench
on the upstream side of the structure and reinstalling filter fabric in front of the pilings. Structures
which have been compromised, resulting in shifting or collapse of header/footer, will be removed
and replaced with a structure suitable for Site flows.

Headcut Migration Through the Site

In the event that a headcut occurs within the Site (identified visually or through measurements [i.e.
bank-height ratios exceeding 1.4]), provisions for impeding headcut migration and repairing
damage caused by the headcut will be implemented. Headcut migration may be impeded through
the installation of in-stream grade control structures (rip-rap sill and/or log cross-vane weir) and/or
restoring stream geometry variables until channel stability is achieved. Channel repairs to stream
geometry may include channel backfill with coarse material and stabilizing the material with
erosion control matting, vegetative transplants, and/or willow stakes.

Bank Erosion

In the event that severe bank erosion occurs within the Site, resulting in elevated width-to-depth
ratios, contingency measures to reduce bank erosion and width-to-depth ratio will be implemented.
Bank erosion contingency measures may include the installation of log-vane weirs and/or other
bank stabilization measures. If the resultant bank erosion induces shoot cutoffs or channel
abandonment, a channel may be excavated which will reduce shear stress to stable values.
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8.2 Wetlands

Six groundwater monitoring gauges will be installed to take measurements after hydrological
modifications are performed at the Site. Groundwater gauges will be installed in larger wetland
sections along UT 1, UT 2, and the main stem channel. Gauges will be installed at various
elevations within the floodplain to accurately determine hydrology of wetland re-establishment
areas. Approximate locations of wetland groundwater monitoring gauges are depicted on Figure
6 (Appendix A). Hydrological sampling will continue throughout the growing season at intervals
necessary to satisfy jurisdictional hydrology success criteria (USEPA 1990). In addition, an on-
site rain gauge will document rainfall data for comparison of groundwater conditions with
extended drought conditions and floodplain crest gauges will be installed to confirm overbank
flooding events.

8.2.1 Wetland Success Criteria

Monitoring and success criteria for wetland restoration should relate to project goals and
objectives. From a mitigation perspective, several of the goals and objectives are assumed to be
functionally elevated by restoration activities without direct measurement. Other goals and
objectives will be considered successful upon achieving vegetation success criteria. The following
summarizes wetland success criteria related to goals and objectives.

Project Goal/Objective | Wetland Success Criteria
Improve Hydrology
Restore Wooded Riparian Buffer Attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1).

Removal of cattle and scarification of soils during
construction.

Increase Surface Storage and Retention Removal of cattle, scarification of soils during construction,
Restore Appropriate Inundation/Duration documentation of two overbank events in separate
monitoring years, attaining Vegetation Success Criteria
(Section 8.3.1), and documentation of an elevated
Increase Subsurface Storage and Retention groundwater table (within 12 inches of the soil surface) for
greater than 10 percent of the growing season during average
climatic conditions.

Improve Water Quality

Installation of 8 marsh treatment areas and attaining
Increase Upland Pollutant Filtration Wetland and Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.2.1 and
8.3.1).

Removal of cattle and installation of 8 marsh treatment
areas.

Removal of cattle, installation of 8 marsh treatment areas,
documentation of two overbank events in separate
monitoring years, and attaining Vegetation Success Criteria
(Section 8.3.1).

Installation of 8 marsh treatment areas, documentation of
two overbank events in separate monitoring years, and
attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1).
Restore Habitat

Improve Microtopography

Reduce Stressors and Sources of Pollution

Increase Removal and Retention of Pathogens,
Particulates (Sediments), Dissolved Materials
(Nutrients), and Toxins from the Water Column

Increase Energy Dissipation of Overbank/Overland
Flows/Stormwater Runoff

Restore Stream-side Habitat
Improve Vegetation Composition and Structure

Attaining Vegetation Success Criteria (Section 8.3.1).

According to the Soil Survey of Alamance County, the growing season for Alamance County is
from April 17 — October 22 (USDA 1960). However, the start date for the growing season is not
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typical for the Piedmont region; therefore, for purposes of this project gauge hydrologic success
will be determined using data from February 1 - October 22 to more accurately represent the period
of biological activity. Based on growing season information outlined in the Interim Regional
Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Eastern Mountains and
Piedmont Region (USACE 2010), this will be confirmed annually by soil temperatures exceeding
41 degrees Fahrenheit at 12 inches depth and/or bud burst.

Target hydrological characteristics include saturation or inundation for 10 percent of the monitored
period (February 1-October 22), during average climatic conditions. During years with atypical
climatic conditions, groundwater gauges in reference wetlands may dictate threshold hydrology
success criteria (75 percent of reference). These areas are expected to support hydrophytic
vegetation. If wetland parameters are marginal as indicated by vegetation and/or hydrology
monitoring, a jurisdictional determination will be performed. The jurisdictional determination will
not supersede monitoring data, or overturn a failure in meeting success criteria; however, this
information may be used by the IRT, at the discretion of the IRT, to make a final determination on
Site wetland re-establishment success.

8.2.2 Wetland Contingency

Hydrological contingency will require consultation with hydrologists and regulatory agencies if
wetland hydrology enhancement is not achieved. Floodplain surface modifications, including
construction of ephemeral pools, represent a likely mechanism to increase the floodplain area in
support of jurisdictional wetlands. Recommendations for contingency to establish wetland
hydrology will be implemented and monitored until Hydrology Success Criteria are achieved.

8.3 Vegetation

After planting has been completed in winter or early spring, an initial evaluation will be performed
to verify planting methods and to determine initial species composition and density. Supplemental
planting and additional Site modifications will be implemented, if necessary.

During quantitative vegetation sampling, 14 sample plots (10-meter by 10-meter) will be installed
within the Site as per guidelines established in CVS-EEP Protocol for Recording Vegetation,
Version 4.2 (Lee et al. 2008). In each sample plot, vegetation parameters to be monitored include
species composition and species density. Visual observations of the percent cover of shrub and
herbaceous species will also be documented by photograph.

8.3.1 Vegetation Success Criteria

An average density of 320 planted stems per acre must be surviving in the first three monitoring
years. Subsequently, 290 planted stems per acre must be surviving in year 4, 260 planted stems
per acre in year 5, and 210 planted stems per acre in year 7. In addition, planted vegetation must
average 10 feet in height in each plot at year 7 since this Site is located in the Piedmont. Volunteer
stems may be considered on a case-by-case basis in determining overall vegetation success;
however, volunteer stems should be counted separately from planted stems.
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8.3.2 Vegetation Contingency

If vegetation success criteria are not achieved based on average density calculations from
combined plots over the entire restoration area, supplemental planting may be performed with tree
species approved by regulatory agencies. Supplemental planting will be performed as needed until
achievement of vegetation success criteria.

9.0 MAINTENANCE PLAN

Restoration Systems shall monitor the Site on a regular basis and shall conduct a physical
inspection of the site a minimum of once per year throughout the post-construction monitoring
period until performance standards are met. These Site inspections may identify Site components
and features that require routine maintenance. Routine maintenance should be expected most often
in the first two years following site construction and may include the following:

Table 12. Site Maintenance Plan

Component/Feature

Maintenance through Project Close-out

Vegetation

Vegetation shall be maintained to ensure the health and vigor of the targeted
plant community. Routine vegetation maintenance and repair activities may
include supplemental planting, pruning, mulching, and fertilizing. Exotic
invasive plant species shall be controlled by mechanical (i.e. chainsaw) and/or
chemical (i.e. basal bark herbicide application) methods. Any vegetation
control requiring herbicide application & soil fertilization will be performed
in accordance with NC Department of Agriculture (NCDA) rules and
regulations & 15A NCAC 02B .0233.

Streams

Stream contingency may include structure repair and/or installation; repair of
dimension, pattern, and/or profile variables; bank stabilization; chinking of
in-stream structures to prevent piping; securing of loose coir-fiber matting;
supplemental planting along the channel; and/or maintenance to areas of the
stream bank where stormwater or floodplain flows are intercepted to prevent
bank failure and head-cutting of the channel. The method of contingency is
expected to be dependent upon stream variables that are not in compliance
with success criteria.

Hydrology

Hydrologic contingency may include floodplain surface modifications such
as construction of ephemeral pools, deep ripping of the soil profile,
installation of berms to retard surface water flows, supplemental planting,
and/or maintenance to areas of the wetland where stormwater or floodplain
flows are intercepted to prevent scour. Recommendations for contingency to
establish wetland hydrology may be implemented and monitored until
hydrology success criteria are achieved. In the event that beaver become a
nuisance within the Bank, beaver management will be initiated and continued
on an as-needed basis in accordance with North Carolina Wildlife Resource
Commission (NCWRC) rules and regulations.

Site Boundary

Site boundaries shall be identified in the field to ensure clear distinction
between the mitigation site and adjacent properties. Boundaries may be
identified by fence, marker, bollard, post, tree-blazing, or other means as
allowed by site conditions and/or conservation easement. Boundary markers
disturbed, damaged, or destroyed will be repaired and/or replaced on an as
needed basis.
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Marsh treatment areas used to intercept initial stormwater pulses will be
visually inspected throughout the mitigation monitoring period. These areas
are expected to naturalize and maintenance is not anticipated.

The Terracell drop structure proposed will be monitored annually at a
minimum. In the event of erosion or scour within the structure, maintenance
may include structure repair, chinking of the structure to prevent piping,
securing of loose coir-fiber matting, and/or supplemental planting of
livestakes and erosion control grasses. In the event that debris clogs or
inhibits flow over the structure, manual or mechanical removal of debris will
occur; maintenance is only expected until the structure naturalizes.

Marsh Treatment
Areas

Terracell Drop
Structures

10.0 LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT PLAN

Upon approval for close-out by the NC IRT, the Site will be transferred to a third party for long term
management as described in the NC EEP’s in lieu free instrument.

11.0 ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN

Upon completion of Site construction Restoration Systems will implement the post-construction
monitoring protocols previously defined in this document. Project maintenance will be performed as
described previously in this document. If, during the course of annual monitoring it is determined the
Site’s ability to achieve site performance standards are jeopardized, Restoration Systems will notify the
NC EEP of the need to develop a Plan of Corrective Action. The Plan of Corrective Action may be
prepared using in-house technical staff or may require engineering and consulting services. Once the
Corrective Action Plan is prepared and finalized Restoration Systems will complete the following.

1. Notify the NC EEP

2. Revise performance standards, maintenance requirements, and monitoring requirements as
necessary and/or required by the NC DWR/NC EEP.

3. Obtain other permits as necessary.

4. Implement the Corrective Action Plan.

5. Provide the NC EEP a Record Drawing of Corrective Actions. This document shall depict the
extent and nature of the work performed.

12.0 FINANCIAL ASSURANCES

As required by RFP # 16-005568 Restoration Systems will provide a performance bond for 100% of the
total value of the contract to be submitted with this document. This bond will remain in effect until the
successful completion of Task 6 (Baseline Monitoring Report Submittal). After the successful completion
of Task 6, the bond will be retired and a second bond for 25% of the total value of the contract will be
substituted for the first to cover the monitoring period. The monitoring phase performance bond may be
reduced concurrent with the payment schedule once the yearly deliverable is approved by EEP and credits
are released by the Interagency Review Team (IRT). Therefore, the monitoring phase performance bond
can be reduced after release of mitigation credit each monitoring year as follows.
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Release of Mitigation
Credit

Bond Value as % of
Total Contract Value

Monitoring Year 1 20%
Monitoring Year 2 18%
Monitoring Year 3 16%
Monitoring Year 4 14%
Monitoring Year 5 12%
Monitoring Year 6 10%

The monitoring phase performance bond will be maintained at 10% through Monitoring Year 7 and project

closeout until the final determination and release of mitigation credit by the IRT.
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13.0 CREDIT RELEASE SCHEDULE

All credit releases will be based on the total credit generated as reported by the as-built survey. The release
of project credits will be subject to the criteria described as follows.

Forested Wetlands Credits

Monitoring Year Credit Release Activity Interim Release Total Released

0 Initial Allocation — see requirements below 30% 30%

1 First year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 40%
standards are being met

2 Second year monitoring report demonstrates 10% 50%
performance standards are being met

3 Third year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 60%
standards are being met

4 Fourth year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 70%

standards are being met

Fifth year monitoring report demonstrates performance
standards are being met; Provided that all performance
standards are met, the IRT may allow the NCEEP to

5 discontinue hydrologic monitoring after the fifth year, 10% 80%
but vegetation monitoring must continue for an
additional two years after the fifth year for a total of
seven years.

Sixth year monitoring report demonstrates performance
standards are being met

Seventh year monitoring report demonstrates

7 performance standards are being met, and project has 10% 100%
received close-out approval

10% 90%

Stream Credits

Monitoring Credit Release Activity Interim Total Released
Year Release

0 Initial Allocation — see requirements below 30% 30%

1 First year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 40%
standards are being met

2 Second year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 50% (60%*)
standards are being met

3 Third year monl'torlng report demonstrates performance 10% 60% (70%)
standards are being met

4 Fourth year momtormg report demonstrates performance 506 65% (75%)
standards are being met

5 Fifth year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 75%
standards are being met 0 (85%%*)

6 Sixth year monitoring report demonstrates performance 504 80%
standards are being met 0 (90%)

7 Seventh year monitoring report demonstrates performance 10% 90%
standards are being met and project has received closeout approval 0 (100%0)

*For stream projects a reserve of 10% of a site’s total stream credits shall be released after two bank-full events have occurred, in separate years,
provided the channel is stable and all other performance standards are met. In the event that less than two bank-full events occur during the
monitoring period, release of these reserve credits shall be at the discretion of the IRT.

Initial Allocation of Released Credits
The initial allocation of released credits, as specified in the mitigation plan can be released by the NCEEP
without prior written approval of the DE upon satisfactory completion of the following activities.
a. Approval of the final Mitigation Plan
b. Recordation of the preservation mechanism, as well as a title opinion acceptable to the USACE
covering the property
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c¢. Completion of project construction (the initial physical and biological improvements to the mitigation
site) pursuant to the mitigation plan; Per the NCEEP Instrument, construction means that a mitigation
site has been constructed in its entirety, to include planting, and an as-built report has been produced.
As-built reports must be sealed by an engineer prior to project closeout, if appropriate but not prior to
the initial allocation of released credits.

d. Receipt of necessary DA permit authorization or written DA approval for projects where DA permit
issuance is not required.

Subsequent Credit Releases

All subsequent credit releases must be approved by the DE, in consultation with the IRT, based on a
determination that required performance standards have been achieved. For stream projects a reserve of
10% of a site’s total stream credits shall be released after two bank-full events have occurred, in separate
years, provided the channel is stable and all other performance standards are met. In the event that less than
two bank-full events occur during the monitoring period, release of these reserve credits shall be at the
discretion of the IRT. As projects approach milestones associated with credit release, the NCEEP will
submit a request for credit release to the DE along with documentation substantiating achievement of
criteria required for release to occur. This documentation will be included with the annual monitoring
report.
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(The road name changes to Greensboro-Chapel Hill Road at the Haw River)
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- Turn left onto Holman Mill Road (SR 2356) and travel 1.5 miles, ;;
- Turn left onto Major Hill Road (SR 2348) and the Site is on the left.
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~4-__L__ S
] >~
~ -~
|
[
BOTTOM OF
CHANNEL
POOL-TO-POOL SPACING (ft.)
(VARIES - SEE NOTE 1)
TYPICAL CHANNEL PROFILE

NOTES:

1. POOL-TO-POOL SPACING IS MEASURED FROM
CENTER OF POOL BEND TO CENTER OF POOL BEND.

POOL LENGTH

] HEAD OF
RIFFLE
TAIL OF, e /l HR1 /
; ~
RIFFLE ~Q LN / TALOF  #R2
DESIGN g . gt RIFFLE
CHANNEL / \\ @\@ Lipg . é/
3 &
@ <
2
3 R
S K g % /
o & T~ Fow —- \

R1

POOL LENGTH

TYPICAL CHANNEL PLAN VIEW

CHANNEL PLAN VIEW NOTES:

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL LAYOUT THE CHANNEL ALIGNMENT BY LOCATING
THE RADII AND SCRIBING THE CENTER LINE FOR EACH POOL BEND. THE
CONNECTING TANGENT SECTIONS SHALL COMPLETE THE LAYOUT OF THE CHANNEL.

2. FIELD ADJUSTMENTS OF THE ALIGNMENT MAY BE REQUIRED TO SAVE TREES
OR AVOID OBSTACLES. THE STAKE-OUT SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE CONSTRUCTION
MANAGER BEFORE CONSTRUCTION OF THE CHANNEL.

Axiom Environmental, Inc.

RESTORATION
SYSTEMS | LLC

NOTES/REVISIONS

Abbey Lamm
Restoration Site

Alamance County
North Carolina

PROPOSED DIMENSION,
PATTERN, AND PROFILE

15' MIN. . W bkf
VALLEY
SIDE SLOPE LIVE WILLOW
COIR FIBER
EROSION
5 CONTROL MATTING EfgggfﬁaN
1 Class A and
_ Cobble Stone ‘
21 [ [a
BANK SLOPE Nt
EXTEND STONE W
BED MATERIAL UP
CHANNEL BANK
TO 1/3 Driff W bt
TYPICAL RIFFLE CROSS-SECTION
Whpool
COIR FIBER
EROSION LIVE WILLOW
CONTROL MATTING STAKES
SEE NOTE 4 PROPOSED
PROPOSED FLOODPLAIN7
FLOODPLAIN
VARIES?
* MAX. 1:1 SLOPE
TYPICAL POOL CROSS-SECTION
CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION NOTES:
1. MATERIAL EXCAVATED FROM CHANNEL AND FLOODPLAIN SHALL BE
USED TO BACKFILL EXISTING CHANNEL.
2. BANK PROTECTION SHALL CONSIST OF NATURAL COIR FIBER MATTING.
3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUPPLY BED MATERIAL FOR THE ENTIRE BED
LENGTH OF EACH RIFFLE SECTION. THE BED MATERIAL SHALL CONSIST OF
A MIX OF CLASS B AND CLASS 1 STONE.
CROSS-SECTION DIMENSIONS
REACH Whkf (ft.) | Wbot (ft.) | Driff (ft.) Dthal (ft.) Dpool (ft.) Wpool (ft.) | Wthal (ft.)
Main Channel Sta 00+00 to 10+81 11.2 8.8 1.1 0.1 17 12.1 1.0
Main Channel Sta 10+81 to 32+58 121 97 11 0.1 1.8 13.2 1.0
Unnamed Tributaries 1 and 2 6.5 53 05 0.1 1.0 7.7 05
Unnamed Tributary 1A 6.0 5.0 04 0.1 0.8 74 0.5 Scale:
Unnamed Tributary 3 6.0 5.0 0.4 0.1 0.8 74 05 NA
Date:
June 2014
Project No.:

14-005

FIGURE NO.




LOG CROSS VANE
SCALE:NTS
PLAN VIEW
- -
= FLOW =
Py |
=
#57 STONE AND 5
CLASS 'A' RIP RAP/ - NOTES:
NATIVE CHANNEL FILTER FABRIC 1. HEADER AND FOOTER LOGS SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF 18"
MATERIAL LOG SILL DIAMETER AND SHALL BE A HARDWOOD SPECIES.
(FOOTER LOG MAY BE SUBSTITUTED WITH PINE)
2. A DOUBLE FOOTER LOG MAY BE REQUIRED IN SAND BED
STREAMS.
3. ALL STONES ARE TO BE STRUCTURE STONES.
|~ FILTER FABRIC 4. FILTER FABRIC SHALL BE PLACED ON THE UPSTREAM SIDE
HEADER LOG OF THE STRUCTURE TO PREVENT WASHOUT OF SEDIMENT
| THROUGH LOG GAPS. FILTER FABRIC SHALL EXTEND
FROM THE BOTTOM OF THE FOOTER TO THE FINISHED GRADE
ELEVATION AND SHALL BE PLACED THE ENTIRE LENGTH OF THE
STRUCTURE.
5. PERPENDICULAR ROOTWAD LOGS ARE REQUIRED IF THE LOG
VANE ARM DOES NOT HAVE A ROOTBALL TO TIE INTO THE BANK.
HEADER LOG
COIRLOG TOP OF BANK
CLASS 'A'RIP RAP / FLOW /_ (BANKFULL)
NATIVE CHANNEL —
MATERIAL
#57 STONE / NATIVE
EXISTING TOP OF BANK EXISTING CHANNEL MATERIAL
GROUND_L /—HEADER LOG (BANKFULL) GROUND
2 .
CORLOG FILTER STREAMBED
BACKFILLED AND COMPACTED, POOL FABRIG ELEVATION
WITH #57 STONE AND m
CLASS 'A' RIP RAP / NATIVE C_— < Z FOOTER LOG
CHANNEL MATERIAL
STREAMBED FILTER FABRIC -
ELEVATION w
FOOTER LOG
SECTION B-B
REACH ARM LENGTH (FT.) CHANNEL DEPTH (FT.)
Tributaries 1, 2, and 3 7 0.6-08
Main Channel 1 1.1-14

TE:
HEADER AND FOOTER STONES ARE LARGE, ANGULAR BOULDERS
MEASURING A MINIMUM OF 24" ALONG THE SHORTEST DIMENSION.

CHANNEL | CHANNEL

BANK
N

FOOTER
STONE - —_

PLAN VIEW

EXIST.
CHANNEL

HEADER

FOOTER
ELEVATION A-A STONE
, ARM LENGTH .
BACK FILL
HEADER STONE ‘ TO GRADE

FOOTER STONE

EXIST.
GROUND
ROCK FILL FILTER FABRIC
(#57 STONE)
WHERE NEEDED

PROFILE B-B

TYPICAL CROSS-VANE

N \
N \ CHANNEL
N BANK
\\ \
\ \

\ \
AI \ o \ IA
A \
CHANNEL \
BANK
LARGE

STONE

LOG VANE

FILTER
FABRIC

LARGE
STONE

NOTE:
FILTER FABRIC TOED IN AND DRAPED
ON UPSTREAM SIDE OF LOG VANE
PRIOR TO BACKFILL.

PLAN VIEW
—
SCALE: N.T.S.

TOP OF BANK

LOG VANE

C ek e
—

FILTER
FABRIC ‘—_m:l |

| === sotTOM OF
| :| | |E| | |EI CHANNEL
S =q=r

CROSS-SECTION A-A

SCALE: N.T.S.

TOP OF BANK

BANKFULL,

5
FLOW N

BOTTOM_OF_CH_ANNEL

FILTER
FABRIC

NOTE:
FILTER FABRIC TOED IN AND DRAPED

PROFILE B-B ON UPSTREAM SIDE OF LOG VANE
SCALE: N.T.S. PRIOR TO BACKFILL.
TYPICAL LOG VANE

Axiom Environmental, Inc.

RESTORATION
SYSTEMS | LLC
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Scale: FIGURE NO.
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WATER SURFACE

ELEVATION

TR TERRACELL

18 IN TERRACEL
S < SYNTHETIC GEOGRID

~ BR TERRACELI

PROFILE

RIP RAP
(SEE NOTES)

TERRACELL STRUCTURE NOTES:

1. CONTRACTOR WILL INSTALL 18-INCH TERRACELL SYNTHETIC GEOGRID AS PER THE MANUFACTURER'S
SPECIFICATIONS.

2. AT BOTTOM RIFFLE DOWNSTREAM FROM TERRACELL STRUCTURE THE POOL WILL BE ARMORED WITH
EROSION CONTROL FABRIC AND CLASS 1 RIP RAP OR OTHER SUITABLE MATERIAL.

18 IN TERRACELL
SYNTHETIC GEOGRID

FILTER CLOTH

Whbot 6.0 ft

CROSS-SECTION

TERRACELL STRUCTURE NOTES:

1. CONTRACTOR WILL INSTALL 18-INCH TERRACELL SYNTHETIC GEOGRID AS PER THE MANUFACTURER'S
SPECIFICATIONS.

2. ONCE THE SYNTHETIC GEOGRID HAS BEEN INSTALLED, GEOCELLS WILL BE BACKFILLED WITH GRAVEL
AND TOPSOIL AND PLANTED WITH EROSION CONTROL GRASSES AND WILLOW STAKES (S4LL N/IGRA).

Axiom Environmental, Inc.

TORATION
SYSTEMS | LLC

Stormwater
Wetland

Side Slope at 8 to 1

Stormwater
\V\Mland

Grade Base of
Wetland at 15 to 1

PROFILE

SECTION A-A

RIP RAP OUTLET

DITCH OR
PIPE INLET

MARSH TREATMENT AREA
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LEGEND

el [

Easement

Design Stream Channel
Major Topographic Line
Minor Topographic Line

Piedmont/Low Mountain Alluvial Forest

Dry-Mesic Oak Hickory Forest

Marsh Treatment Wetland
Streamside Assemblage

Building or Structure

Vegetation Association Piedmont{Low Mountain | Dry-Mesic Oak-Hickory Marsh Treatment Stream-side TOTAL
Alluvial Forest* Forest* Wetland** Assemblage**
Area (acres) 1.6 10.7 0.5 3.6 16.4
Species # planted® | % of total | # planted* | % of total | # planted** | % of total | # planted** | % oftotal | # planted
Red maple (Acer rubrum) 109 10 1091 15 1958 20 3158
Tag alder (Alnus serrulata) - 136 10 490 5 626
Riverbirch (Betula nigra) 109 10 - 490 5 599
Ironwood (Carpinus caroliniana) 1091 15 - 1091
Buttonbush (Cephalanthus occidentalis) - 272 20 - 272
Red bud (Cercis canadensis) 1091 15 1091
Sweet pepperbush (Clethra alnifolia) - 204 15 - 204
Silky dogwood (Cornus amomum) 109 10 - 204 15 1958 20 2271
Persimmon (Diospyros virginiana) 364 5 - 364
White ash (Fraxinus americana) 364 5 - 364
Green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica) 218 20 - 1958 20 2176
Inkberry (llex glabra) - 136 10 - 136
Tulip poplar (Liriodendron tulipifera) 109 10 - - 109
Sycamore (Platanus occidentalis) 218 20 - 1958 20 2176
Black gum (Nyssa sylvatica ) 1091 15 - 1091
Water oak (Quercus nigra) 109 10 1091 15 - 1200
Willow oak (Quercus phellos) 109 10 1091 15 - 1200
Black willow (Salix nigra ) - 979 10 979
Elderberry (Sambucus canadensis) - 272 20 - 272
Possumhaw (Viburnum nudum) - 136 10 - 136
TOTAL] 1090 100 7274 100 1360 100 9791 100 19,515

* Planted at a density of 680 stems/acre.

** Planted at a density of 2720 stems/acre.

Axiom Environmental, Inc.

RESTORATION
SYSTEMS | LLC

NOTES/REVISIONS

Abbey Lamm
Restoration Site

Alamance County
North Carolina

PLANTING PLAN

Scale:

Date:
June 2014

0 100 200

e ™

SCALE IN FEET

Project No.:

14-005

FIGURE NO.

9




Appendix B
Existing Stream Data

Figure B1. Cross-section Locations
Existing Stream Data

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Appendices
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina
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Cross Section

Elevation (ft)

96

95

94

93

92

91

90

Tributary 1 - XS 4 Riffle ---

™N

20 30 40

section: i TN REP.CX}

description: U MIVIETA RS EF 3

height of instrument (ft): (S [N

notes

omit | distance
ot. (i)
L] (]
7.905768
12.55207
16.82045
21.72135
25.98599
29.06025
31.25332
32.69819
33.76238
36.30518
38.48172
40.36022
46.06041
56.59624
67.27498

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

50 60 70

Cross Section

Elevation (ft)

94.5

Tributary 1 - XS 6 Riffle ---

%4

93.5

93

92.5

92

91.5

91

LY

90.5

90

20 30 40 50 60 70

description:
height of instrument (ft):

FS FS
(ft) elevation bankfull
UNEaPPEN 95.22878
LIRETPLEN 94.66274 91.34

FS
top of bank|

LGEETAEN 94.31328

(NgfERPN 93.22147 [dimensions

ERIERIA 92662 3.5 x-section area 0.6 d mean
CRAEKRERS 91.78062 59 width 6.4 wet P
8.225251 EARILIE) 1.1 d max 0.6 hyd radi
CREEPELN 91.0117 1.5 bank ht 10.0 w/d ratio
ENEEEELN 90.26111 6.0 W flood prone area 1.0 ent ratio
CICLPPERN 90.34377

CICEREEIN 91.36816 hydraulics

PP ELIS 92.1776 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)

yrkilrd 92.7761 0.0

discharge rate, Q (cfs)

(R:EETPA 93.16438 0.00

shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

CRYEELRN 93.52145 0.00

shear velocity (ft/sec)

(WAPLYE 93.78758 0.000

unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

0.00  |Froude number
0.0 friction factor w/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)

[check from

channel material

0

measured D84 (mm)

0.0

relative roughness I 0.0

[ fric. factor

0.000

Manning's n from channel material

notes

omit
pt.
.

distance
(ft)

(]
8.937948
15.94674
22.35467
27.00429
31.10768
33.49189
34.67717
35.95351
42.61888

47.6046

53.4413
61.49982
73.7066

FS

80
Width from River Left to Right (ft)
§ Tributary 1 - XS 6
Riffle
Tributary 1 - XS 6
100.00
FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) "n"

(ft)
6.106639
6.608903
6.675004
6.970865
8.226186
9.171614

9.61269
9.810825
9.463133
9.090011
8.489469
7.985931
7.936165
7.340298

93.89336

7.99
93.3911 90.92 92.01

93.325

93.02914 [dimensions
91.77381 3.5 x-section area 0.3 d mean
90.82839 12.0  |width 121 wet P
90.38731 0.7 d max 0.3 hyd radi
90.18918 1.8 bank ht 40.7 w/d ratio
90.53687 22.0 |W flood prone area 1.8 ent ratio
90.90999
91.51053 hydraulics
92.01407 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
92.06384 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
92.6597 0.00 |shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number
0.0 friction factor w/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)
[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness I 0.0 [ fric. factor

0.000 _[Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section Cross Section

Tributary 1 - XS 10 Riffle — Tributary 1 - XS 14 Riffle —

Elevation (ft)

Elevation (ft)

40 50

0 10 20

Width from River Left to Right (ft) V\ﬁgth from Rive??&ﬂ to Right H‘H

H Tributary 1 - XS 10 Tributary 1 - XS 14
Riffle Riffle

description: UM ERA R CR 1) description: [N ERA R ERE ]
height of instrument ( 100.00 height of instrument (ft): (S LX)

istance FS FS FS W fpa channel [ Manning's i It FS FS W fpa channel [ Manning's
notes D (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank| (ft) slope (%) "n" b elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) "n
L (] ECEZYIRN 92.36574 10.6 CRGLEERN 90.53484 12.41

9.415357 || 8.57996  [EIRPIY] 88.73 89.4 m [ 11.42337 | 10.8806 HEENEEH 86.44 87.59
19.66814 | 9.314515 JRIILTL] PERVEELMRENZELRN 88.25138

-

(] -

W | 26.29286 | 9.534623 JEIILKE] [dimensions B[ 131.19056 | 12.41406 [EyES:Ir]

m | [130.29181 | 10.33187 EENIIE] 3.5 x-section area 0.9 d mean W[ [32.91632 || 14.58585 RN 3.5 x-section area 0.8 d mean
L] 33.1237  10.68935 [ERKIV:L) 4.0 width 52 wet P W) 34.26721 | 14.62036 KIRYLLE] 4.6 width 5.4 wet P
| | 34.57326 | 12.57265 KIEVALH 1.3 d max 0.7 hyd radi W 3523411 | 14.49449 ELEEH] 1.1 d max 0.6 hyd radi
" 35.8502 | 12.47164 KIRviKl 2.0 bank ht 4.7 w/d ratio W[ 138.55216 | 12.39114 EyA:LE 2.2 bank ht 6.1 w/d ratio
m [ 36.61208 | 1231556 | eI 27.0 _|W flood prone area 6.7 ent ratio m| | 4533585 | 11.73213 |[EERLIEY 7.0 W flood prone area 1.5 ent ratio
m | | 37.24485 || 11.34728 A W[ 156.04991 | [11.15798 | |[EEEZFE]

W 40.77603 10.60832 |EEEEIT] hydraulics = 1 68.84464 | 10.67561 |EEIRFXEE] hydraulics

= | 47.60653  10.58648 K:CRAKIY) 0.0 velocity (ft/sec) - 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)

m | [57.45464 | 9.841251 ENELTE] 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs) L] 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)

m | 65.56133 | 9.482393 VEHV(H 0.00 |shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq) L] 0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

m  74.06978 8.722661 AWMILKL) 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec) - 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)

w | 85.11271 | 8.157264 EIRZVIL) 0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec) L] 0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

L] 0.00  |Froude number L) 0.00  |Froude number

- 0.0 friction factor w/u*® L] 0.0 friction factor w/u*

L] 90 threshold grain size (mm) L} 00 threshold grain size (mm)

u -

- [check from channel material - [check from channel material

L] 0 measured D84 (mm) L] 0 measured D84 (mm)

L] 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor L) 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
- 0.000 [Manning's n from channel material L] 0.000 [Manning's n from channel material

(] []




Cross Section

84

Tributary 1 - XS 19 Riffle —

83.5

83

N

Elevation (ft)

82.5

el

”

82

/
/
/
=3

81.5

description:
height of instrument (ft):

omit
notes | pt.
(]

distance
(ft)

(]
4.232279
7.221334
8.888977
10.34437
10.81274
12.22815
14.46579

17.1603
19.27071

FS
(ft)
16.30935
16.60177
16.72488
17.35141
18.13078
18.142
18.04303
16.84074
16.72599
16.25712

10

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

Tributary 1 - XS 19

Tributary 1 - XS 19

100.00

15 20

25

Cross Section

Tributary 1 - XS 26 Riffle —

description:
height of instrument (ft):

elevation
83.69065

FS

FS W fpa channel

bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%)

16.84

Manning's
[

83.39823 82.85 83.16
83.27512
82.64859 [dimensions
81.86922 3.5 x-section area 0.6 d mean

81.858 55 width 6.0 wet P
81.95697 1.0 d max 0.6 hyd radi
83.15926 1.3 bank ht 8.9 w/d ratio
83.27401 20.0 |W flood prone area 3.6 ent ratio
83.74288

hydraulics

0.0 velocity (ft/sec)

0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)

0.00

shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

0.00

shear velocity (ft/sec)

0.000

unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

0.00

Froude number

0.0 friction factor w/u*

90 threshold grain size (mm)

[check from

channel material

0

measured D84 (mm)

0.0

relative roughness I 0.0

[ fric. factor

0.000

Manning's n from channel material

omit | distance
notes | pt. (ft)
[ (]
3.296729
4.748717
6.67959
8.574008
10.31937
12.50686
16.26917

FS

6 8 10 12 14 16 18
Width from River Left to Right (ft)
§ Tributary 1 - XS 26
Riffle
Tributary 1 - XS 26
100.00
FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's

(ft)
18.11605
18.49138
18.48659
19.07382
19.47725
19.39544
18.50786
18.08574

elevation bankfull |top of bank| (ft) slope (%)
81.88395

18.49
81.50862 81.35 81.51

81.51341

n'

80.92618 [dimensions
80.52275 3.5 x-section area 0.5 d mean
80.60456 6.9 width 71 wet P
81.49214 0.8 d max 0.5 hyd radi
81.91426 1.0 bank ht 13.3 w/d ratio
20.0 |W flood prone area 29 ent ratio
hydraulics

0.0 velocity (ft/sec)

0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)

0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)

0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

0.00  |Froude number

0.0 friction factor w/u*

90 threshold grain size (mm)

[check from channel material

0 measured D84 (mm)

0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor

0.000 [Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 55 Riffle ---

Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 65 Riffle ---

23 91.5
91
92.5
90.5
Fg 92 E’ 90
5 o5 g 895
rr IR e s o o e s /{ w *
89
o N ~ / 885 z
b h 4
90.5 88
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Width from River Left to Right (ft) Width from River Left to Right (ft)
section: I ELPES G section: I ELPEP CY
LESE el Tributary 2 - XS 55 description: RITNERWFES.CX L)
height of instrument (ft): B ([X1 1) height of instrument (ft): B ([A1[1)
omit| distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's omit| distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
notes pt. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull [top of bank| (ft) slope (%) "n" notes | pt. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull [top of bank| (ft) slope (%) "n"
] 0 CRRELEEEN 91.64502 8.52 0 EYEDLEN 89.62492 10.82
W || 7.914137 | 8.517248 EIR-Iva6) 91.43 91.48 8.519042  10.8317 [EiENletxyl 88.9 89.18
M| 10.70368  9.004252 R LYY 14.3065 | 10.82136 i NNL:SH)
N 12.50196 = 9.27836 ENONPALZ) dimensions 18.39483 || 11.37465 |[KLXVoKE dimensions
B 13.66711 9.213601 JEelON£IZ) 3.8 x-section area 0.5 d mean PAR-TPIABIN AR PETAS 88.47123 3.8 x-section area 0.3 d mean
H1[14.67421 | 9.319437 EEONGH{L) 8.4 width 8.6 wet P 23.12338 | 11.63152 KRSl 1.5 width 11.6 wet P
M| 16.79555 | 8.495247 KV 0.7 d max 0.4 hyd radi PR ERETSIN RS PEZ N 88.43766 0.5 d max 0.3 hyd radi
M 20.19617 | 8.001405 EESNRSEL 0.8 bank ht 18.6 w/d ratio 28.95108 10.88808 KNk 0.8 bank ht 34.6 w/d ratio
LIk kM O T2 Ll 92.53655 34.0 |W flood prone area 4.1 ent ratio 33.03916  10.4838 pEEKy[o7] 29.0  |W flood prone area 25 ent ratio
L 38.6717 | 9.121371 |El0X:1L0eK)
] hydraulics hydraulics
u 0.0 velocity (ft/sec) 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
L] 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs) 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
L] 0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq) 0.00 |shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
u 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec) 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
] 0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec) 0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
u 0.00 |Froude number 0.00  |Froude number
[ ] 0.0 friction factor u/u* 0.0 friction factor u/u*
] 00 threshold grain size (mm) 00 threshold grain size (mm)
(]
] check from channel material check from channel material
L] 0 measured D84 (mm) 0 measured D84 (mm)
] 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
] 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material
n




Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 74 Riffle ---

Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 84 Riffle ---

1
/
f
/
/
1

0

7.096271

13.7456
19.17413
20.65999
22.70537
23.90491

26.7235
29.62565
34.38599

13.98693
14.49348
14.51359
14.5135
15.08436
15.44038
15.16035
14.95643
14.49014
14.14268

86.01307 14.64 14.51
85.50652 85.36 85.49
85.48641
85.4865 dimensions
84.91564 38 x-section area 0.4 d mean
84.55962 9.2 width 9.4 wet P
84.83965 0.8 d max 04 hyd radi
85.04358 0.9 bank ht 221 w/d ratio
85.50986 36.0 W flood prone area 3.9 ent ratio
85.85732
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)
check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material

)

86.4
86.2
86
85.8 A
£ 856 s =
S 854 udf Z’
§ 852 \ S
Yoes \ &
84.8 —
84.6 £
84.4
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Width from River Left to Right (ft) Width frdf River Left to
EEe ()] Tributary 2 - XS 74 EEe(e)i4 Tributary 2 - XS 84
iffle
description: [N ERPED E LS descriptio ributary 2 - XS 84
height of instrument (ft): S5 [ height of instrument (ft): S5 (11
distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's FS
D (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n" elevation bankfull

R[N 83.13304

FS W fpa
top of bank (ft)
17.2

channel | Manning's
slope (%) "n"

AL VAR YA TONRE 82.92987 82.65 82.8

15.27127 | 17.20276 KrALIPZ

18.98554 | 17.8964 |[EE:yALK]) dimensions

PARDEYCSIN RPN 81.30888 38 x-section area 0.5 d mean

22.27223  17.54808 KYZLYEK] 71 width 78 wet P

24.96268  16.97478 K:RXWivy) 13 d max 0.5 hyd radi

ELOCERERI R DENEN 83.89892 15 bank ht 135 w/d ratio
W flood prone area 5.6 ent ratio

hydraulics

0.0

velocity (ft/sec)

0.0

discharge rate, Q (cfs)

0.00

shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

0.00

shear velocity (ft/sec)

0.000

unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

0.00

Froude number

0.0

friction factor u/u*

90

threshold grain size (mm)

check from

channel material

0

measured D84 (mm)

0.0

relative roughness

0.0

[ fric. factor

0.000

Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 91 Riffle ---

Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 283 Riffle ---

82
81.5
= i _ 129
z e o8 Siass 1\
s \ s
§ 805 X o~ E 128 \
w \ w1275
\ /
80 1
™ /
79.5
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 30 40 50
Width from River Left to Right (ft) Width from River Left to Right (ft)
()4 Tributary 2 - XS 91 Ee(e)4 Tributary 2 - XS 283
ffle Riffle
description: (Ui ERPED CX: 1| descriptio ributary 2 - XS 283
height of instrument (ft): IR0 height of instrument (ft): BSRLO0
distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
pt. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n" pt. elevation bankfull |top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n"
[ ] 0 18.443 81.557 19.41 19.13 u LEPEEN 129.9231 -26.91 -27.84 16.0
CRPC LR EPA ERZEEEN 81.15017 80.59 80.87 m| | 4812177 | -27.26406 [KAF 126.905 127.84
M| | 8.390569 | 19.12753 K:lK:I1¢Zy m| | 9.030998  -26.36795 PRI
W 9661611  20.11535 EEKIZIH dimensions H| | 14.39605 -26.87699 EVPIX:y44 dimensions
= 12.04241 20.28841 WENANEC] 38 x-section area 0.4 d mean m| || 17.35929  -26.59911 yPAKtelel] 3.8 x-section area 0.2 d mean
m 112.93266 | 19.99449 [ElKe[olEy] 9.5 width 9.9 wet P L] 21.8 =26.71548 RPINAEH 156  |width 15.7 wet P
M 114.71558 | 19.5198 [E:IE:(\ 0.9 d max 0.4 hyd radi W 23.29933 -27.83793 PIKKIL] 0.5 d max 0.2 hyd radi
M| 17.33166 | 19.53112 [E[ORALEE] 1.2 bank ht 235 w/d ratio m | 31.1207 | -27.96143 RPIKTNE) 1.5 bank ht 63.4 w/d ratio
m| [ 21.35694 19.00144 ENELLEE 27.0 |W flood prone area 28 ent ratio m 3598195 -28.45238 EFIEEPZ] 16.0  |W flood prone area 1.0 ent ratio
B[ 125.55734 | 18.74641 EXIPEEES m[1[41.68378 | -28.5071 KFEEA]
[ ] hydraulics = |145.0887 | -28.09474 [EFIXrY hydraulics
] 0.0 velocity (ft/sec) m[1[46.25212 | -27.1436 RPAALK 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
L] 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs) 7| 48.98228  -27.09798 MNP 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
] 0.00 |shear stress ((lbs/ft sq) m11[51.45968 | -27.18187 IPAALIE] 0.00 |[shear stress ((lbs/ft sq)
L] 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec) ™| 55.29918 | -28.38467 IPLKILY4 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
u 0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec) ri[][64.16694 | -28.87262 PLERI¥I 0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec)
L] 0.00 Froude number T [ 73.61705 -30.03123 KNP 0.00 Froude number
L] 0.0 friction factor u/u* u 0.0 friction factor u/u*
[ ] [E] threshold grain size (mm) ] 00 threshold grain size (mm)
L] []
L] check from channel material L] check from channel material
L] 0 measured D84 (mm) u 0 measured D84 (mm)
u 0.0 relative roughness 0.0 | fric. factor L] 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
] 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material [ ] 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material
] L]




132.5
132
131.5

Q

2130.5

Elevation (ft)
@
S

129.5
129

Tributary 2 - XS 289 Riffle ---

T

5

>~

N

/

128.5
0

section:

description:
height of instrument (ft):

20

30

40 50 60

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

Tributary 2 - XS 289

Tributary 2 - XS 289

70

a

distance
(ft)

0
9.966177
13.35235
17.19135
18.97954
21.10148
29.62709
38.30408
44.01827
48.31303

52.2685
55.42202
57.29571
59.30148
61.24518

62.97049
66.51969

FS
(ft)
-30.82617
-30.30256
-20.24513
-20.5674
-29.65632
-30.74018
-30.99673
-30.90545
-30.794
-30.28236
-30.1282
-20.56213
-20.08228
2017186
-20.68992
-31.35648
-32.14242

elevation

FS

bankfull

FS W fpa channel
top of bank (ft) slope (%)

Manning's
s

130.8262 -29.98 -30.3
130.3026 129.98 130.3
129.2451
129.5674 dimensions
129.6563 38 x-section area 0.4 d mean
8.6 width 8.8 wet P
0.9 d max 0.4 hyd radi
12 bank ht 19.4 w/d ratio
24.0 W flood prone area 2.8 ent ratio
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 shear stress ((lbs/ft sq)
0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)
check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

138

Tributary 2 - XS 305 Riffle ---

137.5

137

136.5

136

Elevation (ft)

Elevation (ft)

135.5

N

135

A

134.5

15

Riffle

height of instrument (ft):

20

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

Tributary 2 - XS 305

Tributary 2 - XS 305

100.00

145

144.5

o=
o R

N
@

142.5

142

1415

Cross Section

Tributary 2 - XS 318 Riffle ---

N

™\

N

omit| distance
notes Dt.

elevation
137.3397
136.8832

bankfull [top of bank|
-35.49

135.6424

134.9578 dimensions

134.7982 3.8

134.9955 9.2

135.6715 0.7

137.1838 21

137.7954 15.0 |W flood prone area

hydraulics

0.0
0.0
0.00
0.00
0.000
0.00
0.0
00

discharge rate, Q (cfs)

shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
shear velocity (ft/sec)

unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

threshold grain size (mm)

check from

0
0.0
0.000

measured D84 (mm)

Manning's n from channel material

15

H Tributary 2 - XS 318

H Tributary 2 - XS 318
height of instrument (ft):

20 25

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

omit| distance
pt.

3

S

bankfull [top of bank|

-42.8

dimensions

3.8

x-section area

8.3 width
0.7 d max
0.7 bank ht
21.0  |W flood prone area
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00 |Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)
check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 [relative roughness |
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material

LI BE R DL RE IR RIC RAE R WEE REC R DOE RC RIE RAC R BE BB I D<)




Cross Section

Elevation (ft)

79.5
79
78.5
78
77.5
7
76.5
76
75.5
75

Mainstem - XS 103 Riffle ---

="

20

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

30

EEe(e)iH Mainstem - XS 103

iffle

description:
height of instrument (ft):

100.00

Mainstem - XS 103

40 50 60 70

Cross Section

Mainstem - XS 110 Riffle ---

Elevation (ft)

distance
(ft)
0

7.447971

14.4913
21.65233
23.79514
26.56773
28.87551

30.9843
35.12029
37.17251
39.28437
42.29309
51.78644
61.64877

FS
(ft)
20.74626
22.10031
22.34161
23.37291
23.89459
24.29536
24.35315
24.42403
23.55363
23.18816
22.23311
21.89915
21.7724
21.33179

FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
elevation bankfull |top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n"
79.25374 23.315 22.34
77.89969 76.685 77.66
77.65839
76.6271 dimensions
76.10541 104  [x-section area 0.7 d mean
75.70464 15.2  |width 15.4 wet P
75.64685 1.1 d max 0.7 hyd radi
75.57597 21 bank ht 223 w/d ratio
76.44637 29.0 W flood prone area 1.9 ent ratio
76.81185
77.76689 hydraulics
78.10085 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
78.2276 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
78.66821 0.00 shear stress ((lbs/ft sq)
0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)
check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material

elevation
vAEZIKES 76.55966
VAL ERE RV ERAREEN 76.28651

30

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

FS
bankfull
23.73

FS
top of bank
23.61

Manning's
e

15.92732 23.61249 RLKEIEY

18.44974 | 25.37538 WLX¥LY]

19.48038 25.41897 WEXXA(E]
PARZY g (R LR YRR 74.55577
P62 R Y2 75.69326
28.09107 23.69042 {IIVLY]
35.28481 23.17741 R{XY¥EH

LTk PR A2 76.88996

EYREETXR PN LY 77.28376

dimensions
104  [x-section area 0.9 d mean
11.7  |width 125 wet P
1.7 d max 0.8 hyd radi
1.8 bank ht 13.2 w/d ratio
74.0 W flood prone area 6.3 ent ratio
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 shear stress ((lbs/ft sq)
0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm)

check from

channel material

0
0.0
0.000

measured D84 (mm)

relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor

Manning's n from channel material

HEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE NN




Cross Section Cross Section

Mainstem - XS 121 Riffle --- Mainstem - XS 133 Riffle ---
77
76.5
76
P

£ 755 _

< - e - g

£ 75 y 5

g / 2

2745 \ S

\ / o

74 \ £
./
735 2
73
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Width from River Left to Right (ft) 15 Width frofiRiver Left toRight (ft) 20 35 40 45
section: | EIHEE I EPCRPA] section: |'EIHECIEP CRkk]
descriptiol
height of instrument (ft): height of instrument (ft):
distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's FS Manning's
p (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n" elevation "n"

0 PN (EEN 75.29911 25
8.564198 24.89479 LRIV 75.005 75
24.46514 | 24.88139 NEREED)]

PL BN 73.92692
ERZEY KRNI LA VEE 74.10877
19.17929 26.26408 WENELCK]

35.78083 25.20522 WELNELYL] dimensions 22.68437 26.87023 KRV dimensions
40.33862 25.36056 WEXKICL) 10.4 x-section area 0.5 d mean 25.14036 27.27597 WRPLIK] 10.4 x-section area 0.5 d mean
43.43419 | 26.29956 IEN(LY 209 |width 214 wet P 27.35566 27.03551 W@ALLEY] 228  |width 23.0 wet P
45.68309 26.50759 WEEIPLY| 15 d max 0.5 hyd radi PLN( 7y R 73.6002 1.2 d max 0.5 hyd radi
EEELPLLVI N PI A 74.97319 15 bank ht 420 w/d ratio 32.65011 26.23109 WENLEE]] 1.2 bank ht 50.1 w/d ratio
55.6019 24.39837 LXK 75.0 W flood prone area 3.6 ent ratio RLRLTTT LR LT 73.83004 75.0 W flood prone area 33 ent ratio
62.58873 23.6109 [EIECKE] CONCIERRIPLPAEEYE 7478146

hydraulics hydraulics

0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
[E] threshold grain size (mm)

0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 shear stress ((lbs/ft sq)
0.00 shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u*
[E] threshold grain size (mm)

check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material

check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

Mainstem - XS 150 Riffle ---

Cross Section

Mainstem - XS 165 Riffle ---

725 ; 715
' 71
& = 70.5
= 715 = = 70
< N / 695
g N N & 2
g >< g 69
w705 - o 685 A
" . 68 N 4
y A
4 67.5
69.5 67
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Width from River Left to Right (ft) Width from River Left to Right (ft)
section: | ETHEEED CRET section: |'EIHE I EP G
Riffle
description: [ ETE ETHES ERET) description: [ ETHE E RS ER ]
height of instrument (ft): IS LI height of instrument (ft): IS LI
distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
(ft) (ft) elevation bankfull [top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n" A (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull [top of bank (ft) slope (%) "n"
0 PEEEENEN 71.51495 29.185 29.185 50.0 [ ] 0 vLXLgPA] 70.91228 31.06 31.06
m| [9.622209 | 29.40852 EEEIET 70.815 70.815 m| || 7.572763 || 30.08253 EXIZY
m| 117.66222 | 29.75148 N WZtlvi m | 11.26592 || 30.81702 JREPLL]
W[ 120.42919 | 29.97282 (Nvi4ld dimensions W |1 14.40964 || 31.57846 QI EPAEY] dimensions
LI By £ L O L ER 69.91057 10.4 x-section area 0.4 d mean = | 16.50818 32.4551 67.5449 104 x-section area 0.7 d mean
m[122.61012 | 30.25813 NNLAEY4 26.5  |width 26.7 wet P LIS E P ZE R LEE RN 67.90451 14.1  |width 14.6 wet P
B 23.87964 29.7885 HN(WAKH] 1.1 d max 0.4 hyd radi = 21.24569 32.2489 MYNEIN 14 d max 0.7 hyd radi
W[ [127.96697 | 29.34857 WALEK] 1.1 bank ht 67.5 w/d ratio W[ |23.53521 || 31.44901 HtRIs{oleke] 14 bank ht 19.2 w/d ratio
= 36.84989 29.10007 [E{VK:Iitick] 50.0 W flood prone area 1.9 ent ratio m | 30.0399 30.56123 KCEELIA4 31.0 W flood prone area 22 ent ratio
| 14340121 | 28.35291 AN m[|[36.15161 || 29.76674 EOWEEF
m ] 148:25483 | 27.99554 AT hydraulics m[|[744.1849 |[29.39686 XY hydraulics
L] 0.0 velocity (ft/sec) L} 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
] 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs) L} 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
L] 0.00 |shear stress ((lbs/ft sq) = 0.00 |[shear stress ((lbs/ft sq)
] 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec) L} 0.00 [shear velocity (ft/sec)
| 0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec) L} 0.000 |unit stream power (lbs/ft/sec)
- 0.00 Froude number ] 0.00 Froude number
L] 0.0 friction factor u/u* - 0.0 friction factor u/u*
] [E] threshold grain size (mm) ] 00 threshold grain size (mm)
u ]
= check from channel material [ ] check from channel material
] 0 measured D84 (mm) L} 0 measured D84 (mm)
n 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor - 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
] 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material - 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material
[ ] ]




Mainstem - XS 322 Riffle ---

Mainstem - XS 334 Riffle --

7 69
68
70
= 67
69 = ~ £ 66 -
g ~ £ S=
Tg/ o z o v
-.E 68 — l’, '.E N 7
2 64
L6 u \
/ 63
/
66 62
65 61
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Width from River Left to Right (ft) Width from River Left to Right (ft)
section: [|/IE section: [|/IE
Riffle Riffle
description: description:
height of instrument (ft): 00.00 height of instrument (ft): 00.00
omit| distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's omit| distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
notes t. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull [top of bank| (ft) slope (%) "n" notes pt. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull [top of bank| (ft) slope (%) "n"
0 WEYELH 69.51284 32.84 32.36 0 LR 66.76592 35.96 34.89
8.8469 846 68.61533 67.16 67.64 879 JNEREEN 65.80601 64.04 65.11
8.44066 6 67.74327 9.79406 89 65.10768
0 60 66.63958 dimensions 9194 VLN 62.79716 dimensions
9 65.90367 10.4  [x-section area 0.9 d mean 6.8084 CEEZLN 62.16154 10.4  [x-section area 1.2 d mean
9 65.93494 1.7 width 12.3 wet P 8.1438 9 62.22046 8.7 width 9.8 wet P
0.036 65.90812 1.3 d max 0.8 hyd radi 9.30729 6.799 63.20023 1.9 d max 1.1 hyd radi
8 JaEN 67.92231 1.7 bank ht 13.3 w/d ratio 8856 420 65.75798 2.9 bank ht 7.4 w/d ratio
6.39776 8 68.86187 24.0  |W flood prone area 2.0 ent ratio 9.004 0939 66.90608 23.0  |W flood prone area 2.6 ent ratio
958 JEDENER 69.69692 6 98 688 68.31148
8 6 W OEERN 70.59811 hydraulics hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec) 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs) 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 |shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq) 0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec) 0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec) 0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number 0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u* 0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm) 00 threshold grain size (mm)
check from channel material check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm) 0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 [relative roughness [ 0.0 [ fric. factor 0.0 [relative roughness [ 0.0 [ fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material




Mainstem - XS 341 Riffle —

Mainstem - XS 355 Riffle —

68 68
67 67 X
66 1)
66 \
= 65 N
E 65 E e \
2 c
S 6 / £ 63 \
w 8 62
63 w
61
62 <> 60 £
61 59
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 58
Width from River Leftto Right (ft) 0 5 10 Widlth from RiveLeftto Right (&P 30 35 40
section [TENEE EE Mainstem-XS355 |
Riffle Riffle
description: description:
height of instrument (ft): 00.00 height of instrument (ft): 00.00
omit| distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's omit| distance FS FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
notes t. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) "n" notes t. (ft) (ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank| (ft) slope (%) "n"
0 664 67.23354 36.84 34.59 0 664 67.23354 40.02 38.81
6.665164 4.4466 65.5534 63.16 65.41 80 61.94594 59.98 61.19
99 8 62.77163 6349 59.51959
8.93818 030 62.96924 dimensions 9 59.12209 dimensions
0 :L3| 62.56706 104  |x-section area 0.6 d mean 9 59.12763 104  |x-section area 0.7 d mean
08 8.09 61.90458 17.0  |width 175 wet P 6.2709 59.15888 14.7  |width 15.0 wet P
626 8 61.95541 1.3 d max 0.6 hyd radi 9.3968 59.26272 0.9 d max 0.7 hyd radi
6.56246 62.00144 35 bank ht 27.9 w/d ratio 40129 59.76418 21 bank ht 20.9 w/d ratio
9.1096 63.15005 220 |W flood prone area 1.3 ent ratio 016 R APLEN 61.18716 17.0 W flood prone area 1.2 ent ratio
6 64.57308 06 8 61.65253
08 65.4152 hydraulics 9 8 62.1859 hydraulics
8.98 65.63917 0.0 velocity (ft/sec) 6416 6.8 63.15446 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
8 e 66.29244 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs) 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 [shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq) 0.00 [shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00  [shear velocity (ft/sec) 0.00 ([shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec) 0.000 |unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00 Froude number 0.00 Froude number
0.0 friction factor u/u* 0.0 friction factor u/u*
00 threshold grain size (mm) 00 threshold grain size (mm)
check from channel check from channel
0 measured D84 (mm) 0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor 0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material 0.000 |Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

Tributary 3 - XS 192 Riffle ---

73

Elevation (ft)

725

72

0 5 10 15

height of instrument (ft): (S [N

20

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

Tributary 3 - XS 192

LEEC (o Tributary 3 - XS 192

25 30 35 40

Cross Section

Tributary 3 - XS 208 Riffle -—

Elevation (ft)

15

description:

height of instrument (ft): (S LX)

omit | distance FS
notes pt. (ft) (ft)
[ ] 0 26.22581
8.20939  26.6182

elevation
73.77419
73.3818

FS
bankfull

FS
top of bank| (ft)
26.76

slope (%) n

14.09174 | 26.75693 EE¥ZEY

18.07698 27.50986
21.46834 27.79431
25.2855 26.80269
31.35641 26.13791
37.14767 25.63555

72.49014
72.20569
73.19731
73.8621

74.36445

72.82 73.24
[dimensions
26 x-section area 0.3 d mean
7.5 width 7.6 wet P
0.6 d max 0.3 hyd radi
1.0 bank ht 215 w/d ratio
20.0 |W flood prone area 27 ent ratio

hydraulics

0.0
0.0
0.00
0.00
0.000
0.00
0.0
90

velocity (ft/sec)

discharge rate, Q (cfs)

shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

shear velocity (ft/sec)

unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)

Froude number

friction factor w/u*

threshold grain size (mm)

[check from

channel material

0
0.0
0.000

measured D84 (mm)

relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor

Manning's n from channel material

20

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

Tributary 3 - XS 208

25

elevation
77.75671

22.24329

8.106181 22.47421

FS

bankfull

23.45

FS
top of bank| (ft)
23.45

slope (%) n

16.26999 22.86868

22.46064 23.19396

25.5568
27.77337
28.79772
30.52101
35.78445

23.46268
24.59012
24.26061
22.69824
21.83407

77.52579 76.55 76.55
77.13132
76.80604 1S
76.53732 26 x-section area 0.6 d mean
75.40988 4.3 width 4.9 wet P
75.73939 1.1 d max 0.5 hyd radi
77.30176 1.1 bank ht 6.9 w/d ratio
78.16593 30.0  |W flood prone area 7.0 ent ratio
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number
0.0 friction factor w/u*
90 threshold grain size (mm)
[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 _[Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

82

Tributary 3 - XS 219 Riffle ---

81.5

81

80.5

Elevation (ft)

80

79.5

79

20 25

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

section: i TNELEEP.CRAL]

height of instrument (ft):

description: [N ERERED.C AL
100.00

distance
(ft)
(]

omit

notes pt.

8.112873
12.49955
16.16673
22.31965

25.407
27.8969

45.3181

29.57754
31.32737
33.52801
39.37854

30 40

45 50

Cross Section

Tributary 3 - XS 235 Riffle -—

Elevation (ft)

4 Tributary 3 - XS 235

description:
height of instrument (ft):

FS FS FS W fpa
(ft) elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) n'
(ERELOEN 81.41394 20.01
(ENZEZLR 80.95655 79.78 79.99
WERELLE  80.6635
19.96978 :Nklr] [dimensions
PLREPETS 79.86713 26 x-section area 0.4 d mean
PORIRDER 79.9891 6.4 width 6.5 wet P
PORRIGN 79.23684 0.6 d max 0.4 hyd radi
vIRGEREN 79.18467 0.8 bank ht 15.8 w/d ratio
PIRKEEEN 79.36886 21.0 _|W flood prone area 3.3 ent ratio
(ER:PIZEN 80.17357
(EXEEIE 80.9364 hydraulics
yEIREEERN 81.60162 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number
0.0 [friction factor w/u*
90 threshold grain size (mm)
[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material

15.25886
16.31236
17.07195
17.78881
17.84854
17.22168
16.93466
16.01646

7.411895
14.40156
20.17746
22.3818
24.84957
30.96335
39.55173

Tributary 3 - XS 235
100.00

15 Width fror%uRiver Left %%ight (ft)

30 35

40

45

FS FS
elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) n'
84.74114
83.68764 82.69 82.78
82.92805
82.21119
82.15146 26 x-section area 0.3 d mean
82.77832 8.2 width 8.3 wet P
83.06534 0.5 d max 0.3 hyd radi
83.98354 0.6 bank ht 25.6 w/d ratio
20.0 |W flood prone area 24 ent ratio
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 |[shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number
0.0 friction factor w/u*
90 threshold grain size (mm)
[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material




Cross Section

87

Tributary 3 - XS 242 Riffle -—

86.5

86

85.5

85

Elevation (ft)

4

84.5

~
~_

84

-
—“’——

83.5

5 10

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

15

EEeN] Tributary 3 - XS 242

Riffle

100.00

omit | distance
notes pt. (ft)
u (]
7.977559
12.68442
15.50375
17.00512
17.8873
19.13512
25.42677

FS
(ft) elevation
(IPELLTH 86.76444
13.76618

description: [UMVIETARES E 27
height of instrument (ft):

20 25 30

Cross Section

Tributary 3 - XS 257 Riffle -—

Elevation

30

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

Tributary 3 - XS 257

Riffle

description:

height of instrument (ft):

FS
bankfull

FS W fpa

top of bank| (ft) slope (%) n'

14.94

14.20492

14.88159
16.3231
16.17082
14.93782
13.91511

86.23382 84.96 85.06
85.79508
85.11841 [dimensions
83.67691 26 x-section area 0.8 d mean
83.82918 3.4 width 4.4 wet P
85.06218 1.3 d max 0.6 hyd radi
86.0849 1.4 bank ht 4.4 w/d ratio
18.0  |W flood prone area 5.4 ent ratio
hydraulics
0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 |shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number
0.0 [friction factor w/u*
90 threshold grain size (mm)
[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material

7.23242
9.411933
10.82315
12.93731

19.9683
27.85167
34.08193
36.32926
38.94184
40.03077
42.43527
49.66211

6.691665
7.628197

100.00

Tributary 3 - XS 257

FS

FS

8.646194

8.359462

7.829778

7.899994

7.660112
7.87128
7.73005

8.361541

8.571948

7.471196
7.089612

elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) n'
93.30834 7.83
92.3718 92 92.17
91.35381
91.64054 1S
92.17022 26 x-section area 0.3 d mean
92.10001 8.1 width 8.5 wet P
92.33989 0.6 d max 0.3 hyd radi
92.12872 0.8 bank ht 255  |w/d ratio
92.26995 40.0  |W flood prone area 5.0 ent ratio
91.63846
91.42805 hydraulics
92.5288 0.0 velocity (ft/sec)
92.91039 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)
0.00 [shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)
0.00 |[shear velocity (ft/sec)
0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number
0.0 friction factor w/u*
90 threshold grain size (mm)
[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 | fric. factor
0.000 |Manning's n from channel material




Tributary 3 - XS 271 Riffle —

101.5

101

Elevation (ft

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Width from River Left to Right (ft)

4 Tributary 3 - XS 271

description: [UNVEEES 14|
height of instrument (ft):

FS FS W fpa channel | Manning's
elevation bankfull |top of bank] (ft) slope (%) "n"
SETGEN 101.0198

-0.198
10:41507 | =0.656402 JEITNT] 99.5 100.198

25.99907 -0.557415 Iy

38.83746 -0.311983 (uvkeiP] [dimensions

41.93338 -0.198183 KINELH 2.6 x-section area 0.2 d mean
44.15053 0.233081 12.3  |width 12.4 wet P
46.21193 | [20.050617 [FIXH 0.6 [dmax 02 |hydradi
54.72121 | 0.439343 JERRE 1.3 bank ht 58.0 w/d ratio
61.98578 -0.004024 LNz 36.0 |W flood prone area 2.9 ent ratio
66.42977 1.086179 |ECEXREH

CERERY RN (PIEN 99.29796 hydraulics

76.30802 | 0:514664 XD 0.0 |velocity (ft/sec)

80.85749 -0.327285 0.0 discharge rate, Q (cfs)

87.14607 -0.655982 0.00 |shear stress ((Ibs/ft sq)

91.44633 -0.686235 0.00 |shear velocity (ft/sec)

0.000 [unit stream power (Ibs/ft/sec)
0.00  |Froude number

0.0 friction factor w/u*

00 threshold grain size (mm)

[check from channel material
0 measured D84 (mm)
0.0 relative roughness | 0.0 [ fric. factor
0.000 [Manning's n from channel material




Appendix C
Flood Frequency Analysis Data

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Appendices
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



Reference Reaches
Flood Frequency Analaysis-Regional Regression Equation (USGS 2004)

Cedarock Reference Reach
Return Cedarock Reference Reach
Interval | Discharge 500
(years) (cfs) . 450
£ 400
13 27 8 aco P ——
3 f
1.5 32 = 30
2 43.6 € 5co )y
[
5 81.4 E 200 -
10 115 g 150 -
25 169 E 100 -
50 217 50
100 272 0 -
200 337 0 100 200 300 400 500
500 438 Discharge (cfs)
Note: Bold values are interpolated.
Causey Farm Reference Reach Causey Farm Reference Reach
Return 900
Interval | Discharge — 800 "
(years) (cfs) § 700 /l
< 600
1.3 53 = o
1.5 65 £ 500 o
2 94.3 £ 400 /
5 171 g 300 4
10 238 g 200
[-'4
25 342 100 ¥
50 435 0 -
100 541 0 100 200 300 400 500
200 663 Discharge (cfs)
500 852




Appendix D
Jurisdictional Determination Info

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Appendices
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
WILMINGTON DISTRICT

Action Id. SAW-2014-01710 County: Alamance U.S.G.S. Quad: NC-SNOW CAMP
NOTIFICATION OF JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

Property Owner: Restoration Systems, LLC
attn: Raymond Holz
Address: 1101 Havynes Street, Suite 211
Raleigh. NC, 27604
Size (acres) 25 Nearest Town Snow Camp
Nearest Waterway Reedy Branch River Basin ~ Haw. North Carolina.
USGS HUC 3030002 Coordinates  35.886383 N. -79.393669 W

Location description: The site is located along approximately 5800 feet of sections of UT to Reedy Branch,

approximately 0.2 mile north of Major Hill Road and approximately 0.25 mile east of Holman Mill Road in south
central Alamance County, North Carolina.

Indicate Which of the Following Apply:

A.

X

Preliminary Determination

Based on preliminary information, there may be waters of the U.S. including wetlands on the above described project arca.
We strongly suggest you have this property inspected to determine the extent of Department of the Army (DA)
Jurisdiction. To be considered final, a jurisdictional determination must be verified by the Corps. This preliminary
determination is not an appealable action under the Regulatory Program Administrative Appeal Process (Reference 33
CFR Part 331). If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appealed), by contacting the Corps district
for further instruction. Also, you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the
1D,

Approved Determination

There are Navigable Waters of the United States within the above described property subject to the permit requirements of
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Unless there is a change in the law or
our published regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not to exceed five years from the date of this
notification.

There are waters of the U.S. including wetlands on the above described property subject to the permit requirements of
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA)(33 USC § 1344). Unless there is a change in the law or our published
regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not to exceed five years from the date of this notification.

— We strongly suggest you have the wetlands on your property delineated. Due to the size of your property and/or our
present workload, the Corps may not be able to accomplish this wetland delineation in a timely manner. For a more timely
delineation, you may wish to obtain a consultant. To be considered final, any delineation must be verified by the Corps.

_ The waters of the U.S. including wetlands on your project area have been delineated and the delineation has been
verified by the Corps. We strongly suggest you have this delineation surveyed. Upon completion, this survey should be
reviewed and verified by the Corps. Once verified, this survey will provide an accurate depiction of all areas subject to
CWA jurisdiction on your property which, provided there is no change in the law or our published regulations, may be
relied upon for a period not to exceed five years.

— The waters of the U.S. including wetlands have been delineated and surveyed and are accurately depicted on the plat
signed by the Corps Regulatory Official identified below on - Unless there is a change in the law or our published
regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not to exceed five years from the date of this notification.

There are no waters of the U.S,, to include wetlands, present on the above described project area which are subject to the
permit requirements of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1344). Unless there is a change in the law or our
published regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not to exceed five years from the date of this
notification.

Page 1 of 2



The property is located in one of the 20 Coastal Counties subject to regulation under the Coastal Area Management Act
(CAMA). You should contact the Division of Coastal Management in Morehead City, NC, at (252) 808-2808 to
determine their requirements,

Placement of dredged or fill material within waters of the US and/or wetlands without a Department of the Army permit may
constitute a violation of Section 301 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC § 1311). If you have any questions regarding this
determination and/or the Corps regulatory program, please contact David Bailev at 919-554-4884 ext 30 or
David.E.Bailey2@usace.armyv.mil.

C. Basis For Determination:

The project area exhibits water bodies with ordinary high water and wetland criteria as defined in the applicable
regional supplement to the 1987 wetland delineation manual. The water bodies on the site are listed in the attached
table. This determination is based on a field verification by David E. Bailev (USACE) on 5/29/2014.

D. Remarks:

The wetlands and other Waters of the US on the property were flagged by Axiom Environmental with changes made in
the field by David E. Bailey (USACE) and are approximated on the attached sheet titled “Jurisdictional Areas”, dated
June 2014.

E. Attention USDA Program Participants

This delineation/determination has been conducted to identify the limits of Corps’ Clean Water Act jurisdiction for the
particular site identified in this request. The delineation/determination may not be valid for the wetland conservation
provisions of the Food Security Act of 1985. [f you or your tenant are USDA Program participants, or anticipate participation
in USDA programs, you should request a certified wetland determination from the local office of the Natural Resources
Conservation Service, prior to starting work.

F. Appeals Information (This information applies only to approved jurisdictional determinations as indicated in
B. above)

This correspondence constitutes an approved jurisdictional determination for the above described site. If you object to this
determination, you may request an administrative appeal under Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331. Enclosed you will find a
Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) fact sheet and request for appeal (RFA) form. If you request to appeal this
determination you must submit a completed RFA form to the following address:

US Army Corps of Engineers

South Atlantic Division

Attn: Jason Steele, Review Officer
60 Forsyth Street SW, Room 10M15
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8801

In order for an RFA to be accepted by the Corps, the Corps must determine that it is complete, that it meets the criteria for
appeal under 33 CFR part 331.5, and that it has been received by the Division Office within 60 days of the date of the NAP.
Should you decide to submit an RFA form, it must be received at the above address by N/A.

**It is not necessary to submit an RFA form to the Division Office if you do not object to the determination in this
correspondence.** —

Corps Regulatory Official: %/%) ——

Date: September 16, 2014

The Wilmington District is committed to providing the highest level of support to the public. To help us ensure we continue to
do so, please complete our Customer Satisfaction Survey, located online at http:/regulatory.usacesurvey.com/.

Copy furnished:
Scott Davis, Axiom Environmental. Inc., 218 Snow Avenue, Raleigh, NC 27603
Sue Homewood, NCDENR-DWR, 585 Waughtown Street, Winston-Salem, NC 27107
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Applicant: Restoration Systems, LLC | File Number: SAW-2014-01710 Date: September 16, 2014

Attached is: See Section below

[ ]| INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) B
PERMIT DENIAL C
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION
SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regarding an administrative appeal of the above decision.
Additional information may be found at http:/www.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil Works/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx or
Corps regulations at 33 CER Part 331.

A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit.

® ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all
rights to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the
permit.

e OBIJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request
that the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the district
engineer. Your objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will
forfeit your right to appeal the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your
objections and may: (a) modify the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your
objections, or (c) not medify the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After
evaluating your objections, the district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in
Section B below.

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit

° ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all
rights to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the
permit.

e APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein,
you may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers A dministrative Appeal Process by completing Section 11 of
this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days
of the date of this notice.

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by
completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide new
information.

* ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the
date of this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD.

® APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers
Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section I of this form and sending the form to the district engineer. This form
must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.




E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the
preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appealed),
by contacting the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the
Corps to reevaluate the JD.

SECTION II - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBIECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an initial
proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information to this form to clarify where your reasons or
objections are addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to
clarify the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record.
However, you may provide additional information to clarify the location of information that is already in the administrative
record.

POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION:

If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may
appeal process you may contact: also contact:
District Engineer, Wilmington Regulatory Division Mr. Jason Steele, Administrative Appeal Review Officer
attn: David E. Bailey CESAD-PDO
Raleigh Regulatory Field Office U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, South Atlantic Division
3331 Heritage Trade Drive, Suite 105 60 Forsyth Street, Room 10M15
Wake Forest, North Carolina 27587 Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8801
Phone: (404) 562-5137

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day
notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations.

Date: Telephone number:

Signature of appellant or agent.

For appeals on Initial Proffered Permits send this form to:

District Engineer, Wilmington Regulatory Division, Attn: David Bailey, 69 Darlington Avenue, Wilmington,
North Carolina 28403

For Permit denials, Proffered Permits and approved Jurisdictional Determinations send this form to:

Division Engineer, Commander, U.S. Army Engineer Division, South Atlantic, Attn: Mr. Jason Steele,
Administrative Appeal Officer, CESAD-PDO, 60 Forsyth Street, Room 10M15, Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8801
Phone: (404) 562-5137



Jurisdictional Determination Request

US Army Corps
of Engineers
Wilmington District

to the appropriate Corps Field Ottice (or project manager, it known) via mail, electronic mail, or
facsimile. A current list of county assignments by Field Office and project manager can be
found on-line at: http://www.saw.usace.army.mil/Missions/RegulatoryPermitProgram.aspx , by

telephoning: 910-251-4633, or by contacting any of the field offices listed below:

US Army Corps of Engineers

151 Patton Avenue, Room 208
Asheville, North Carolina 28801-5006
General Number: (828) 271-7980

Fax Number: (828) 281-8120

3331 Hentage lrade Dnive, Sute 105
Wake Forest, North Carolina 27587
General Number: (919) 554-4884
Fax Number: (919) 562-0421

Version: December 2013
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US Army Corps of Engineers

2407 West Fifth Street
Washington, North Carolina 27889
General Number: (910) 251-4610
Fax Number: (252) 975-1399

6Y Darlington Avenue
Wilmington, North Carolina 28403
General Number: 910-251-4633
Fax Number: (910) 251-4025

Page 1



Jurisdictional Determination Request

INSTRUCTIONS:
All requestors must complete Parts A, B, C, D

NOTE TO CONSULTANTS AND AGENCIES L1 yUU alc ququllll5 d JLJ ULl UCTLIdll Ul a
paying client or your agency, please note the specific submittal requirements in Part G.

NOTE ON PART D — PROPERTY OWNER AUTHORIZATION: Please be aware that all JD
requests must include the current property owner authorization for the Corps to proceed with the
determination, which may include inspection of the property when necessary. This form must be
signed by the current property owner to be considered a complete request.

NOTE ON PART D - NCDOT REQUESTS: Property owner authorization/notification for JD
requests associated with North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) projects will be
conducted according to the current NCDOT/USACE protocols.

NOTE TO USDA PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS: A Corps approved or preliminary JD may not
be valid for the wetland conservation provisions of the Food Security Act of 1985. If you or
your tenant are USDA Program participants, or anticipate participation in USDA programs, you
should also request a certified wetland determination from the local office of the Natural
Resources Conservation Service, prior to starting work.

Version: December 2013 Page 2



Jurisdictional Determination Request

City, State: Snow Camp, NC 27349
County: Alamance
Directions - Fram 1-40 in Chapel Hill, travel west on NCS4 7 miles, exit onto Jones Ferry Road and turn left. Travel 1 mile. Tum right onto

Old-Greensboro Rd, travel 16 miles. Tum left on Hodman Mill Rd, travel 1.5 miles. Tum left onto Major Hill Rd. Site is on the letft.

Parcel Index Number(s) (PIN): 103493, 103516, 103518, 103519
B. REQYUED ITUK IINFUIKIVIA LIWUIN

Name: Grant Lewis -

Mailing Address: 218 Snow Ave

Telephone Number: 919-215-1693

Electronic Mail Address': glewis @ axiom

Select one:

[ am the current property owner.

v/|  Iaman Authorized Agent or Environmental Consultant*

Interested Buyer or Under Contract to Purchase

Other, please explain.

e A IWLFE AUAN D B W F VY UWAUAN RIYR' W/FANIYAS R R ALY
Name: James D. and Carol D. Lamm
Mailing Address: 7351 Lindley Mill Road
Graham, NC 2
Telephone Number: 336-376-6687

Electronic Mail Address*: =

v | Proof of Ownership Attached (e.g. a copy

Version: December 2013 Page 3



Jurisdictional Determination Request

D. PROPERTY OWNER CERTIFICATION*

I, the undersigned, a duly authorized owner of record of the property/properties identified herein,
do authorize representatives of the Wilmington District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
to enter upon the property herein described for the purpose of conducting on-site investigations
and issuing a determination associated with Waters of the U.S. subject to Federal jurisdiction
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and/or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of
1899.

*please see attached Agent Authorization fo
Property Owner (please print)

ICITLL wLIC,

I am requesting that the Corps provide a |
This request does include a delineation.

e L I R e L L A R e A L LAV

I am requesting that the Corps investigate the property/project area for the presence or
absence of WoUS” and provide an approved JD for the property identified herein. This
request does NOT include a request for a verified delineation.

I am requesting that the Corps delineate the boundaries of all WoUS on a property/project
area and provide an approved JD (this may or may not include a survey plat).

Version: December 2013 Page 4



Jurisdictional Determination Request

Map of Property or Project Area (attached). This Map must clearly depict the boundaries
of the area of evaluation.

/ Size of Property or Project Area 210

[ verify that the property (or project) boundaries have recently been surveyed and marked
by a licensed land surveyor OR are otherwise clearly marked or distinguishable.

G. JD REQUESTS FROM CONSULTANTS OR AGENCIES

I" I \.,uluplcu:u aLive bléllcu 1 LCLINNLIILaAl Y JULISWUIVLIVIIAL L/OLCLIIIILIALIVIL L uriiir .

v Project Coordinates: 3°-885514 Latitude /394611 Longitude

¥ | Aerial Photography of the project

¥'|  Other Maps, as appropriate (e.g. !
Plan, previous delineation maps, 1

Version: December 2013 Page 5



Jurisdictional Determination Request

Delineation Information (when applicable)’:

Wetlands: Tributaries:
/ Wetland Data Sheets® / USACE Assessment Forms
v Upland Data Sheets Other Assessment Forms

(when appropriate)

|v I rieid SKen Overidain On 1CgIDIC IVidp Uldl MCiuaes.

= All aquatic resources (for sites with multiple resources, label and identify)
* Locations of wetland data points and/or tributary assessment reaches

* Locations of photo station

* Approximate acreage/line:

Large and small scale maps that d

Aerial Photography of the project

| | Soil Survey Map

Other Maps, as appropriate (e.g.
previous delineation maps)

71987 Manual Regional Supplements and Data forms can be found at:
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits/reg supp.aspx

Wetland and Stream Assessment Methodologies can be found at:

http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/document library/get file?uuid=76f3c58b-dab8-4960-ba43-45b7faf06f4c&groupld=38364 and,
http://www.saw.usace.army.mil/Portals/59/docs/regulatory/publicnotices/2013/NCSAM _Draft User Manual 130318.pdf
® Delineation information must include, at minimum, one wetland data sheet for each wetland/community type.

Version: December 2013 Page 6



Jurisdictional Determination Request

Wetlands: ;
Wetland Data Sheets’

Upland Data Sheets

| | LAanuscdpe riotos, 11 ldKenl

Field Sketch overlain on legible M

All aquatic resources (for

Locations of wetland data

Locations of photo stations

Approximate acreage/linear footage of aquatic resources

Tributaries:
USACE Assessment Forms

Supporting Jurisdictional Information (for Approved JDs only)

Form(s)”)

Approved Jurisdictional Determination Form(s) (also known as “Rapanos

Version: December 2013

Page 7



Jurisdictional Determination Request

REQUESTS FOR CORPS APPROVAL OF SURVEY PLAT

Prior to final production of a Plat, the Wilmington District recommends that the Land
Surveyor electronically submit a draft of a Survey Plat to the Corps project manager for
review.

Due to storage limitations of our administrative records, the Corps requires that all hard-
copy submittals include at least one original Plat (to scale) that is no larger than 11”x17”
(the use of match lines for larger tracts acceptable). Additional copies of a plat, including
those larger than 117x17”, may also be submitted for Corps signature as needed. The
Corps also accepts electronic submittals of plats, such as those transmitted as a Portable
Document Format (PDF) file. Upon verification, the Corps can electronically sign these
plats and return them via e-mail to the requestor.

(1) PLATS SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL

Must be sealed and signed by a licensed professional land surveyor

Must be to scale (all maps must include both a graphic scale and a verbal scale)

Must be legible

Must clearly depict surveyed prog

Must clearly identify the known surveyed point(s) used as reference (e.g. property
corner, USGS monument)

When wetlands are depicted:

e Must include acreage (or squ
e  Must identify each wetland polygon using an alphanumeric system

Version: December 2013 Page 8



Jurisdictional Determination Request

When tributaries are depicted:

e Must include either a survey:
approximate width of tributa
(OHWM) of tributary

e Must identify each tributary

e  Must include linear footage «
widths or surveyed OHWM)

e Must include name of tributz
map) or, when no USGS nan

surveized project/prc;perty boundaries

Must include the location of wetland data points and/or tributary assessment
reaches

Must include, label accordingly, and depict acreage of all waters not currently
subject to the requirements of the CWA (e.g. “isolated wetlands”, “non-
jurisdictional waters””). NOTE: An approved JD must be conducted in order to
make an official Corps determination that a particular waterbody or wetland is not

jurisdictional.

Must include and survey all existing conveyances (pipes, culverts, etc.) that
transport WoUS

Version: December 2013 Page 9



Jurisdictional Determination Request

|_| When the entire actual Jurisdictional Boundary is depicted:

include the following Corps Certification language:

“This certifies that this copy of this plat accurately depicts the boundary of the jurisdiction
of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act as determined by the undersigned on this date.
Unless there is a change in the law or our published regulations, the determination of
Section 404 jurisdiction may be relied upon for a period not to exceed five (5) years from
this date. The undersigned completed this determination utilizing the appropriate Regional
Supplement to the 1987 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual.”

Regulatory Official:

Title:

Date:

USACE Action ID No.:

"This certifies that this copy of this plat identifies all areas of waters of the United States
regulated pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act as determined by the
undersigned on this date. Unless there is change in the law or our published regulations,
this determination of Section 404 jurisdiction may be relied upon for a period not to exceed
five years from this date. The undersigned completed this determination utilizing the

appropriate Regional Supplement to the 1987 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Wetlands

Delineation Manual.”

Regulatory Official:

Title:

Date:

USACE Action ID No.:

Version: December 2013 Page 10



Jurisdictional Determination Request

L] include an accuracy verification:
One or more known pOintS (pl’Op(ﬁ Ly LULLILL, LIULIULLIGIIL) SLIAIL UL IULALLU WILLL LI
GPS and cross-referenced with the existing traditional property survey (metes and
bounds).

Version: December 2013 Page 11



ATTACHMENT A
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL
DETERMINATION (JD):

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PRELIMINARY JD:

. iIgIRIwl Urrivi, ric INANIC, AN NUIVIDLE ™.

D. PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

(USE THE ATTACHED TABLE TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE WATERBODIES AT DIFFERENT
SITES)

State: NC  County/parish/borough: Alamance County City: near

Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):
Lat. 85.885514 °N: Long. -79.394611 °W.

Universal Transverse Mercator:

Name of nearest waterbody: Reedy Branui

Identify (estimate) amount of waters in the review area:
Non-wetland waters:
~4933 linear feet: -3 width (ft) and/or 03steam 3s5pond geres.

Cowardin Class: PSS1A, PSS1C, PSS1E

Stream Flow: Intermittent, Perennial

Wetlands; ~0.75 acres.

Cowardin Class: R3uB1/3, R3UB1/2, R4Sowu

Name of any water bodies on the site that have been identified as Section 10
waters:

Tidal: n/a

Non-Tidal: n/a




E: REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT
APPLY):
Office (Desk) Determination. Date

Field Determination. Date(s):

SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for preliminary JD

(check all that apply - checked items should be included in case file and,
where checked and requested, appropriately reference sources below):
v/ | Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the
applicant/consultant: Snow Camp, NC (1978) 7.5-minute quadrangle

/ 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 Corp~

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:

v'| USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey.
Citation: Soil Survey of Alamance County, NC (1960)

National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name:

State/Local wetland inventory mag

FEMA/FIRM maps:

100-year Floodplain Elevation is:

(National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929)

Photographs: I:I Aerial (Name & Date):
EI Other (Name & Date):

or

Previous determination(s). File no and date nf resnonse letter:

Other information (please specify)




1. The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional waters of the
United States on the subject site, and the permit applicant or other affected party
who requested this preliminary JD is hereby advised of his or her option to
request and obtain an approved jurisdictional determination (JD) for that site.
Nevertheless, the permit applicant or other person who requested this
preliminary JD has declined to exercise the option to obtain an approved JD in
this instance and at this time.

2. In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or
a Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring
“pre-construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting
NWRP or other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an
approved JD for the activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware of the
following: (1) the permit applicant has elected to seek a permit authorization
based on a preliminary JD, which does not make an official determination of
jurisdictional waters; (2) that the applicant has the option to request an approved
JD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit authorization, and
that basing a permit authorization on an approved JD could possibly result in less
compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) that
the applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepting
the terms and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4)
that the applicant can accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply
with all the terms and conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation
requirements the Corps has determined to be necessary; (5) that undertaking
any activity in reliance upon the subject permit authorization without requesting
an approved JD constitutes the applicant’'s acceptance of the use of the
preliminary JD, but that either form of JD will be processed as soon as is
practicable; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps
permit authorization based on a preliminary JD constitutes agreement that all
wetlands and other water bodies on the site affected in any way by that activity
are jurisdictional waters of the United States, and precludes any challenge to
such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance or enforcement
action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7) whether
the applicant elects to use either an approved JD or a preliminary JD, that JD
will be processed as soon as is practicable. Further, an approved JD, a proffered
individual permit (and all terms and conditions contained therein), or individual
permit denial can be administratively appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331,
and that in any administrative appeal, jurisdictional issues can be raised (see 33
C.F.R. 331.5(a)(2)). If, during that administrative appeal, it becomes necessary
to make an official determination whether CWA jurisdiction exists over a site, or
to provide an official delineation of jurisdictional waters on the site, the Corps will
nrovide an annroved (1N tn accomnlish that resiilt as snnn as is nracticahla



This preliminary JD finds that there “may be” waters of the United States on the
subject project site, and identifies all aquatic features on the site that could be
affected by the proposed activity, based on the following information:

IMPORTANT NOTE: The information recorded on this form has not
necessarily been verified by the Corps and should not be relied upon for
later jurisdictional determinations.

Signature and date of Signature and date of
Regulatory Project Manager person requesting preliminary JD
(REQUIRED) (REQUIRED, unless obtaining

the signature is impracticable)



Site
number

Latitude | Longitude

. | amount of Class of
Cowardin g it
aquatic aquatic
Class :
resource in resource
review area
0.1 acre Non-section 10
— non-wetland
100 linear feet Non-section10
— wetland
15 square feet Non-section 10
— wetland

0.01 acre

Non-section 10
— non-wetland
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Estimated amount

Site Number/ Feature Cowardin | of aquatic resource | Class of aquatic
Name Latitude Longitude Class in review area resource
. Non-Section 10,
UT1 to Reedy Branch 35.884052 -79.392693 R4SB4/5 558 linear feet
Non-wetland
. Non-Section 10,
UT2 to Reedy Branch 35.886371 -79.388849 R3UB1/3 270 linear feet
Non-wetland
. Non-Section 10,
UT3 to Reedy Branch 35.885766 -79.397778 R4SB4/5 1020 linear feet
Non-wetland
. Non-Section 10,
UT4 to Reedy Branch 35.884455 -79.393322 R4SB4/5 124 linear feet
Non-wetland
UT5 to Reedy B h Non-Section 10,
‘o Reedy Branc 35.884939 | -79.393878 | R3UB1/2 | 2961linearfeet | o oo on
(Main Stem) Non-wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W1 35.886760 -79.387873 PSS1C 0.032 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W2 35.886688 -79.388199 PSS1C 0.113 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W3 35.886418 -79.388291 PSS1E 0.086 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W4 35.886349 -79.389281 PSS1A 0.121 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W5 35.884779 -79.392055 PSS1C 0.034 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W6 35.883576 -79.392165 PSS1A 0.119 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W7 35.884606 -79.393262 PSS1C 0.010 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W8 35.884719 -79.393507 PSS1C 0.003 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W9 35.884756 -79.393668 PSS1C 0.003 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W10 35.884846 -79.393832 PSS1C 0.020 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W11 35.884923 -79.394116 PSS1C 0.035 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W12 35.885079 -79.394525 PSS1C 0.099 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W13 35.885540 -79.393415 PSS1A 0.026 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W14 35.886442 -79.392486 PSS1A 0.025 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W15 35.886826 -79.392183 PSS1A 0.020 acre
Wetland
Non-Section 10,
Wetland W16 35.884127 -79.392724 PSS1A 0.005 acre

Wetland




5. 7 i

Directions to the Site from Interstate 40 in Chapel Hill/Durham, NC:
Travel west on NC 54 for 7 miles,
Exit onto Jones Ferry Road and turn left,

Travel west for 1 mile,

Turn right onto Old Greensboro Road (SR 1005) and travel 16 miles,

(The road name changes to Greensboro-Chapel Hill Road at the Haw River)
Turn left onto Holman Mill Road (SR 2356) and travel 1.5 miles,

Turn left onto Major Hill Road (SR 2

Axiom Envirsnmandtal, Ine.
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Restoration Site

Notes:

Background Imagery sources
(provided by ESRI Data and
Maps):

1. Physical Map of the United
States (2009) created by the
U.S. Park Service (upper inset).
2. Delorme World Basemap

N digital mapping (2010, lower

inset).

3. Snow Camp, NC (1978),
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and Silk Hope, NC (1974)
7.5-minute topographic
quadrangles provided by the
U.S. Geological Survey.

35.885584 N
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont

Project’Site: /@6‘)’ L g Yt ton S

City/County: /%"’ i i ol

Sampling Date: ? 22-/ (/

Applicant/Owner: /Z*’{fW 2 J/}’f?’ g

State: a’C Sampling Point: 0%7 w7

Invesligalor(s): &/ 2.

Landform (hillslope, terrace, elc.); JZ W&;H f f o€

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): f

& L{ i 5. LNl Section, Township, Range:
Local relief (concave, convex, none); Wy ot Slope (%):_2-3
//3‘: Lat_35. 884812 Long: -77 393@/7 Daum:&ﬂ_

Soil Map Unit Name:

NWI classification: _//55/ (.

Are Vegetation
Are Vegelation

Soil ;
Soil '

fg 0 - &Dtloﬁu_ﬂfy_ﬁ:—f LoAm

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for ;t’ns time of year? Yes
or Hydrology
orHydrology

significantly disturbed?
naturally problematic?

2 No

Are "“Normal Circumstances” present? Yas 2 Nao

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc,

Hydrophytic Vegelation Present? Yes - No % Is the Sampled Area /
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes e No

Remarks:
o Ak Cow f‘l?’m

. Flhzmt v YOF Compaczio. HALE ALTEED

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrolngy Indicators:

___ Surface Waler (M]
___ High Water Table (A2)
_7 Saluration (A3)
___ Water Marks (B1)
___ Sediment Depasits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___ Algal Mat or Crusl (B4)
___ lron Deposits (B5)
___ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
___ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___ Aquatic Fauna (B13)

n Indi
___ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

True Aqualic Plants (B14)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

v~ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Moss Trim Lines (B16)

___ Presence of Reduced Iran (C4)

___ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Scils (C6)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

__ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
___ Drainage Patterns (B10)

___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Saturation Visible on Aerial imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
/ Geomorphic Posilion (D2)
___ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
___ Microtopographic Relief (D4)
___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Waler Present?
Waler Table Present?

Saturation Present?
(includes capillary fringe)

Yes No

Yes N
#Yeos 7 No

Z Dot linches)
o /Dep [ 4

o-2

Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes / No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

X Shastias of SRALE Upn any

US Army Corps of Engineers

Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Interim Version



VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

PEP7 cer

Sampling Point:

% I~ Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) . % Cover _Status
_Fravigu% _penn sy/uodica 5 ? [Rew

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species 2 -'3
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
Total Number of Dominant {

Species Across All Strata: (B)

Percent of Dominant Species =
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: VD (0 zNB}

1
2
3
4
S
6
7
8

‘ < =Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot stze:—/ 5 )
1._Junipprvwsy  Viecmiea 10 v ey

2 _Cupatocivm CaniliColuaa 25 7 (dc/

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Tolal % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1=
FACW species S5 | 3% x2= 70 70’
FAC species 35 5 x3= 1of /5
FACUspecies 85 | /85 xa4= 340 %o

UPL species = x5= o
Column Totals: /47 157 () /5] 5% (g
Prevalence Index = B/A = 3'% - 35

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

__ 1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
___ 2-Dominance Test is >50%

__ 3-Prevalence Index is s3.0'

___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
/ data in Remarks or on a separale sheel)
= Pr

oblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

'Indicalors of hydric soil and welland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problemalic.

I
4.
5,
6.
i
B
9.
10.

. S/ "f ; 25 = Total Cover
\._Juncus EfCugw S 30 v e
2 Tevfolium RC_'GQV\-ﬁ 20 v fReo
3 Ronunew|u
4 _ Fasguag Sp 30 A7,
5_(reCaNtAWN  cayoliniena 10 /s
6. Remix ot s A S (e
4
B.
=]

10,
11,
12

?‘j/ ? z = Total Cover

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
height.

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardiess
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 it tall.

Woody vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 fi in
height.

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1 L
2 [
3 / .
4 /
5.
6,
' © = Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation /
Present? Yes No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheel.)

CAAZwE ) pyoof  comPACTio. HAL ALTEED VEFEr ¢ 77 o Combun/( Ty,
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soiL Sampiing Point: __ 527 et
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Fealures
inches) = _ Color(moist) =~ % _ Color(moist) = %  Tvpe _Loc" _ Texture Remarks
-4 _2.5Y 82 25R T 10 _C M _ cly feem
#, o R
y-F YR 5/ rtoYR _efe 15 C M clay loam
I * r
oR s 4 C M
r+  _0YRY 7Rl (D M clay [com
'Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. *Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils’:
__ Histosal (A1) __ Dark Surface (S7) __ 2 cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) __ Coasl Prairie Redox (A16)
___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) (MLRA 147, 148)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) ___ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) — Depleled Matrix (F3) (MLRA 136, 147)
___ 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR N) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) ___ Red Parent Malerial (TF2)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) __ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___ Redox Depressions (F8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR N, ___ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N,
MLRA 147, 148) MLRA 136)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___ Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 136, 122) *Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
___ Sandy Redox (S5) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) wetland hydrology must be present,
___ Stripped Matrix (S6) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes v No
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Eastern Mountains and Piedmonl ~ Interim Version



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FG?M Eastern Mountains and Piedmont

Project/Site: /4 (L7 éfm 57 Crly;’County Mt’ & Sampling Date: y'zz =
Applicant/Owner: /’ZF ITMIT, O g’f Ty state: _VC Sampling Point: A& wT

Investigator(s): Al sron - ; ﬁ,cﬂj' , C Loy Section, Township, Range: _ /L Ewtiv/

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _£t2© (44 A, 1 S Local relief (concave, convex, none); £4aTiy clate e Slope (%); 2 ~3
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): __ & 1% at_35 82 H Lang: 228 2902 Z Datum: WeS@Y
Soil Map Unit Name: (¢ D~ (o AT SLATY ST toam, ITaonty Sto Pt NWI dlassification: (/S5 1 &

Are climalic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __ < / No______ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegelation -~ , Soll , or Hydrology <24l significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes - No
Are Vegelation Soll , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks, )
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophylic Vegetalion Present? Yes No / is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? ves__ < No within a Wetland? Yes / No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes <~ No
Remarks:

(e Cov PasTc AdS MRCTE T #on & Ky ro Loty

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrolony Indicators: . S ary Ind inimum of two
ne ) at g ___ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
Suriaue Waler (A1) Trua Aquatic Plants (B14) ___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
___ High Water Table (A2) ___ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Drainage Patterns (B10)
_7 Saturation (A3) ___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___ Moss Trim Lines (B16)
___ Water Marks (B1) ___ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) — Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Sediment Depasits (B2) __ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Saoils (C6) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) __ Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Algal Mat or Crus! (B4) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) ___ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
___ lron Deposits (BS) ___ Geomarphic Position (D2)
___ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
___ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ___ Microtopographic Relief (D4)
___ Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
Field Observations:
Surface Waler Prasent? Yes _% No Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Depth (inches): /
Saluration Present? Yes ?- No.___ Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? . Yes No
(includes capillary fringe) = =

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

S SMIACC b 107 Sl DErdess nonss oty (m:‘;’tz.-’!‘)
X - SATIRATION »,7 OV (¢ ‘2" oFf on,
g wstl [ @1 fam 2K
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VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: Lj@/ E W

' Absolute Dominant Indicator
(Plot size: Pr ) i

: ’}9%;«/,// flor 4 Pttt ] W "%ﬁam_?

Species Across All Strata:

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species /
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
Total Number of Dominant
(B)

Percent of Dominant Species =~ — 4/
That:Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

(A/B)

7

2
3
4
5
6
8

ot 5 = Total Cover

§§Q!!%g&hmh Stratum (Plot size: LDy )
1. vmf/ﬂl/f VM&MM/" }? / fkd
2 Rt £ 7~ pacu
3
4.
5,
6
7
8 -
9,
10. = (
i . /5 =Total Cover
gﬁm%m (Plot size: 4 & )
mEX  CoAuy A / FAC
CAN A ol 1o1A~d sV~ A
s _[IEA 15 fic /Ay
4 XANTH1tn  Fldlaprr €421 i Z FAC
5. HrevS CHfses i pres
5. AL SH. 5 fAC 08
7. S ppuefotium / [Acv
8
g, .
10. - 2%
11 &kt
12, ué'* o
4 E i - | er
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 32 ¥ ) i
1.
. 7 ;
3. /
4 P4
5. /
6.
! = Tolal Cover

Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species 7 x1=_% |

FACW species 15 15 x2= 90 | ?2

FACspecies (¥ | ¥ x3= &) 29

FACU species ££ | 81 xa= 24 %N

UPL species 1.; x5= ?

Cotumn Totals: w% 74 (a) 331 379 (g
Y- 3

Prevalence Index =BI/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

__ 1 -Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
2 - Dominance Test is >50%
3 - Prevalence Index is $3.0'

4 - Morphological Adaplations' (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

'Indicators of hydric soil and wetiand hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
height.

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in, Dﬁlﬂg;a[td greater than 3.28 ft (1 m) tall

Herb — All herbateous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
A

Woody vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

Yes No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheel.)

US Army Corps of Engineers

"

Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Interim Version



SOIL Sampling Point: Q?{Q ? d

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix__ Redox Fealures

g A Lofr

T2 i3 97 9% &4
o 4

7
5.6 Sk Y 7S e ¥z 35

2 M
LA ox b2 75 Gmi¥ % C m 0L
R21{¢ ok ¥2 €5 roye¥3s O _p o~ _Ct
f" e ¥ 5 C -~ a4
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. ?Location; PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils’;
___ Histosol (A1) ___ Dark Surface (S7) __ 2 cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) __ Coasl Prairie Redox (A16)
___ Biack Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) (MLRA 147, 148)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F18)
___ Stralified Layers (AS5) Zﬁiplated Matrix (F3) (MLRA 136, 147)
___ 2 cmMuck (A10) (LRR N) ___ Redox Dark Surface (F6) ___ Red Parent Material (TF2)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) ___ Vary Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___ Redox Depressions (F8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR N, ___ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N,
MLRA 147, 148) MLRA 1386)
___ Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) ___ Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 1386, 122) Yindicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
___ Sandy Redox (S5) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) wetland hydrology must be present,
___ Stripped Matrix (S6) ' unless disturbed or problematic
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No !
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Interim Version



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Eastern Mountains and Piedmont

ProjectSite: /dﬂé’,‘/ Iamey  spri

Applicant/Owner:

Invesligalor(s):

City/County: /4 LAm Sampling Date: Y- 22-) Y
(t‘ff‘ﬂ‘ﬁaﬂ 9" Tons state: _< Sampling Point: 1242 ¥
A?‘/OM = {pﬂff,{ & (qﬁ— tf Seclion, Township, Range: VEwin A
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). Flo0oPiaw sie s Local relief (concave, convex, none): ___ e Slope (%): /-3
P 13%€ 7S c?fql?c/a’ Long: __ - Z7 37?@'77 Datum: wé S €Y

Subregion (LRR or MLRA):

Soil Map Unit Name: Ce - GMW:.J F’MT;? ST LoAA ” &"Tﬂoﬂﬁ';y _Stofaé  NWI classification:

et

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

No

(If no, explain in Remarks, )
Are “Normal Circumslances” present? Yes / No

Are Vegelation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed?
Are Vegetalion , Soll , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No - Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No /1 within a Wetland? Yes No /
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No /
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

__ Surface Waler (A1)

___ High Water Table (A2)

___ Saturation (A3)

___ Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Deposils (B2)
Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

___ lIron Deposits (B5)

___ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
___ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___ Aquatic Fauna (B13)

__ True Aquauc Plants (B14)

___ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___ Sparsely Vegetaled Concave Surface (B8)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Drainage Patterns (B10)
___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___ Moss Trim Lines (B16)
___ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Recent lIron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___ Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks) ___ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

___ Geomorphic Position (D2)

___ Shallow Aquitard (D3)

___ Microtopographic Relief (D4)

___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No
Waler Table Present? Yes No
Saturation Presant? Yes No

(includes capillary fringe)

/ pth (inches). —
/ _Depth (inches);
_ < Deplh (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

N ail

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aenal photos, prnvu:aus inspections), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Eastemn Mountains and Piedmont — Interim Version




VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point._ 2427 y

__?P_f_c__.J

Tree Stratum (Plot size:

Absolute Dominant Indicator
% Cover _Status

/,

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: O @
Total Number of Dominant )

Species Across All Strata; (B)

Percent of Dominant Species /P )
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)

/"

(Plot size; /( e
iR s

= Total Cover

7 e

2

w“““‘”‘*“”é Lol O S

—
&

He (Plot size: __L__ )
ﬁﬁﬁﬂb PO/ 1R e

G Chiodyid A

2§ _ =Total Cover
A
_Z?_,_ P _f%_

_PFALy ¢P

TR e REPEnS

{' —
pw» i

Ve <O

o fAC

fEtien S

20 AV

© @ NO WA W N o

Er—
- O

-
nN

Woody Vine Stratum (Plol size:

f 2 = Total Cover

N
N\

= Tolal Cover

Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species x1=

FACW species x2=

FAC species x3=

FACU species xd=

UPL species x5=

Column Totals: (A) (8)

Prevalence Index =B/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
___ 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
__ 2-Dominance Test is >50%

3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

4 - Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

'Indicators of hydric sail and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardiess of
height,

Sapling/Shrub - Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in, DBH and greater than 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Herb - All herbaceocus (non-woody) plants, regardiess
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 fi tall.

Woody vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes

wi

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheel.)

US Army Corps of Engineers

Eastern Mountains and Piedmont - Interim Version




SOIL Sampling Point; A7

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth __Matrix

linches) _ Color(moist) % _ Color(moist) % _Tvpe —Texture Remarks

0-2Z Joyn YUY 18D 2
24 /[ 0)’/ V2 189 L

-1 (DREYY 00 F
'Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. *Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils’:
___ Histosol (A1) ___ Dark Surface (S7) ___ 2 cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) ___ Coasl Prairie Redox (A16)
___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) (MLRA 147, 148)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ___ Depleted Matrix (F3) (MLRA 1386, 147)
__ 2cm Muck (A10) (LRR N) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) ___ Red Parent Material (TF2)
___ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___ Depleted Dark Surface (FT7) ___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___ Redox Depressions (F8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR N, ___ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N,

MLRA 147, 148) MLRA 138)
___ Sandy Gleyed Malrix (54) __ Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 136, 122) *Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
___ Sandy Redox (S5) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) watland hydrology must be present,
___ Stripped Matrix (S6) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
T)'p& /
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Eastern Mountains and Piedmont - Interim Version



e gpmpn-n_puill P — U7 1 J5ean
| R N
USACE AID# DWQ # Site # (indicate on attached map)

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET _*0

Provide the following information for the stream reach under assessment:

1. Applicant’s name: %f"f hp 70~ 1—(; el 2. Evaluator’s name: AP an

3. Date of evaliation:_'0~ - 1> 4. Time of evaluation: ~ /2 &%=

5. Name of stream: !'/7 G, 469’ g”’m 6. River basin: W‘( M

7. Approximate drainage area: e V{? Acwes 8. Stream order: !

9. Length of reach evaluated: ~ 88 ~ 10. County: A7LW"/M

11. Site coordinates (if known):  prefer in decimal degrees. 12. Subdivision name (if any):

Latitude (ex. 34.872312): Z {; 5’3’3 55/ Longitude (ex. ~77.556611);___~ 7‘7 3?/5? 7

Method location determined (circle): GPS  Topo Sheet  Ortho (Aerial) Photo/GIS ~ Other GIS ~ Other,
13. Location of reach under evaluation (note nearby roads and landmarks and attach map identifying stream(s) location):

14. Proposed channel work (if any): fz[?fpwo,z
"
15. Recent weather conditions: ~nD R R i paST A b AA

16. Site conditions at time of visit_ CO0L , OVElLgs7 , aotrfl (Lo

il

17. Identify any special waterway classifications known: ~ ___Section 10 ____Tidal Waters __ Essential Fisheries Habitat
____Trout Waters ___ Outstanding Resource Waters ____ Nutrient Sensitive Waters ____ Water Supply Watershed _(I-1V)
18. s there a pond or lake located upstream of the evaluation point? YE@ f yes, estimate the water surface area:

19. Does channel appear on USGS quad map? YES @ 20. Does channel appear on USDA Soil Survem:ﬁlo

21. Estimated watershed land use: % Residential % Commercial % Industrial {'_9;_ % Agricultural
%’/n Forested % Cleared / Logged % Other (

22. Bankfull width: Z 23. Bank height (from bed to top of bank): /

24. Channel slope down center of stream: ___ Flat (0 to 2%) Gentle (2t0 4%) ___ Moderate (4 10 10%) ___ Steep (>10%)

25. Channel sinuosity: Straight /Occasional bends Frequent meander Very sinuous Braided channel

Instructions for completion of worksheet (located on page 2): Begin by determining the most appropriate ecoregion based on
location, terrain, vegetation, stream classification, etc. Every characteristic must be scored using the same ecoregion. Assign points
to each characteristic within the range shown for the ecoregion. Page 3 provides a brief description of how to review the
characteristics identified in the worksheet. Scores should reflect an overall assessment of the stream reach under evaluation, If a
characteristic cannot be evaluated due to site or weather conditions, enter 0 in the scoring box and provide an explanation in the
comment section. Where there are obvious changes in the character of a stream under review (e.g., the stream flows from a pasture
into a forest), the stream may be divided into smaller reaches that display more continuity, and a separate form used to evaluate each
reach. The total score assigned to a stream reach must range between 0 and 100, with a score of 100 representing a stream of the

highest quality.

Total Score (from reverse): 7E Comments:
L

Evaluator’s Signature /‘: Cogés’z R o lEans Date 5 474

This channel evaluation form is intended to be used only as a guide to assist landowners and environmental professionals in
gathering the data required by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to make a preliminary assessment of stream
quality. The total score resulting from the completion of this form is subject to USACE approval and does not imply a
particular mitigation ratio or requirement. Form subject to change — version 06/03. To Comment, please call 919-876-8441 x 26.



STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

CHARACTERISTICS | BCOREGION BOINTL RANGE | soons
Coastal Piedmont Mountain
1 ~ Presence of flaw / persistent pools in stream o2 B4 5. | m
(na Mow or saturation 0, strong flow — max points) 7 = | 7
. Evidence of past human alteration Q-6 R 0.5 0.3 ;
h (exvtensive al Jllcramm 0. no alteration — max poinis) ' : i L‘i’
: Ripuarian zone i. ﬁ' nod 0.3 '
ino butter = U: contiguous. wide butfer = max pomis) | 3
i Evidence of nutrient or chemical discharges 04 0. 4 0 4 i
textensive discharges 00 no discharges = max pomis) ] "I
& ' Groundwater discharge T i r;‘_," ~ 5o TN
L. (no discharge 0, sprpgs, seeps. wetlands, ete.  muan points) ' | o |
=1 Presence of adjacent Noodplain , g Al | 0.3 |
f; tno floadplam = 07 extensive floodplain = max pomnts) | b g (0 ;_ . 3 i
; ~ Faotrenchment - NMoodplaim access [ -5 04 0.3
= (deeply entrenched 00 requent Moading — max pomts) ! ! : | q
" Presence of adjacent wetlands 0-6 0.3 g 3 1 o
tho wethimds - 0; arge adiacent wetlands — max points) [ | N
X Chaans Channel sinuosity _“__‘ R _n.J | ”- 2 e
| lentensive channelization O patural meander — ias pomts) N | i L ‘I’ '
: i ~ Sediment input B ‘ 0-4 | 0-4
| estensive deposition 0: hitle or no sediment —mas points) _ I 3
i m Size & diversity of channel bed substrate NA® 0-4 0.3
| (ine. homaogenons — O, large. diverse sizes — max painis) Rl J i Batal L{’
CwE T Evidence of channel incision or widening g-5 | -4 0-3
) [dceplx incised = 0: stable bed & banks max pumm ¢ T | B i ‘3
& 13 Presence of major bank failures 0.3 . 0. . 0-5 Ir &
5 - [severe emsrp! -1 o erosion, stable banks  max ponts) B A _+_ _ | { / J
= | i Root depth and density on hanks W3 - 4 0% [
ﬁ ! (no visible roots — 0; dense roots throughout = max pomnts) ! _”'f_ |
| (s Impact by agriculture, livestock, or timber praduction -$ : U-4 0.5
) (substandial inpact 0, no evidence  mux putints) ] | | 3
I Presence of riffle-pool/ripple-pool compleses 0 0. [ ol i
| o rdMNesieipples of pools 0, well-developed  inax poinis) U ]‘ :
: o Habitat complexity 0-6 . Ve & ' 06 s
- (e or no habitat— 0° Trequent. varied habitats — may points) e il ' L=
=l Canopy coverage over streambed -5 U § . 05 |
é (no shading vegetation = U; continuous canopy — max points) g | SupE |
" Substrate embeddedness NA® . 0-4 0= 3 5
(ddeeply embedded - O loose structure - max) i _ _ | I} 1
0 l’_rcsl'nﬂ' of stream invertebrates (see page 4]~ 0-4 Q-5 (-3 Y I
- (o evidence -~ 1 common. numerous types — mas pointsj _
S 5 ~ Presence of amphibians P ' g sk
Q‘ |' N ’ mu_;:_\rul_;_m_&__ ). cammon, nuMerous types = max points) | ’ o -
Sl Presence of fish _ 0-4 0-4 0.4 0
= (o evidence 0, confnon. numerous 1ypes = max points) | | el
I s Evidence of wildlife use 0.6 g% i 0.
LT e c\-ui\_:nfc O, abundant evidence  may points) ' i S I ‘
T'otal Points Passible 100 100 | 100 [

' Thewe chatactenisiics are not gssessed iy oastal sireams

TOTAL SCORE (ualso enter on first page)




T Posinoom bleaw (JTs [ &Y
Site #_{ %) (indicate on attached map) |

USACE AID#

DWQ #

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET —‘t

Provide the following information for the stream reach under assessment:

1. Applicant’s name: A ST ofl g7 0~ fj’ S7Ens 2. Evaluator's name: /¢"/ o

3. Date of evaluation;_ 72~ 7~ / 5 4. Time of evaluation: ~ /2 /¥

5. Name of stream:__ (/7 -% &fﬁ/ /—3@4{#’ 6. River basin:__ C¢ I(E-‘Sl

7. Approximate drainage area: ~50 Aute 8. Stream order: !

9, Length of reach evaluated:___~ 200 ~ 10. County: Wi LAt s

11. Site coordinates (if known):  prefer in decimal degrees. 12. Subdivision name (if any):

Latitude (ex. 34.872312); 25, ??.?85?{ Longitude (ex. ~77.556611): "7? 3722 s7

Method location determined (circle): GPS  Topo Sheet  Ortho (Aerial) Photo/GIS ~ Other GIS ~ Other,
13. Location of reach under evaluation (note nearby roads and landmarks and attach map identifying stream(s) location):

14. Proposed channel work (if any): 4@5 SToQA 7 0/

15. Recent weather conditions; k944, ”‘g‘/g" R 1~ R 57 GEEX

16. Site conditions at time of visit:__Co°Y, AEULsg7r , soUndl Flow

17. Identify any special waterway classifications known: ~ ___ Section 10 ____Tidal Waters ____Essential Fisheries Habitat
(1-1V)

Trout Waters Outstanding Resource Waters Nutrient Sensitive Waters Water Supply Watershed
18. Is there a pond or lake located upstream of the evaluation point? YES@IF yes, estimate the water surface area;
19. Does channel appear on USGS quad map? YES@ 20. Does channel appear on USDA Soil Survex B NO

21. Estimated watershed land use: % Residential % Commercial % Industrial (i % Agricultural
 $PuForested __ %Cleared / Logged ___ % Other (

22. Bankfull width: 2 23_Bank height (from bed to top of bank): 7.

24. Channel slope down c?pof stream: ____ Flat (0 10 2%) Gentle (2 to 4%) ____Moderate (4 to 10%) Steep (>10%)

25. Channel sinuosity: _ ¢ Straight ___Occasional bends ___ Frequent meander ~ ___ Very sinuous  ___ Braided channel

Instructions for completion of worksheet (located on page 2): Begin by determining the most appropriate ecoregion based on
location, terrain, vegetation, stream classification, etc. Every characteristic must be scored using the same ecoregion. Assign poinis
to each characteristic within the range shown for the ecoregion. Page 3 provides a brief description of how to review the
characteristics identified in the worksheet. Scores should reflect an overall assessment of the stream reach under evaluation. If a
characteristic cannot be evaluated due to site or weather conditions, enter 0 in the scoring box and provide an explanation in the
comment section. Where there are obvious changes in the character of a stream under review (e.g., the stream flows from a pasture
into a forest), the stream may be divided into smaller reaches that display more continuity, and a separate form used to evaluate each
reach. The total score assigned to a stream reach must range between 0 and 100, with a score of 100 representing a stream of the

highest quality.

Total Score (from reverse): 29 Comments:

Evaluator’s Signature %CL foR & Lew's Date_ 5 -7 1Y

This channel evaluation form is intended to be used only as a guide to assist landowners and environmental professionals in
gathering the data required by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to make a preliminary assessment of stream
quality. The total score resulting from the completion of this form is subject to USACE approval and does not imply a
particular mitigation ratio or requirement. Form subject to change — version 06/03. To Comment, please call 919-876-8441 x 26.

-



i
el

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

. CHARACTERISTICS ECORECION Ry
i Coastal Piedmont | Mount:
| Presence of flow / persistent pools in stream 0-5 0-4 0 5{
(no flow or saturation — 0; strong flow = max points) : ; £
5 Evidence of past human alteration 1 ; 1 o3 [ _0. o
= (extensive alteration ~ 0: no alteration ~ max points) ) -E : H®
< Ripurian zone | 0 -4 _ i P
(o butter - U: contiguous. wide bulfer — max points) , 4 e
1 Evidence of nutrient or rl,emical discharges 0.5 0.4 0 _4' S
1 (extensive discharges = 0: no discharges = max points) Z ' f A
c Groundwater discharge IR =
- ke ; =3 - i i FHis=_
- (no discharge = (: sprmgs. seeps, wetlands. etc. = max points) p=y v-ag 0 Rl e
= Presence of ad jacent flaodplain Ry o -
e - b ) aq
f:; ! : (no floodplain = 0 extensive floodplain = max points) | . j 3 a2 N2 e Y
®y s Entrenchment / loodplain access 0.5 [ 0. 0.3 R o
w (deeply entrenched 0 frequent flooding = max points) NS | s i 2 Tola b
X Presence of adjacent wetlands . 0-6 0: 4 03 [
o wetlands - 0; lurge adjacent wetlands = max poinis) -
z Channel sinuosity ; 0-5 [ rob 0-13
t_u,itumi\-uihiu_]r_wliza{iun 0; patural meander - max points) (=0 B8 1 B |
" Scdiment inpul
| 10 Ty . . 0-35 -4 =
| (extensive deposition 0 little or no sediment — max points) o _0__ _ v Z-
Size & diversity of channel bed substrate , .
1 : ; : : i . NA 0-4 0-3 5
(fine, homogenous = (3 larpe, diverse sizes = max points) | e ) {
| I Evidence of channel incision or widening 0-5 0.4 ! 0-5
o (deeply incised = 0; stable bed & banks = max points) ' | i i
- T |
=4 IR ' Presence of major bank failures : 0-3% 0-5 { (-3
= ~ (severe erosion = 0; no erosion, stable banks = max points) Iy N N Z R
= 4 Root depth and density on hanks 0.3 -4 -
= | (na visible roots - 0. dense roots throughou! ~ max points) | '
g | Impactby agriculture, livestock, or timber production 0= 0.4 [ 0-3
| (substantinl impuct - 0: no evidence = may points) =1 Al =gy, % __0
Presence of riffle-pool/ripple-pool complexes s r z
I . 0-3 i 06 |
(no riffles mipples or pouls  0: well-developed  max points) |
- Habitat complexity ]
{ 7 g L) AT -6 -6 -
| S. ‘ ~ (hitle or no habitat — 0: frequent, varied habitats — max points) Bl D=4 ( _
2 '8 Canopy coverage over streambed 0-5 0-5 05 5
< © = = ¥ ~
= ~(no shading vegetation 0: continuous canopy = max pmnm L
Substrate embeddedness :
9| NA* 0-4 0-4
| I (deeply embedded = 0; loose structure = max) =) or ¥ Sl Ml é )
! 0 Presence of stream invertebrates (sce page 4) - 0-4 0.5 0-5 o
Rl (1o evidence - 0. commion, nUMErous types = max points)
e | 2 i = =
SRR Presence of amphibians 0-4 [ 0-4 04 o
O | (o evidence -~ 0, comiman, NUMErous types = max points) N - -
. S = Presence of fish 0-4 0-4 0-4 o
LR | T | (meevidence = 0. comtmon, AUMErOUS types = max points) [ |
i b oag | Evidence of wildlife use 0-6 : 0.5 0-%
I [i® (ho evidence - 0, abundant evidence = max pomnts) ' ,
. A e
Tatal Points Possible 100 100 ] 100
TOTAL SCORE (also enter on first page) 23

* [ liese characterstics ate not assessed in coastal streams,



| USACE AID# DWQ # Site #_5 (indicate on attached map) I

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET *

Provide the following information for the stream reach under assessment:

1. Applicant’s name: /ZW”W?W }{/ ST 2. Evaluator’s name: /4‘7“"

3. Date of evaluation: lo- 7-7% = 4. Time of evaluation: /2 _A»

5, Nams ofsweam:_(7 & Mt ‘g‘zﬂ*ﬂﬂ 6. River basin;__ CHVE fortn

7. Approximate drainage area:___ =~ ?@ /”'m’ 8. Stream order: /-2

9. Length of reach evaluated: v 187 10. County: /dw A e

11. Site coordinates (if known):  prefer in decimal degrees. 12, Subdivision name (if any):

Latitude (ex, 34.872312): 2 5. g;{? v Longitude (ex. ~77.556611): -~ 7325 (/,7@
Method location determined (circle); Topo Sheet  Ortho (Aerial) Pho ; GIS_“Other GIS  Other

13. Location of reach under evaluation (note nearby roads and landmarks and attach map identifying stream(s) location):

14. Proposed channel work (if any): ﬂf ST 87 e op

15. Recent weather conditions:_azd a7, 8" Ror 4 2957 sttK

16. Site conditions at time of visit:__C-22¢t o fACsF7, ARNAL flon

17, Identify any special waterway classifications known: ~___ Section 10 ___ Tidal Waters ____Essential Fisheries Habitat
(1-1V)

___Trout Waters Qutstanding Resource Waters Nutrient Sensitive Waters Water Supply Watershed

18. Is there a pond or lake located upstream of the evaluation point? YE@ If yes, estimate the water surface area:
19. Does channel appear on USGS quad map? YES@ 20. Does channel appear on USDA Soil Sunrey‘@ NO

21. Estimated watershed land use: % Residential % Commercial __ % Industrial E;;n Agricultural

/ _5/0 Forested _ %Cleared / Logged ___ % Other ( > )
22. Bankfull width; g ydnk height (from bed to top of bank): /
24. Channel slope down center of stream: Flat (0 to 2%) Gentle (2 to 4%) ___ Moderate (4 to 10%) Steep (>10%)
25, Channel sinuosity: Straight j;c_asional bends __ Frequent meander ___ Verysinuous ___Braided channel

Instructions for completion of worksheet (located on page 2): Begin by determining the most appropriate ecoregion based on
location, terrain, vegetation, stream classification, etc. Every characteristic must be scored using the same ecoregion. Assign points
to each characteristic within the range shown for the ecoregion. Page 3 provides a brief description of how to review the
characteristics identified in the worksheet. Scores should reflect an overall assessment of the stream reach under evaluation, If a
characteristic cannot be evaluated due to site or weather conditions, enter 0 in the scoring box and provide an explanation in the
comment section. Where there are obvious changes in the character of a stream under review (e.g., the stream flows from a pasture
into a forest), the stream may be divided into smaller reaches that disp-olay more continuity, and a separate form used to evaluate each
reach. The total score assigned to a stream reach must range between 0 and 100, with a score of 100 representing a stream of the

highest quality.

Total Score (from reverse): g Comments:

T

Evaluator’s Signature % ,—L feRl & {als Date 5o~ Y

This channel evaluatiof form is intend@d to be used only as a guide to assist landowners and environmental professionals in
gathering the data required by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to make a preliminary assessment of stream
quality. The total score resulting from the completion of this form is subject to USACE approval and does not imply a
particular mitigation ratio or requirement. Form subject to change — version 06/03. To Comment, please call 919-876-8441 x 26.

-



STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

ECORh.GION POINT RANGE

3 CHARACTERISTICS e SCORE
- Cox uaslal Piedmont Mountain
| Presence of Mow / persistent paols in stream % & 2 0-4 0-3
(o flow or saturation — 0, strong flow  max pounis) g ‘ | 2
. Evidence of past human alteration 0-6 0-5 0.3
= (extensive : altération — 0 no alteration — max poims) ) 3
. Riparian zone _ .- 04 0.5 2
(ne bulfer = 0: connguous, wide hulfer = max poimts)
) Evidence of nutrient or chemical discharges 0.5 0.4 0.4
lestensive discharges = 0; no discharges = max poinis) : ' }
& . Groundwater discharge 0.3 0-.4 04l |
< ino discharge ~ O springs. sceps, w etlands. ete. — man points) [ 3
= Presence of adjacent floodplain ' 5 |
a4 " 7 loodplain = 0: extensive Hoodplam = max poimnt 043 = l s
| e 11 aodplan ;exiensive llt}?dlll max poi 5 ! ¥ X
=L Entrenchment - Noodphiin aceess ! 2
& ‘ -4 ()~ 4 171 288,
{deephy entrenchest 0, frequent Rooding — mas points) 3
. My L ‘ [}
» . arliace o1l
" Presence of adjacent wetlands . 0.6 6.4 . 0.3 !
tnowethands 0, Targe adjucent w etlands — max puints) | _
* e = = LS = ! -
P Channel sinuosity . 0-5 0-4 ‘ 0.3 3 |
| I.U\luhl\.#. u.qum-.:hmlmn 0, rldtuul meander  max points) ! |
. — = ! = |
| 10 . Sediment mpur ' 0-5 0-4 | 0-4 |
[ (extensive deposition: 4 litle or po sedoment  max points) ! | 7 Z_
| 0 Size & diversity of channel bed substrate NA® 0-4 ! o
| {fine. homogenous — O Jarge. diverse sizes — max points) ] ) ' )
i Evidence of channel incision or widening -3 | 0-4 [ 0.3
T A (deeply ncised = 07 stable bed & banks — max poinis) B . \
Pl - o e e
=3 “Presence of major bank failures 0-5 . n.s - n-3
= (severe erosion — 0; no erosion, stable banks = max pomnts) | P ;_2
8 4y Root depth and density on hanks vy | bed dei
E_“E no vasible roots = 0, dense roots throughout = max poinis) L 2_
w (s Impact by agriculture, livestock, or timher production 0-35 ' (-4 0-3% )
l (substantial impact 0, po evidence  max points) l
e “ = [ o " I
" Presence of riffle-pool’vipple-pool complexes 0.3 0-% 0.6 |
ino nttesrpples or pools 0, well-developed  mas poimis) - 1 n RN |
&= b Habitat compleity 06 Us4 0o 0
= (lutie or no habirar 00 Feequent. varied babitas — max pomis) g | = .
2| Canopy coverage over streambed =3 I -5 b 9e3 5
- (o shadmy vegetation = U) continuous canopy — max points) [ ‘
= — — x - ==
Substrate embeddedness z | ]
K N 0-4 | 0- y,
. ' (deeply embedded = U; loose structure — max) - L .
Il sy | Presence of stream inveriehrates (sce page 41 - oo | 6% B3
i (ne evidence - fl COMMON, NHMEroUs [VPes = max pmmﬂ | ) o
> g i ) iphibians 0 _
5 oa ~ Presence of amphibians 0.4 0. { . d o
Q (e evidence 0. common. nUMeraus types = max perints) { Pl
é ¥ 23 Presence of fish 6.4 04 " 5
=4 tio evidence 0L common. humerous [ypes ~ max points] - |
[ o Evidence of wildlife use [ i
a3 _ 6 035 , (-3 |
| {no evidence 0, abundant evidence — max pomts) l
. LS, RS, | m N gl Tl ,
Tatal Points Possible 100 100 00

TOTAL SCORE (also enter on first page)

* L hiese charactenstics ate ot assessed 1 coastal streames




- U7 3 oowrrson peten

USACE AID# DWQ # Site # 53 (indicate on attached map) :

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET _%

Provide the following information for the stream reach under assessment:

1. Applicant’s name: K e Fot#70 g’ﬁ‘“j 2. Evaluator's name:_aawn . LewlS
3. Date of evaluation: o %1% 4. Time of evaluation: 07> 49

5. Naine of steeame 7 'fo’i" mﬂ/ 6. River basin; al /%“(

7. Approximate drainage area: - 3 2 _Acmey 8. Stream order: /- Z

9. Length of reach evaluated: ~lOP C 10. County: /JMM”&-‘

11. Site coordinates (if known):  prefer in decimal degrees. 12. Subdivision name (if any):

Latitude (ex. 34 872312); 3 o N fg{{/g Longitud(v: ~77.556611): = 7‘2 3?3??(

Method location determined (clrclc)iﬁs?‘ Topo Sheet  Ortho (Aerial) W Other GIS  Other
13. Location of reach under evaluation (note nearby roads and landmarks and attach map identifying stream(s) location):

14. Proposed channel work (if any): ﬁ"SWM

r
15. Recent weather conditions:__+/4&~ V2K RAlw e O i
16. Site conditions at time of visit.__Ceol , JVRCeE7, APlaviy Lo

17. Identify any special waterway classifications known: Section 10 Tidal Waters Essential Fisheries Habitat

Trout Waters ___ Outstanding Resource Waters Nutrient Sensitive Waters Water Supply Watershed (I-1V)
18. Is there a pond or lake located upstream of the evaluation point? YE@f yes, estimate the water surface area:
19. Does channel appear on USGS quad map? YES @ 20. Does channel appear on USDA Soil Suwey?@ NO

21. Estimated watershed land use: % Residential % Commercial ___ % Industrial z"fo Agricultural
i Lﬂ % Forested % Cleared / Logged % Other (
22. Bankfull width: 3 23. Bank height (from bed to top of bank): /-1 i
24, Channel slope down center of stream: ___ Flat (0 to 2%) ﬁenlle (2t04%) __ Moderate (4 to 10%) Steep (=10%)

25. Channel sinuosity: /Straighl Occasional bends ____ Frequent meander Very sinuous Braided channel

Instructions for completion of worksheet (located on page 2): Begin by determining the most appropriate ecoregion based on
location, terrain, vegetation, stream classification, etc. Every characteristic must be scored using the same ecoregion. Assign points
to each characteristic within the range shown for the ecoregion. Page 3 provides a brief description of how to review the
characteristics identified in the worksheet, Scores should reflect an overall assessment of the stream reach under evaluation. If a
characteristic cannot be evaluated due to site or weather conditions, enter 0 in the scoring box and provide an explanation in the
comment section. Where there are obvious changes in the character of a stream under review (e.g., the stream flows from a pasture
into a forest), the stream may be divided into smaller reaches that display more continuity, and a separate form used to evaluate each
reach, The total score assigned to a stream reach must range between 0 and 100, with a score of 100 representing a stream of the

highest quality,

Total Score (from reverse): Z ( Comments:

L g

Evaluator’s Signature %_.—.—2,_ foml £ bgurif Date 4oy -y

This channel evaluation form is intended to be used only as a guide to assist landowners and environmental professionals in
gathering the data required by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to make a preliminary assessment of stream
quality. The total score resulting from the completion of this form is subject to USACE approval and does not imply a
particular mitigation ratio or requirement. Form subject to change — version 06/03. To Comment, please call 919-876-8441 x 26.

-

1



STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

SCORE

101 :\l. ."a( ORF (also enter on f'rsl page)

CHARACTERISTICS ] ECOREGION POINT RANGE
Coastal { Piedmont Moauntain
; Presence of Mow / persistent pools in stream P T ded | 03 i
(no flow or saturation 0, strong flow — max points) ) ' [ l
s Evidence of past human alteration PP 3 Bis - |
B (extensive ultcrmmn 0. no alteration — max poinis| | Z
£ Riparian zone . "
(no bulier  1; contiguous. wide butfer = max points) B8 S = o
I Evidence of nutrient or chemical discharges 0. % I 6.4 0.4 Y
extensive discharges = (1 no discharges = man points) ' 3 -
" B o Groundwater discharge s = ey . =
= (o discharge 00 springs. seeps. wetlands, elc. — man points) | \
E b & Presence of adjacent Moodplain 0-4 0-4 | 0.2 '
5’; ' ine floodplain = 0; extensive floodplain = max pomis) . e _I__ w0 | 2 __!
= = Entrenchment / Doodplain access I 0-3 0.4 0.3 :
- (deeply entrenched 0, frequent Reading — max pomtsy | l - 3 '
B Presence of adjacent wetlands AL e - 3 '
tio swetlands 0 large .1d1.1u.n| \wll.i'ui‘: AN points) e e | | "___ s
” Channel sinuosity . 0.5 0-4 ] 0-3 |
fentensive channelization 0. patural mcander  mas pomis) fo el 1
' “Sediment input 5.5 0~ B4 |
(extensive deposition G0 litle or no sediment — nis poinis) | - 2—_ N
r; i Size & diversity of channcl bed substrate NA® t a1 1 0~ 3
. (line homogenous — 0 large. diverse sizes -~ max points} | | o
e Evidence of channel incision or widening G5 0-4 | 0-3
o (deeply incised = 0 siable bed & banks — max poinis) B = | _!_ _
- I 13 © Presence of major bank failures ' 0.3 | 0-5 | 0-s
= (severe crosion ): no crosion, stable banks — max points) | _' 1 & '
) 14 Ront depth and density on hanks 6.3 i 0 -4 0.3 ‘
& (no visible roots = 0 dense roots throughout = max points) | j é
v | 15 | Impact by agriculture, livestock, or timber production 03 | o 0%
[ . hubsmnlml unp.ut 0. llUE\thl.ti:ll:L m.npumm ' b 0
” Presence of riffle-pool/eipple-pool complexes 0.3 0.4 0-6
(na niftles ripples or pools 0. well-developed — mas ponts} = i i s s '
: Ly Habitat complexity 06 | Oos -6
= | (hittle or no habitat — 0; trequent. var 1ed habitins — may points) 0
@l e | Canopy coverage over streambed ' I 6 ) —_ L s S
é : ; . (n0 _\IEJJIHL vegetation - (i continuous canopy  man points) ‘_‘ | i o
4 Substrate enibeddedness NA* Q-4 04
| (deeply embedided - 0; loose structure - max} _— ) | N 3 |
o Presence of stream invertebrates (sce page 41 - 0-d 0-5 0.5 o ]
(no evidence - 0, common. mmeraus (ypes = max pomis)
' © Presence of amphibians F o wmaz | - tos 6ot
S| - e evidence I common, AUMErOLS LYPes = Max points) i ' o
<1 I " Presence of fish i 0- 04 = _0—: o=
é i (v evidence = 0, comfmon. NUMerous types = max points) | { ; ) o
[ 53 Evidence of wildlife use P I 0.5 B 0-3
| (noevidence — 0. abundant evidence = max points) : o
Total Points Possible 100 100 ]




UZs 24 5 (Atactn pesor T5)
_USAC._E AID# DWQ # Site #__Z- (indicate on attached map) |

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET _10

Provide the following information for the stream reach under assessment:
1. Applicant's name: ,//Z(’l//'ﬂﬂf/«)ﬂ g’f‘?ﬁ-‘j 2. Evaluator’s name: /‘“ﬂ‘M

3. Date of evaluation;_/0~ T~ /3 4. Time of evaluation:____/__ %

5. Name of stream: W‘(?’- ﬂf&’f/ gﬂ‘ﬂﬂfﬂ 6. River basin: @f/‘( fE4n

7. Approximate drainage area:__ zﬂ Aeres 8. Stream order: 2¢

9. Length of reach evaluated:__ 209 * 10. County: 4 LAMAVCC

11. Site coordinates (if known):  prefer in decimal degrees. 12. Subdivision name (if any):

Latitude (ex. 34.872312); 3 5- f?wy( Longitude (ex, —77.556611): s 77 3&( 77?

Method location determined (circle): @ Topo Sheet  Ortho (Aerial) Photo/GIS OH@ Other
13. Location of reach under evaluation (note nearby roads and landmarks and attach map identifying stream(s) location):

14. Proposed channel work (if any): ﬁ" 7o (i87 0~
15. Recent weather conditions:__w@an , A2 & " Law 10 Lo57 wtrl
16. Site conditions at time of visit._ Codl, OQfRCt ST, Afhkndgy [to

17. Identify any special waterway classifications known: Section 10 Tidal Waters Essential Fisheries Habitat

____Trout Waters Outstanding Resource Waters Nutrient Sensitive Waters Water Supply Watershed (1-1V)

18. Is there a pond or lake located upstream o%afh;?fm point? YES @If yes, estimate the water surface area:
NO

19. Does channel appear on USGS quad map 20. Does channel appear on USDA Soil Survey'?@ NO

21. Estimated watershed land use: % Residential _ % Commercial ___ % Industrial {2 % Agricultural
i’?_% Forested % Cleared / Logged % Other ( )

22. Bankfull width: i }Bank height (from bed to top of bank): /

24. Channel slope down center of stream: ___ Flat (0 to 2%) Gentle (2t04%) __ Moderate (4 to 10%) ___ Steep (>10%)

25, Channel sinuosity; Straight Occasional bends Frequent meander Very sinuous ____Braided channel

Instructions for completion of worksheet (located on page 2): Begin by determining the most appropriate ecoregion based on
location, terrain, vegetation, stream classification, etc. Every characteristic must be scored using the same ecoregion. Assign points
to each characteristic within the range shown for the ecoregion. Page 3 provides a brief description of how to review the
characteristics identified in the worksheet. Scores should reflect an overall assessment of the stream reach under evaluation. If a
characteristic cannot be evaluated due to site or weather conditions, enter 0 in the scoring box and provide an explanation in the
comment section. Where there are obvious changes in the character of a stream under review (e.g., the stream flows from a pasture
into a forest), the stream may be divided into smaller reaches that display more continuity, and a separate form used to evaluate each
reach. The total score assigned to a stream reach must range between 0 and 100, with a score of 100 representing a stream of the

highest quality.
6' 7 Comments:

L

s
Evaluator’s Signature %’2 et LS8~ 1S Date 5’-"1.{ Al §

This channel evaluation form is intended to be used only as a guide to assist landowners and environmental professionals in
gathering the data required by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to make a preliminary assessment of stream
quality. The total score resulting from the completion of this form is subject to USACE approval and does not imply a
particular mitigation ratio or requirement. Form subject to change — version 06/03. To Comment, please call 919-876-8441 x 26.

Total Score (from reverse):

-



HABITAT

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

. ECOREGION POINT RANGE

H CHARACTERISTICS S S('ORI{
L st _ Coastal LPledmonl ‘Mountain |
! = . rr————
| Presence of low / persistent pools in stream 0.5 0-d 0-5
o Mow or sataration — 0, strong flow — max points) ; 4
, Evidence of past human alteration = |
P _ 0-6 -5 =3
(extensive alteration - 0. no alteration — max points) | Z
s Riparian zone 8.t ‘| 0 ed 5% ,
(no butler = U: contiguous. wide bulfer — max poinis) 4
: Evidence of nutrient or chemical discharges 5.3 o -: 0.4 .
(estensive discharges 00 no discharges = max points) 3 '
4 & | Groundwater discharge 0-3 04 0.d 2
< (o discharge = 0, sprnus. seeps. wetlands, ete.  max points) ! |
ot Presence of adjacent Moodplain | £ [
&y b ; R . (0-d (-4 0i- |
= ino floodplain -~ 0; extensive floodplam = max poinis) | g
- S Lntrenchment » Noodplaim access .
z : £ 03 0-4 TPE.
P tdecply entrenched 0 frequent Mooding — max poinis) z
> \ adi . [ .
g Presence nl‘.lf]jaceul wetlands . 0-6 0. 4 0.3
(ho wettands - 0: large adjacent wetlands - max points) | |
9 Channel sinuosity 0-5 I 0-3 0-3 2
| textensive channelization 02 natural meander — max points) ! :
. : i L ke e e e e ==l == — e
| 10 IR o -8 |, ©-h 0-4 2
(estensive deposition  0: hittle or no sediment  mas pomnts) | ) L 3
T _ Size & diversity of ohuqnel bl:t_i substrate NA® ' 0-4 0-3 2
(fine. homogenous — 0, Im‘t,c dwu’ec € §1Ze8  max paints) [
._I " Evidence of channel incision or widening 0-5 | 0-4 03 [
B (deeply incised « 0; stable bed & banks -~ max poinis) L [ — s s
| f_ 0 " Presence of majur bank failures 0.5 0.8 [ (.53
; 3 ! :
pec | 3 (severe erosion 00 no eroston, stable banks — max points) i 3_
= | (4 Raot depth and density on banks 03 [ 0-4 0.
= (no visible roots = 0. dense rooty throughout = may points) | i &
74 j¢ | Impact by agriculture. livestock, or timber production 0 s | 0-4 0.3 2
] (substantal impact 0, no evidence  max points) .
st il '-;_ Vi) '._ . : |
.] Vo IPrsunu of riffle-poal/ripple-pool complexes 0.3 | 0.4 0-6 o
| i rilflesripples o poals U0 well-developed s pomts) | | el = I S i
(7 . Flabitat complexiny _ 0-6 0-6 . 0-6
L (lintle or no habitn 01 frequent, varied habitis — mas points) S - !
8 Canopy coverage over streambed 0-5 0-% 1 0-3 |
(no shading vegetation = : conlinuous canapy + max points} . _ils ‘/ |
19 Substrate embeddedness NA* | 0-4 0-4 3 '
| (deeply embedded - 0; loose structure  miax) L _“j‘ s B o (
| 0 Presence of stream invertebrates (see page 4] 0-4 0-5 0.5 2
(o evidence - 0 common. numerous types = mas poms) | | ' |
7 - Presence of amphibians
= -4 I -4 | (- 2
=} (v evidenee — O comman, numerons l\pt'i “ max pt‘lllllﬁl i !
s $ P = R ————
S ~ Presence of fish 0.4 | 0.4 ! 04 O
=, (e evidence 0. combinn, DUMErous types = max points) S
| 3 Fvidenve of wclt!lafc nse 0 6 0 s 0.3 l
| (e evidence - 0. abundant evidenve  max paits) L | i 7
Total Points Possible i 10 | 100
| {
] I
TOTAL ‘\(‘ORI- (dl‘\l‘l enter on first page) | 5‘7
* T hese chitadlenstics are nor dssessed 0 constal stieams —— s



) L UTS ormyraens
DWQ # Site # (indicate on attached map)

STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET _'*

Provide the following information for the stream reach under assessment:

| USACE AID#

1. Applicant’s name: K("f’_ﬂifffw 5’5{5“' ) 2. Evaluator’s name: /dxfh S Pgus
3. Date of evaluation;__7~ % o vl 4. Time of evaluation:__ ¥ /2 A~

5, Name of stream; U’F’( T deeoy émﬁ /;’;12, 6. River basin: af/ (o /'g"'(

7. Approximate drainage area: ~ 250 peass 8. Stream order:___ 21

9. Length of reach evaluated:__ 7~ 3# ¢ ¥ 10. County: /¢ AN A

11. Site coordinates (if known):  prefer in decimal degrees. 12, Subdivision name (if any):

Latitude (ex. 34 872312): 3 5'5 f { 2, g Longitude (cx. —77.556611);

Method location determined (circle): (QEQ Topo Sheet  Ortho (Aenal) Pheto/GIS. 2 Other GIS ~ Other
13. Location of reach under evaluation (note nearby roads and landmarks and attach map identifying stream(s) location):

14. Proposed channel work (if any): lé( ST NG ¢ o
15. Recent weather conditions: Ve, Liepy Bt Xv5E0e ﬂﬁd ELes o

16. Site conditions at time of visit:__ 72 v tam AL Lo/

17. Identify any special waterway classifications known: ~ ___ Section 10 ____Tidal Waters ____Essential Fisheries Habitat

___ Trout Waters ___ Outstanding Resource Waters ____ Nutrient Sensitive Waters ___ Water Supply Watershed (I-IV)

18. Is there a pond or lake located upstream of the evaluation point? YES NO If yes, estimate the water surface area:

19. Does channel appear on USGS quad map NO 20. Does channel appear on USDA Soil Survey? @ NO

21. Estimated watershed land use: % Residential % Commercial % Industrial @ Agricultural
_ZIQ:’o Forested % Cleared / Logged % Other (

22, Bankfull width: 3"{ 5 23, Bank height (from bed to top of bank): /-2

24, Channel slope down c?ﬂf stream: ___ Flat (0 to 2%) ___4entle (2t04%) ___ Moderate (4 to 10%) ___ Steep (>10%)

25, Channel sinuosity: _ < Straight ___Occasional bends ___ Frequent meander ~ ___ Very sinuous  ___ Braided channel

Instructions for completion of worksheet (located on page 2): Begin by determining the most appropriate ecoregion based on
location, terrain, vegelation, stream classification, etc, Every characteristic must be scored using the same ecoregion. Assign points
to each characteristic within the range shown for the ecoregion. Page 3 provides a brief description of how to review the
characteristics identified in the worksheet. Scores should reflect an overall assessment of the stream reach under evaluation, If a
characteristic cannot be evaluated due to site or weather conditions, enter 0 in the scoring box and provide an explanation in the
comment section. Where there are obvious changes in the character of a stream under review (e.g., the stream flows from a pasture
into a forest), the stream may be divided into smaller reaches that display more continuity, and a separate form used to evaluate each
reach. The total score assigned to a stream reach must range between 0 and 100, with a score of 100 representing a stream of the

highest quality.

Total Score (from reverse): 2( Comments:

L

Evaluator’s Signature f @4——4 Date 7:27 e

This channel evaluatioarTorm is intended to be used only as a guide to assist landowners and environmental professionals in
gathering the data required by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to make a preliminary assessment of stream
quality. The total score resulting from the completion of this form is subject to USACE approval and does not imply a
particular mitigation ratio or requirement. Form subject to change — version 06/03. To Comment, please call 919-876-8441 x 26,

-



STREAM QUALITY ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

: ECOREGION POINT RANGE

SCORE

| CHARACTERISTICS
| 4 Coasial Piedmont Mountain |
" Presence of Mow / persistent pools in stream o - N
! A : -5 . -5
(no flow or saturation 0; strong flow = max points} ; ol Gt Z
~ Evidence of past human alteration ] i N
5 Evidence of;_) uman alter_atwn 0-6 0-5 0-5 o
~ lextensive .:Itcmlwn_ 0. no alteration ~ max points)
= Riparian zone i
i ; 0- @ 0-d §X
(no bulter = U: contiguous. wide buffer = max pomis) ' G2 I 0
1 Fvidence of nutrient or chemical discharges 0.3 0.1 0 PR
_ {extensive discharges — 0: no discharges « max points) ' ' / ,.(,,L
N == : y 1
5 ‘ Groundwater discharge _ 0.3 f 0-4 0-4 3
=4 (no discharge -~ 02 springs, seeps, wetlands, ete.  man puoints) | ‘
~ Presence of adjacent Moodplain i '. e ]
@ Moodplain - 0: floodnl R o 2
o {no floodplain ~ 0: extensive floadplain = max points) . _ | - Lz
T Entrenchment / Noodplain sceess b5 -4 [ o.s 2 ]
= (decply entrenched - 0. frequent flooding — max pomis) - !
3 3B i = o R
|k Presence of adjacent wetlands ) 0-6 . 0.4 0.9 2
_ (o wetlands - 0; large adjacent wetlands = max points)
=it Channel sinuosity =
u : v-5 0-4 0 -3
L-.w.mm channelization = 0; natural mumdc max points) | i |_ e 3 __{/F? !
0 X Sediment input 3 0-% | 0-4 0-4 /
(extensive deposition 0 little or no sediment — mas points) | L
¥ Size & diversity of channel bed substrate NA® 0-4 !— 0-5 /
| (fine. homogenous = 0 larpe, diverse sizes - max pomnts) | | '
L1 Evidence of channel incision or widening 0-5 0.4 0-5 2
. _ (deeply incised = 0; stable bed & banks - max points) L
=1 Presence of major bank failures 3-8 |  ©@+5 % /
S| 7 | (severe erosion = [ no crosion, stable banks - max pomts) | — e
= | | Raot depth and density on banks a4 | 0- 4 0.3 2
i_“E | {no visible roots - 0, dense roots throughoul = max points) | X
| S Tlmpact by agmul!ulc, livestock. or timber production P
15 P (I 0-4 0-3 O
(substantial impact 0. no evidence  man points) |
{ sence af Fifl R e | e
| 16 Presence of riffle-pool/ripple-pool complexes 02 | 0.5 | 0-6 ?
ine nitfles rpples or pools U well-developed  may poinis) - SRR, |~ N e
— o Habitat complexity I
- i ¢ . . : -0 -6 U-0 /
- (litle or no habitar 0, frequent, varied habitats — max pets) | -
2 m ' Canopy coverage over streambed -5 0-5 0-5 i
; ‘:’- (no shading vegetation = U: continuous canopy — max points) B | o [ ) o [
v Substrate embeddedness NA* ‘ 0-4 | 0-4 1
| (deeply embedded = 0 loose strueture - max) Sl T oy S 1 = ) /
I 0 ' Presence of stream inverfebrates (sce page 4] - 0- 4 0.5 -3 0
{ " (no evidence = 0. comman, NUMErous (Ypes = max points) b | i
s | . Presence of amphibians 0 dl B 0.4 -4 )
E=3 - (o evidence = 00 common, NUMErONS [VPEs = max poinis) — ' — i
\ 5’ | as | Presence of fish 0-4 | -4 0-4
= T (hoeyi idence = 0, camtnon. humerous Lypes = max points) | 0
‘ t 5 Evidence of wildlife use 0-6 | 0.3 0% T
| = (no evidence = 0, abundant evidence = miy poinis] :I '
| Tatal Points Possible [0 100 100

* hese characteristies are not assessed ih coastal sireams

TOTAL SCORF. (also enter on first page)




Perennial Streams and Their Origins v. 4.11

Fisute Y-gh

P)W;v A 7 NC Division of Water Quality -Methodology for Identification of Intermittent and

NC DWQ Stream Identification Form Version 4.11

u7 ! 1
Ufﬂwﬂ'ﬁg‘m o%"f

Date:

10/4]13

Project/Site: AM,., _laram

Latitude: 25,¥33S9)

Evaluator: S‘SNVA" /MM fﬂﬂﬂﬂmh‘

f
County: Mzmsance

Longitude: -71,‘ 341 ,y‘q

Total POI"B: - ) . Stream Dete ircle one Other
3?:;1 arB p‘g:::fgme;gg?m i * ?\51 Ephemem(memﬂngl e.g. Quad Name:
: —
A. Geomorphology (Subtotal = | ‘1 ) Absent Weak Moderate Strong
1® Continuity of channel bed and bank 0 1 /2> P
2. Sinuosity of channel along thalweg 0 1 2 3
3 In-channel structure: ex. riffle-pool, step-pool, = 3 5 %
ripple-pool sequence
4, Particle size of stream substrate 0 1 ?3)
5. Active/relict floodplain 0 1 % )t
6. Depositional bars or benches 0 1 2 3
7_Recent alluvial deposits 0 l6>) 2 3
8. Headcuts {0 1 2 3
9_Grade control 0 0.5 1 %
10. Natural valley 0 - 05 1
11. Second or greater order channel No 70/ Yes =3
artificial ditches are nol rafed; see discussions in manual
B. Hydrology (Subtotal = ¢ )
12. Presence of Baseflow 1 2 3
13. Iron oxidizing bacteria 0 1 2 3
14, Leaf litter 15 1 70.5) 0
15. Sediment on plants or debris 0 705/ " 16
16. Organic debris lines or piles 0 0.5 (1) L Th
17. Soil-based evidence of high water table? No =0 Yes £ 3)
C. Biology (Subtotal = h ) k. &
18, Fibrous roots in streambed 3 @ 1 0
19. Rooted upland plants in streambed 2 1 0
20. Macrobenthos (note diversity and abundance) 1 2 3
21. Aquatic Mollusks 1 2 3
22. Fish 0.5 1 15
23. Crayfish 0.5 1 15
24. Amphibians 05 1 15
25, Algae 0.5 1 156
26. Wetland plants in streambed FACW=0.75; OBL=1.5 Other=0

*perennial streams may also be identified using other methods. See p. 35 of manual.

Notes:

w

—

w‘;’h‘“’

Sketch:

No wier

g,n)e

41 -
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NC Division of Water Quality ~Methodology for Identification of Intermittent and
Perennial Streams and Their Origins v. 4.11

J7 | ¢

NC DWQ Stream Identification Form Version 4.11

74

Date: W/‘i/B

Project/Site: ﬂ}h_ )‘m

Latitude: 35,853%%4

Evaluator: S- Jh'

County:

Mg

Longitude: -9, 742259

Total Points:
Stream is at least intermittent
if 2 19 or perennial if 2 30*

lle. 25

Stream Determi n (circle one)
Ephemera rmiti Perennial

Other
e.g. Quad Name:

Sae
(= 27

A. Geomorphology (Subtotal = 0.5

———

Absent

Moderate

1* Continuity of channel bed and bank

2. Sinuosity of channel along thalweg

(27
2

3. In-channel structure: ex. riffle-pool, step-pool,
ripple-pool sequence

D

4. Particle size of stream substrate

5. Active/relict floodplain

6. Depositional bars or benches

7. Recent alluvial deposits

[ED)
2
2
2
2

8. Headcuts

9, Grade control

=

10. Natural valley

oc@q@cc o |o|lo
N

SOt - B8

1

11. Second or greater order channel

artificial ditches are not rated; see discussions in manual
B. Hydrology (Subtotal = 1 )

12. Presence of Baseflow

—

)

13. Iron oxidizing bacteria

14. Leaf litter

0

15. Sediment on plants or debris

16. Organic debris lines or piles

17. Soil-based evidence of high water table?

No =

0

C. Biology (Subtotal=__ 01> )

18. Fibrous roots in streambed

19. Rooted upland plants in streambed

20. Macrobenthos (note diversity and abundance)

21. Aquatic Mollusks

22. Fish

23. Crayfish

T

1

5

2

2

1

1
0.5
0.5

24 Amphibians

0.5

25. Algae

0

05

1
1
2
2
1
1
1
1

26. Wetland plants in streambed

—

FACW 70.75! OBL=1.5 Other=0

*perennial streams may also be identified using other methods. See p. 35 of manual.

Notes: Avhve mH’lr,_MMc

Sketch:
AR M )k m)-’
Mo )m&ts

F\

—
—

achve e

s

¥

L'g)
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NC Division of Water Quality ~Methodology for Identification of Intermittent and e
Perennial Streams and Their Origins v. 4.11 U7

NC DWQ Stream lIdentification Form Version 4.11

U7 2 ¢ J7S (iAW Frém)

ol ST am CEAH

Date: Jp/ﬁ/;}

Project/Site: M_ Ltram

Latitude: ‘;jlsjbqg

Evaluator: S"Smd-h /Axipwf ﬁ}mﬁw‘ﬂ,

County: A’lﬂ’”’;”‘d

Longitude: .--n 5 3&,7 71

Total Points: o
Stream is at least intermittent 2%, 25’
if 2 19 or perennial if =2 30*

Stream Determination (ci
Ephemeral Intermittent/Perenn

Other
e.g. Quad Name!

A. Geomorphology (Subtotal = lg ) Absent Weak Moderate Strong
1* Continuity of channel bed and bank 0 1 /2) 3
2 Sinuosity of channel along thalweg 0 1 2 @
3 Ip-channel structure: ex. riffle-pool, step-poal, 0 4 @ 3
ripple-pool sequence
4. Particle size of stream substrate 0 1 ) 3
5. Active/relict fioodplain 0 1 2 3
6. Depositional bars or benches 0 1 (2) 3
7. Recent alluvial deposits Q. (1) 2 3
8. Headcuts 70 ) 1 2
9. Grade control o 0.5 1 g EE |
10. Natural valley 0 0B 1 1.5
11, Second or greater order channel No£0) Yes=3
? artificial ditches are not rated; see discussions in manual
B. Hydrology (Subtotal = 4.5 ) ~
12. Presence of Baseflow 0 1 2 ( 3‘)
13. Iron oxidizing bacteria 0 1 Czé 3
14. Leaf litter 15 F. . § 0
15. Sediment on plants or debris 0 (0|¥ R 15
16. Organic debris lines or piles 0 70.5) 1 15
17 Soil-based evidence of high water table? No=0 Yes{=
C. Biolo Subtotal = \
18. Fibrous roots in streambed 3 (2) 1 0
19. Rooted upland plants in streambed 73’) 2 1 0
20. Macrobenthos (note diversity and abundance) g [ 2 3
21, Aquatic Mollusks [ 1 2 3
22. Fish / 0.5 1 15
23. Crayfish ) 0.5 1 1.5
24, Amphibians 0 05 75 15
25_Algae /o) 05 1 15
|

26. Wetland plants in streambed

FACW = (175, JOBL = 1.5 Other =0
|

*perennial streams may also be identified using other methods. See p. 35 of manual.

Notes:

Sketch: b »M"H’I 17

41
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NC Division of Water Quality ~Methodology for Identification of Intermittent and T 3

Perennial Streams and Their Origins v. 4.11

NC DWQ Stream ldentification Form Version 4.11

Date: @ }Q / ) 3 Project/Site: M’- m Latitude: 25, 53 LD;E? )
y - +
Evaluator: S Coyy H_ }MM b‘M‘ County: A‘hm Longitude: 74,3424/
Total Points: . Stream De ircle one Other Shon
Stoam s aeas it 7 Eoemong ity Fereoni | o Gusatiane: " s’
A. Geomorphology (Subtotal = ‘* ) Absent Weak Moderate Strong
1% Continuity of channel bed and bank 0 1 3
2. Sinuosity of channel along thalweg 0 1 % 3
3 Ip-channal structure: ex. riffle-pool, step-pool, 0 4 B
ripple-pool sequence
4. Particle size of stream substrate 0 1 @ 3
5. Active/relict floodplain 0 1 % 3
6. Depositional bars or benches 0 1 3
7. Recent alluvial deposits 0 [4D) 2 3
8. Headcuts (oD ¥ )i 2 3
9. Grade control 0 05 1 %
10. Naltural valley 0 o 08 1 i
11. Second or greater order channel No/~ 0 ) Yes=3
“ artificial ditches are not rated; see discussions in manual =
B. Hydrology (Subtotal = 0 )
12. Presence of Baseflow 0 1 2 (3)
13. Iron oxidizing bacteria 0 2 2
14. Leaf litter 1.5 A 05 0
15. Sediment on plants or debris 0 0.5/ 1 1.5
16. Organic debris lines or piles 0 0.5 1
17 Soil-based evidence of high water table? No=0 Ye?? 3 )
C. Biology (Subtotal=__ 4 ) e
18. Fibrous roots in streambed 3 1 0
19. Rooted upland plants in streambed % i 0
20. Macrobenthos (note diversity and abundance) fﬁ 1 2 3
21. Aquatic Mallusks 1 2 3
22. Fish o) 0.5 1 - 15
23. Crayfish 'g 0.5 1 15
24 Amphibians 0 0.5 1 1.5
25 Algae ) 05 _ 1 1.5
26. Wetland plants In streambed b FACW=0.75, OBL=15 Other=0
*perennial streams may also be identified using other methods. See p. 35 of manual.
Notes}injes n_g3)5,  Ap Jroohioh
Sketch: y

41
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NC Division of Water Quality ~Methodology for Identification of Intermittent and
Perennial Streams and Their Origins v. 4.11 v15

NC DWQ Stream Identification Form Version 4.11

o/ A Y ot

Date:  Jp)4 / n

Project/Site: w\] - Luram

Latitude: 35%5 ,9

Evaluator: S,Eﬂf};\ / Mm

County: A,km;u,}

Longitude: ~74, 31 9%

Total Points:

) : Stream Determ rcle one Other
3?:;’0:‘_‘ g g::faﬁ;e:;gf’m ? Ephemeral gtermltten;i’erenﬂlall e.g. Quad Name:
A. Geomorphology (Subtotal = b Absent Weak Moderate Strong
1" Continuity of channel bed and bank 0 ] (2D 3
2. Sinuosity of channel along thalweg 0 1 T2 3
3. In-channel structure: ex. riffie-pool, step-pool, @ L‘; 2 3
ripple-pool sequence
4. Particle size of stream substrate 0 1 7] 2 3
5. Active/relict floodplain /Q 1 i 2 3
6. Depositional bars or benches % 1 2 3
7. Recent alluvial deposits ;%? 1 2 3
8. Headcuts 1 2 3
9. Grade control 0 0.5 /1) 1.5
10. Natural valley 0 _. 05 4 (45
11. Second or greater order channel No~D ) Yes=3
" artificial ditches are nol rated; see discussions in manual ™
B. Hydrology (Subtotal=___ 7 )
12. Presence of Baseflow @ 1 2 3
13. Iron oxidizing bacteria f qI 1 2 3
14. Leat litter 15 [1) Q5 0
15. Sediment on plants or debris 05 (1 1.5
16. Organic debris lines or piles T‘& 0.5 1 oy LB
17. Soil-based evidence of high water table? ~  No=0 Yesf£3 )
C. Biology (Subtotal = ) distl=ft
18. Fibrous roots in streambed 3 2 1
19. Rooted upland plants in streambed 3 2 1 g
20. Macrobenthos (note diversity and abundance) A\ 1 2 3
21. Aquatic Mollusks /[0 | 1 2 3
22. Fish Cfe ] 0.5 1 15
23. Crayfish I ol 0.5 1 1.5
24. Amphibians [0/ 0.5 1 1.5
25. Algae \ o/ 0.5 1 1.5
26 Wetland plants in streambed =+ FACW=075 OBL=15 Other=0
“perennial streams may also be identified using other methods. See p. 35 of manual.
Notes:
I ' “f
Sketch: . S irsen el
cJeadiv L ) N STREAR,
= e % i PEALOED  Ypor
T ache petne ooTecs e
Sle o (257 Me

\
L
(%
L
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Appendix E
Categorical Exclusion Document

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Appendices
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



Appendix A

Categorical Exclusion Form for Ecosystem Enhancement
Program Projects
Version 14

Note: Only Appendix A should to be submitted (along with any suppornting documentation) as the
environmenal document

Part 1: General Project Information

roject Name: Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Mitigation Site
County Name: Alamance County
EEP Number:
"Project Sponsor: Restoration Systems, LLC
Project Contact Name: Worth Creech
Project Contact Address: 1101 Haynes Street, Suite 211 Raleigh, NC 27604
Project Contact E-mail: Worth@restorationsystems.com

EEP Project Manager:
Project Description
The Abby Lamm encompasses approximately 21 acres of agricultural land used for livestock grazing

and hay production Existing Site streams have been cleared dredged of cobble substrate. trampled
by livestock, eroded vertically and laterally. The project will restore streams and wetlands within the Site
for total of 5294 Stream Mitigation Units (SMUs) and 1.3 Riparian Wetland Mitigation Units (WMUs).

For Official Use Only

Reviewed By:
4-30- QoI Rkl o
Date EEP Project Manager

Conditional Approved By:

Date For Division Administrator
FHWA

[] Check this box if there are outstanding issues

Final Approval By: Q L}% _
Y-30-1Y ( %
Date For Division Administrator._
FHWA

6 Version 1.4, 8/18/05



Part 2: All Projects

Regulation/Question

Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA)

Response

1. Is the project located in a CAMA county? Yes
No

2. Does the project involve ground-disturbing activities within a CAMA Area of %Yes
Environmental Concern (AEC)? I No

Bd N/A

3. Has a CAMA permit been secured? []Yes
[ No

B N/A

4. Has NCDCM agreed that the project is consistent with the NC Coastal Management []Yes
Program? L1 No

N/A

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA

1. Is this a “full-delivery” project? Yes
No

2. Has the zoning/land use of the subject property and adjacent properties ever been Yes
designated as commercial or industrial? g No

I N/A

3. As a result of a limited Phase | Site Assessment, are there known or potential []Yes
hazardous waste sites within or adjacent to the project area? ENO

N/A

4. As a result of a Phase | Site Assessment, are there known or potential hazardous []Yes
waste sites within or adjacent to the project area? % No
N/A

5. As a result of a Phase |l Site Assessment, are there known or potential hazardous []Yes
waste sites within the project area? O No

N/A

6. Is there an approved hazardous mitigation plan? []Yes
(I No

N/A

1. Are there properties listed on, or eligible for listing on, the National Register of []Yes
Historic Places in the project area? No

2. Does the project affect such properties and does the SHPO/THPO concur? = Yes
No

N/A

3. If the effects are adverse, have they been resolved? []Yes
I No

Bq N/A

Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act (Uni
1. Is this a “fuil-delivery” project?

A
Yes

2. Does the project require the acquisition of real estate?

No
Yes
No

I N/A

3. Was the property acquisition completed prior to the intent to use federal funds? [] Yes
No

N/A

4. Has the owner of the property been informed: Yes
* prior to making an offer that the agency does not have condemnation authority; and No

* what the fair market value is believed to be? ] N/A

7 Version 1.4, 8/18/05



Part 3: Ground-Disturbing Activities
Regulation/Question Response
American Indian Religious Freedom Act (AIRFA)
1. Is the project located in a county claimed as “territory” by the Eastern Band of []Yes
Cherokee Indians? No
2. Is the site of religious importance to American Indians? Yes
I No
N/A
3. Is the project listed on, or eligible for listing on, the National Register of Historic []Yes
Places? I No
N/A
4. Have the effects of the project on this site been considered? Yes

I No
[2[ N/A
Antiquities Act (AA)

1. Is the project located on Federal lands? Yes
No
2. Will there be loss or destruction of historic or prehistoric ruins, monuments or objects [1Yes
of antiquity? (] No
N/A
3. Will a permit from the appropriate Federal agency be required? [Yes
[ No
N/A
4. Has a permit been obtained? Yes
[CINo
N/A

Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA)

1. Is the project located on federal or Indian lands (reservation)? []Yes

5 No

2. Will there be a loss or destruction of archaeological resources? [] Yes

[ No
N/A

3. Will a permit from the appropriate Federal agency be required? Yes

[JINo
N/A

4. Has a permit been obtained? []Yes

[ No
N/A

Endangered Species Act (ESA)

1. Are federal Threatened and Endangered species and/or Designated Critical Habitat []Yes

listed for the county? No

2. Is Designated Critical Habitat or suitable habitat present for listed species? []Yes
[ No

N/A

3. Are T&E species present or is the project being conducted in Designated Critical Yes
Habitat? (I No

B N/A

4. |s the project “likely to adversely affect’ the species and/or “likely to adversely modify” [] Yes
Designated Critical Habitat? [ No

N/A

5. Does the USFWS/NOAA-Fisheries concur in the effects determination? Yes
[JNo

N/A

6. Has the USFWS/NOAA-Fisheries rendered a “jeopardy” determination? L] Yes
I No

(34 N/A

8 Version 1.4, 8/18/05



Executive Order 13007 (Indian Sacred Sites)

1. Is the project located on Federal lands that are within a county claimed as “territory” []Yes

by the EBCI? B{No

2. Has the EBCI indicated that Indian sacred sites may be impacted by the proposed []Yes
project? [(INo
% N/A

3. Have accommodations been made for access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred Yes
sites? [JNo
Bd N/A

Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)

1. Will real estate be acquired? EYes
No

2. Has NRCS determined that the project contains prime, unique, statewide or locally X] Yes
important farmland? | I No
N/A

3. Has the completed Form AD-1006 been submitted to NRCS? Yes
No

[ N/A

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA)

1. WIill the project impound, divert, channel deepen, or otherwise control/modify any gYes
water body? No

2. Have the USFWS and the NCWRC been consulted? Dd Yes
[INo

[IN/A

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act (Section 6(f))

1. Will the project require the conversion of such property to a use other than public, []Yes
outdoor recreation? No

2. Has the NPS approved of the conversion? Yes
I No

N/A

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (Essential Fish Habitat

1. Is the project located in an estuarine system? | | Yes
No

2. |s suitable habitat present for EFH-protected species? Yes
[INo

5 N/A

3. Is sufficient design information available to make a determination of the effect of the [ Yes
project on EFH? [JNo

N/A

4. Will the project adversely affect EFH? Yes
[ No

BIN/A

5. Has consuitation with NOAA-Fisheries occurred? E Yes
No

4 N/A
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)

1. Does the USFWS have any recommendations with the project relative to the MBTA? []Yes

No

2. Have the USFWS recommendations been incorporated? %es
[JNo

DI NA

Wilderness Act

1. Is the project in a Wilderness area? []Yes
XNo

2. Has a special use permit and/or easement been obtained from the maintaining []Yes
federal agericy? [ No

X N/A
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

State Historic Preservation Office
Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator

Governor Pat McCrory Office of Archives and History
Secretary Susan Kluttz Deputy Secretary Kevin Cherry
March 20, 2014

Grant Lewis

Axiom Environmental, Inc.
218 Snow Avenue

Raleigh, NC 27603

Re:  Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Mitigation Project, Alamance County, ER 14-0440
Dear Mr. Lewis:
Thank you for your letter of March 7, 2014, concerning the above project.

We have conducted a review of the project and are aware of no historic resources which would be affected by
the project. Therefore, we have no comment on the project as proposed.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR
Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579 or renee.gledhill-

earlev@ncdcr.gov. In all future communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced
tracking number.

Sincerely,

Location: 109 Fast Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601 Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617  Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Raleigh ES Field Office
Post Office Box 33726
Raleigh, North Carolina 27636-3726

April 4, 2014

Grant Lewis

Axiom Environmental, Inc.
218 Snow Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27603

Re: Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Mitigation Project - Alamance County, NC

Dear Mr. Lewis:

This letter is to inform you that a list of all federally-protected endangered and threatened species
with known occurrences in North Carolina is now available on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service’s (Service) web page at http://www.fws.gov/raleigh. Therefore, if you have projects that
occur within the Raleigh Field Office’s area of responsibility (see attached county list), you no
longer need to contact the Raleigh Field Office for a list of federally-protected species.

Our web page contains a complete and frequently updated list of all endangered and threatened
species protected by the provisions of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.)(Act), and a list of federal species of concern’ that are known to occur in
each county in North Carolina.

Section 7 of the Act requires that all federal agencies (or their designated non-federal
representative), in consultation with the Service, insure that any action federally authorized,
funded, or carried out by such agencies is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any
federally-listed endangered or threatened species. A biological assessment or evaluation may be
prepared to fulfill that requirement and in determining whether additionai consultation withi the |
Service is necessary. In addition to the federally-protected species list, information on the
species’ life histories and habitats and information on completing a biolorgical assessment or
evaluation and can be found on our web page at http://www.fws.gov/raleigh. Please check the
web site often for updated information or changes.

' The term “federal species of concern” refers to those species which the Service believes might be in need of
concentrated conservation actions. Federal species of concern receive no legal protection and their designation does
not necessarily imply that the species will eventually be proposed for listing as a federally endangered or threatened
species. However, we recommend that all practicable measures be taken to avoid or minimize adverse impacts to
federal species of concern.




If your project contains suitable habitat for any of the federally-listed species known to be
present within the county where your project occurs, the proposed action has the potential to
adversely affect those species. As such, we recommend that surveys be conducted to determine
the species’ presence or absence within the project area. The use of North Carolina Natural
Heritage program data should not be substituted for actual field surveys.

If you determine that the proposed action may affect (i.e., likely to adversely affect or not likely
to adversely affect) a federally-protected species, you should notify this office with your
determination, the results of your surveys, survey methodologies, and an analysis of the effects
of the action on listed species, including consideration of direct, indirect, and cumulative effects.
before conducting any activities that might affect the species. If you determine that the proposed
action will have no effect (i.e., no beneficial or adverse, direct or indirect effect) on federally
listed species, then you are not required to contact our office for concurrence (unless an
Environmental Impact Statement is prepared). However, you should maintain a complete record
of the assessment, including steps leading to your determination of effect, the qualified personnel
conducting the assessment, habitat conditions, site photographs, and any other related articles.

With regard to the above-referenced project, we offer the following remarks. Our comments are
submitted pursuant to, and in accordance with, provisions of the Endangered Species Act.

Based on the information provided and other information available, it appears that the proposed
action is not likely to adversely affect any federally-listed endangered or threatened species, their
formally designated critical habitat, or species currently proposed for listing under the Act at
these sites. We believe that the requirements of section 7(a)(2) of the Act have been satisfied for
your project. Please remember that obligations under section 7 consultation must be
reconsidered if: (1) new information reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect
listed species or critical habitat in a manner not previously considered; (2) this action is
subsequently modified in a manner that was not considered in this review; or, (3) a new species
is listed or critical habitat determined that may be affected by the identified action.

However, the Service is concerned about the potential impacts the proposed action might have
on aquatic species. Aquatic resources are highly susceptible to sedimentation. Therefore, we
recommend that all practicable measures be taken to avoid adverse impacts to aquatic species,
including implementing directional boring methods and stringent sediment and erosion control
measures. An erosion and sedimentation control plan should be submitted to and approved by
the North Carolina Division of Land Resources, Land Quality Section prior to construction.
Erosion and sedimentation controls should be installed and maintained between the construction
site and any nearby down-gradient surface waters. In addition, we recommend maintaining
natural, vegetated buffers on all streams and creeks adjacent to the project site.

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission has developed a Guidance Memorandum (a
copy can be found on our website at (http://www.fws.gov/raleigh) to address and mitigate
secondary and cumulative impacts to aquatic and terrestrial wildlife resources and water quality.
We recommend that you consider this document in the development of your projects and in
completing an initiation package for consultation (if necessary).



We hope you find our web page useful and informative and that following the process described
above will reduce the time required, and eliminate the need, for general correspondence for
species’ lists. If you have any questions or comments, please contact Kathy Matthews of this
office at (919) 856-4520 ext. 27.

Sincerely,

T s

Q‘f Pete Benjamin
Field Supervisor



List of Counties in the Service’s Raleigh Field Office Area of Responsibility

Alamance
Beaufort
Bertie
Bladen
Brunswick
Camden
Carteret
Caswell
Chatham
Chowan
Columbus
Craven
Cumberland
Currituck
Dare
Duplin
Durham
Edgecombe
Franklin
Gates
Granville
Greene
Guilford
Halifax
Harnett
Hertford
Hoke

Hyde
Johnston
Jones

Lee

Lenoir
Martin
Montgomery
Moore
Nash

New Hanover
Northampton
Onslow
Orange
Pamlico
Pasquotank
Pender

Perquimans
Person

Pitt
Randolph
Richmond
Robeson
Rockingham
Sampson
Scotland
Tyrrell
Vance
Wake
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Wilson



U.S. Department of Agriculture
FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request 03/07/2014
Name of Prolect. Abbey Lamm Sites Federal Agency Involved FHWA
Proposed Land Use Stream Restoration Site County and State Alamance County and North paroyna
PART |l (To be completed by NRCS) B;tce:ge ue7t1 ) fﬁl(\'je‘]dfy P :
Does the site contain Prime, Unique, Statewide or Local Important Farmland? YES Acres Irrigated ( ~/)Xverage‘F§rm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form) I:] none 137
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Corn Aces: 179,307 acres  64.4 % | Aces: 240,62 acres 864 %
Name of Land Evaluation System Used Name of State or Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
Alamance Co. Lesa N/A 04/09/2014
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating
Site A Site B Site C Site D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 17.5
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site 21
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 1
B. Total Acres Statewide Important or Local Important Farmland 3.62
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.0019
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Gowt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 81
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion _ 52
Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Site Assessment Criteria Maximum | Sijte A Site B Site C Site D
(Criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5 b. For Corridor project use form NRCS-CPA-106) Points
1. Area In Non-urban Use (15) 15
2. Perimeter In Non-urban Use (10) [0
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed (20) 18
4. Protection Provided By State and Local Government (20) @)
5. Distance From Urban Built-up Area (15) [ 6-
6. Distance To Urban Support Services (15) / 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average (10) [0
8. Creation Of Non-farmable Farmiand (10) o
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services ® 5"
10. On-Farm Investments (20) 18
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services (10) D
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use (10) 9]
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 0 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 52 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or local site assessment) 160 10’ 85 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 52 0 0 0
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection YEsD NO D

Reason For Selection:

Name of Federal agency representative completing this form: f H w’ R / A x/,0M FW/ } ] Date: g/ / /// /6/

(See Instructions on reverse side) Forfn AD-1006 (03-02)




-

< North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission <

Gordon Myers, Executive Director
11 March 2014

Mr. Grant Lewis, Senior Project Manager
Axiom Environmental, Inc.

218 Snow Avenue

Raleigh, North Carolina 27603

Subject:  Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site, Alamance County

Dear Mr. Lewis:

Biologists with the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC) have reviewed the
subject information. Our comments are provided in accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661-667¢) and North Carolina General Statutes
(G.S. 113-131 et seq.).

The proposed project would remove a farm pond, restore stream channels through active pasture
land, and provide in-kind mitigation for unavoidable stream and wetland impacts. Several sections of
channel have been identified as significantly degraded. The project site includes an unnamed tributary to
Reedy Branch in the Cape Fear River basin. The Significant Natural Heritage Area — Piedmont
Monadnock Forest (Typic Subtype) — is located adjacent to the project site.

Stream restoration projects often improve water quality and aquatic habitat. Establishing native,
forested buffers in riparian areas will help protect water quality, improve aquatic and terrestrial habitats,
and provide a travel corridor for wildlife species. Provided measures are taken to minimize erosion and
sedimentation from construction/restoration activities, we do not anticipate the project to result in
significant adverse impacts to aquatic and terrestrial wildlife resources.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this proposed project. If we can provide further
assistance, please contact our office at (336) 449-7625 or shari.bryant@ncwildlife.org.

Sincerely,

_Bhe ARt

Shari L. Bryant
Piedmont Region Coordinator
Habitat Conservation Program

Mailing Address: Division of Inland Fisheries * 1721 Mail Service Center * Raleigh, NC 27699-1721
Telephone: (919) 707-0220 « Fax: (919) 707-0028
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-13) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

MAJOR HILL ROAD
SNOW CAMP, NC 27349

COORDINATES

Latitude (North): 35.8856000 - 35° 53’ 8.16"
Longitude (West): 79.3946000 - 79° 23’ 40.56”
Universal Tranverse Mercator: Zone 17

UTM X (Meters): 644909.0

UTM Y (Meters): 3972250.0

Elevation: 586 ft. above sea level

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

Target Property Map: 35079-H4 SNOW CAMP, NC

Most Recent Revision: 1978

South Map: 35079-G4 CRUTCHFIELD CROSSROADS, NC
Most Recent Revision: 1974

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY IN THIS REPORT

Photo Year: 2012
Source: USDA

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list
NPL. .. National Priority List

TC3873620.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Proposed NPL_______________. Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPLLIENS. . _______________ Federal Superfund Liens

Federal Delisted NPL site list
Delisted NPL_________________ National Priority List Deletions

CERCLIS._______ ... Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
FEDERAL FACILITY.________. Federal Facility Site Information listing

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List
CERC-NFRAP_______________. CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list
CORRACTS. ... Corrective Action Report

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list
RCRA-TSDF_________________ RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG. ... RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-SQG. ... RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRA-CESQG.__________.__. RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

US ENG CONTROLS._______. Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROL.________. Sites with Institutional Controls
LUCIS. ... Land Use Control Information System

ERNS. ... Emergency Response Notification System

State- and tribal - equivalent NPL
NCHSDS. ... ... Hazardous Substance Disposal Site

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS
SHWS. .. Inactive Hazardous Sites Inventory

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists
SWFILF List of Solid Waste Facilities
OLl .. Old Landfill Inventory

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists
LUST. ... Regional UST Database

TC3873620.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 2



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

LUSTTRUST. _______________. State Trust Fund Database
LAST. ... Leaking Aboveground Storage Tanks
INDIAN LUST_______________. Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

UST. .. Petroleum Underground Storage Tank Database
AST. . AST Database

INDIAN UST_________________. Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
FEMAUST. _________________. Underground Storage Tank Listing

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL.____________. No Further Action Sites With Land Use Restrictions Monitoring
State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP_ ... Responsible Party Voluntary Action Sites
INDIANVCP.________________. Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

State and tribal Brownfields sites
BROWNFIELDS. _____________ Brownfields Projects Inventory

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists
US BROWNFIELDS. . ________ A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

ODl ... Open Dump Inventory

DEBRIS REGION 9__________. Torres Martinez Reservation lllegal Dump Site Locations
SWRCY._ ... Recycling Center Listing

HISTLF ... Solid Waste Facility Listing

INDIANODL _____________.___. Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

USCDL. . ... Clandestine Drug Labs
USHISTCDL. ______________. National Clandestine Laboratory Register

Local Land Records
LIENS 2. ... CERCLA Lien Information

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS. .. Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
IMD___ .. Incident Management Database

SPILLS80.____ .. ___________. SPILLS 80 data from FirstSearch
SPILLS90.__________________. SPILLS 90 data from FirstSearch

Other Ascertainable Records
RCRA NonGen/NLR________. RCRA - Non Generators

TC3873620.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 3



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

DOTOPS. .. ... Incident and Accident Data

DOD.___ .. Department of Defense Sites

FUDS. .. Formerly Used Defense Sites

CONSENT._________________. Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees

ROD.___ ... Records Of Decision

UMTRA. ... Uranium Mill Tailings Sites

USMINES._________________ Mines Master Index File

TRIS. ... Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System

TSCA .. Toxic Substances Control Act

FTTS. ... FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)

HISTFTTS. ... FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing

SSTS. .. Section 7 Tracking Systems

ICIS. ... Integrated Compliance Information System

PADS. ... PCB Activity Database System

MLTS. . Material Licensing Tracking System

RADINFO________ . _____. Radiation Information Database

FINDS. ... Facility Index System/Facility Registry System

RAATS. .. RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System

RMP. ... Risk Management Plans

UlC. ... Underground Injection Wells Listing

DRYCLEANERS.____________. Drycleaning Sites

NPDES. ____ ... NPDES Facility Location Listing

INDIAN RESERV. ____________ Indian Reservations

SCRD DRYCLEANERS..____. State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing

COALASH._________________. Coal Ash Disposal Sites

2020 COR ACTION._________. 2020 Corrective Action Program List

LEAD SMELTERS.__________. Lead Smelter Sites

EPAWATCHLIST.__________. EPA WATCH LIST

USFINASSUR._____________. Financial Assurance Information

COALASHDOE.____________. Steam-Electric Plant Operation Data

COALASHEPA ____________. Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List

PCB TRANSFORMER.______. PCB Transformer Registration Database

USAIRS _____ ... Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem

PRP. .. Potentially Responsible Parties

Financial Assurance.________. Financial Assurance Information Listing

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

EDRMGP____________________ EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
EDR US Hist Auto Stat. ______. EDR Exclusive Historic Gas Stations
EDR US Hist Cleaners.______. EDR Exclusive Historic Dry Cleaners

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

RGAHWS. ... Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste Facilities List
RGALF ... Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List
RGALUST. . ... Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were not identified.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped. Count: 6 records.

Site Name Database(s)
SNOW CAMP IMD, LAST
RAY’S QUICK STOP LUST

KING PROPERTY, EDWARD LUST, RGA LUST
WALL'S GARAGE UST

N C FOREST SERVICE UST

INEZ FOGLEMAN SERVICE UST

TC3873620.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 5
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS
Federal NPL site list
NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Proposed NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
NPL LIENS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
Federal Delisted NPL site list
Delisted NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Federal CERCLIS list
CERCLIS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
FEDERAL FACILITY 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List
CERC-NFRAP 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list
CORRACTS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list
RCRA-TSDF 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Federal RCRA generators list
RCRA-LQG 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
RCRA-SQG 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
RCRA-CESQG 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries
US ENG CONTROLS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
US INST CONTROL 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
LUCIS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Federal ERNS list
ERNS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
State- and tribal - equivalent NPL
NC HSDS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS
SHWS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
State and tribal landfill and/or
solid waste disposal site lists
SWF/LF 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
OLl 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
State and tribal leaking storage tank lists
LUST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
LUST TRUST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
LAST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
INDIAN LUST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
State and tribal registered storage tank lists
USsT 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
AST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
INDIAN UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
FEMA UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
State and tribal institutional
control / engineering control registries
INST CONTROL 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites
VCP 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
INDIAN VCP 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
State and tribal Brownfields sites
BROWNFIELDS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS
Local Brownfield lists
US BROWNFIELDS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites
ODI 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
DEBRIS REGION 9 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
SWRCY 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
HIST LF 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
INDIAN ODI 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites
US CDL TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
US HIST CDL TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
Local Land Records
LIENS 2 TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
Records of Emergency Release Reports
HMIRS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
IMD 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
SPILLS 80 TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
SPILLS 90 TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
Other Ascertainable Records
RCRA NonGen / NLR 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
DOT OPS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
DOD 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
FUDS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
CONSENT 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
ROD 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
UMTRA 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
US MINES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
TRIS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
TSCA TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
FTTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
HIST FTTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
SSTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
ICIS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
PADS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
MLTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
RADINFO TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
FINDS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
RAATS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
RMP TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
uiC TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
DRYCLEANERS 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
NPDES TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
INDIAN RESERV 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
SCRD DRYCLEANERS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
COAL ASH 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
2020 COR ACTION 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
LEAD SMELTERS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
EPA WATCH LIST TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
US FIN ASSUR TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
COAL ASH DOE TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
COAL ASH EPA 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
PCB TRANSFORMER TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
US AIRS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
PRP TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
Financial Assurance TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS
EDR Exclusive Records
EDR MGP 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
EDR US Hist Auto Stat 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
EDR US Hist Cleaners 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES
Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives
RGA HWS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
RGA LF TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
RGA LUST TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Distance Target
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2

1/2-1

Total
>1 Plotted

NOTES:
TP = Target Property
NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance
Sites may be listed in more than one database
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Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation  Site

MAP FINDINGS

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

NO SITES FOUND
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Count: 6 records. ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)
SNOW CAMP S103130617 SNOW CAMP ROUTE 1 IMD, LAST
SNOW CAMP U001200749 WALL'S GARAGE ROUTE 2 27349 UST

SNOW CAMP U001188730 N C FOREST SERVICE RT 2 BOX 238B 27349 UST

SNOW CAMP U003145941 INEZ FOGLEMAN SERVICE ROUTE 2, BOX 49 27349 UST

SNOW CAMP S114020736 RAY'’S QUICK STOP 7610 NC HIGHWAY 87 S 27349 LUST

SNOW CAMP S112061121 KING PROPERTY, EDWARD NC HWY 87 AND SNOW CAMP RD. 27349 LUST, RGA LUST
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http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4Br4klBbxrNf2cjkC2lqQ984bQTxvK4ZSNqrfbd26ecTKjNe3bPC982MI4bUqN5Q7uBEi8874357bPQD6TLiAtpvwdKc94uJB7drYR2KekH6lyw8y4b8sxSi2O7NdpfyT50ocoWjlZ2C7Cfo2pB8QAqkkQbH3qJ8yM4AC6W8Q8HTpB4gnBqNrmz3M6kfllY32gLbzvxYp5I5NOqf5iA6RcjRjvy9n3CqB2lJ5YJqmvQ4X8wp8Rc4gL4EzQavTjs2xZvIjKx31jmZmbSTH4kSqH6rNFuZnbF7dHf4f7BPFr9v3TQk2SlBf23dbtuxsWUmUNiMfRj3dqcOJjnF2hICpP2na5A3qWAQyN3qk8v94ZJ5K4QWJTYL2qEvL2KSp8wNZ4.Sq33lsqF6rdy9cybwOdLt2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4Br4klBbxrNf2cjkC2lqQ984bQTxvK4ZSNqrfbd26ecTKjNe3bPC982MI4bUqN5Q7uBEi8874357bPQD6TLiAtpvwdKc94uJB7drYR2KekH6lyw8y4b8sxSi2O7NdpfyT50ocoWjlZ2C7Cfo2pB8QAqkkQbH3qJ8yM4AC6W8Q8HTpB4gnBqNrmz3M6kfllY32gLbzvxYp5I5NOqf5iA6RcjRjvy9n3CqB2lJ5YJqmvQ4X8wp8Rc4gL4EzQavTjs2xZvIjKx31jmZmbSTH4kSqH6rNFuZnbF7dHf4f7BPFr9v3TQk2SlBf23dbtuxsWWmUNiMfRj2dqcOJjnF2hICpP2na3A3qWAQyN4qk8v94ZJ2K4QWJTYL2qEvL2KSp9wNZ4.Sq36lsqF6rdyBcybwOdLt2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4Br4klBbxrNf2cjkC2lqQ984bQTxvK4ZSNqrfbd26ecTKjNe3bPC982MI4bUqN5Q7uBEi8874357bPQD6TLiAtpvwdKc94uJB7drYR2KekH6lyw8y4b8sxSi2O7NdpfyT50ocoWjlZ2C7Cfo2pB8QAqkkQbH3qJ8yM4AC6W8Q8HTpB4gnBqNrmz3M6kfllY32gLbzvxYp5I5NOqf5iA6RcjRjvy9n3CqB2lJ5YJqmvQ4X8wp8Rc4gL4EzQavTjs2xZvIjKx31jmZmbSTH4kSqH6rNFuZnbF7dHf4f7BPFr9v3TQk2SlBf23dbtuxsWWmUNiMfRj2dqcOJjnF2hICpP2na3A3qWAQyN3qk8v94ZJAK4QWJTYLAqEvL2KSp9wNZ4.Sq35lsqF6rdy2cybwOdLt2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4Br4klBbxrNf2cjkC2lqQ984bQTxvK4ZSNqrfbd26ecTKjNe3bPC982MI4bUqN5Q7uBEi8874357bPQD6TLiAtpvwdKc94uJB7drYR2KekH6lyw8y4b8sxSi2O7NdpfyT50ocoWjlZ2C7Cfo2pB8QAqkkQbH3qJ8yM4AC6W8Q8HTpB4gnBqNrmz3M6kfllY32gLbzvxYp5I5NOqf5iA6RcjRjvy9n3CqB2lJ5YJqmvQ4X8wp8Rc4gL4EzQavTjs2xZvIjKx31jmZmbSTH4kSqH6rNFuZnbF7dHf4f7BPFr9v3TQk2SlBf23dbtuxsWWmUNiMfRj2dqcOJjnF2hICpP2na5A3qWAQyN3qk8v94ZJ6K4QWJTYL7qEvL2KSpBwNZ4.Sq36lsqF6rdy3cybwOdLt2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4Br4klBbxrNf2cjkC2lqQ984bQTxvK4ZSNqrfbd26ecTKjNe3bPC982MI4bUqN5Q7uBEi8874357bPQD6TLiAtpvwdKc94uJB7drYR2KekH6lyw8y4b8sxSi2O7NdpfyT50ocoWjlZ2C7Cfo2pB8QAqkkQbH3qJ8yM4AC6W8Q8HTpB4gnBqNrmz3M6kfllY32gLbzvxYp5I5NOqf5iA6RcjRjvy9n3CqB2lJ5YJqmvQ4X8wp8Rc4gL4EzQavTjs2xZvIjKx31jmZmbSTH4kSqH6rNFuZnbF7dHf4f7BPFr9v3TQk2SlBf23dbtuxsWUmUNiMfRj3dqcOJjnF3hICpP2na6A3qWAQyN2qk8v94ZJ4K4QWJTYL2qEvL2KSp9wNZ4.Sq35lsqF6rdy8cybwOdLt2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4Br4klBbxrNf2cjkC2lqQ984bQTxvK4ZSNqrfbd26ecTKjNe3bPC982MI4bUqN5Q7uBEi8874357bPQD6TLiAtpvwdKc94uJB7drYR2KekH6lyw8y4b8sxSi2O7NdpfyT50ocoWjlZ2C7Cfo2pB8QAqkkQbH3qJ8yM4AC6W8Q8HTpB4gnBqNrmz3M6kfllY32gLbzvxYp5I5NOqf5iA6RcjRjvy9n3CqB2lJ5YJqmvQ4X8wp8Rc4gL4EzQavTjs2xZvIjKx31jmZmbSTH4kSqH6rNFuZnbF7dHf4f7BPFr9v3TQk2SlBf23dbtuxsWUmUNiMfRj3dqcOJjnF3hICpP2na4A3qWAQyN2qk8v94ZJ8K4QWJTYL3qEvL2KSp3wNZ4.Sq34lsqF6rdy3cybwOdLt2

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reporting records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date the government agency made the information available to the public.

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL: National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2014
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source: EPA

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA'’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659
EPA Region 3 EPA Region 7
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 913-551-7247
EPA Region 4 EPA Region 8
Telephone 404-562-8033 Telephone: 303-312-6774
EPA Region 5 EPA Region 9

Telephone 312-886-6686

Telephone: 415-947-4246

EPA Region 10
Telephone 206-553-8665

Proposed NPL: Proposed National Priority List Sites
A site that has been proposed for listing on the National Priorities List through the issuance of a proposed rule
in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments on the site, responds to the comments, and places on
the NPL those sites that continue to meet the requirements for listing.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2014
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source: EPA

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL LIENS: Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by CERCLA of 1980, the USEPA has the authority
to file liens against real property in order to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner
received notification of potential liability. USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-564-4267

Last EDR Contact: 08/15/2011

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/2011
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1991
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/1994
Number of Days to Update: 56
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GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

Federal Delisted NPL site list

DELISTED NPL: National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the

EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013 Source: EPA

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013 Telephone: N/A

Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2014 Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2014

Number of Days to Update: 78 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS list

CERCLIS: Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013 Source: EPA

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013 Telephone: 703-412-9810

Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014 Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2014

Number of Days to Update: 94 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FEDERAL FACILITY: Federal Facility Site Information listing
A listing of National Priority List (NPL) and Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) sites found in the Comprehensive

Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) Database where EPA Federal Facilities
Restoration and Reuse Office is involved in cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 05/31/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/08/2013 Telephone: 703-603-8704

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/10/2014

Number of Days to Update: 151 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERCLIS-NFRAP: CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
Archived sites are sites that have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS sites. Archived status
indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge, assessment at a site has been completed and that EPA has determined
no further steps will be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL), unless information indicates
this decision was not appropriate or other considerations require a recommendation for listing at a later time.
This decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that,
based upon available information, the location is not judged to be a potential NPL site.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013 Source: EPA

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/11/2013 Telephone: 703-412-9810

Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014 Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2014

Number of Days to Update: 94 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS: Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.
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GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2013 Source: EPA

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2013 Telephone: 800-424-9346

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Number of Days to Update: 75 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF: RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Transporters are individuals or entities that
move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the
waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2013 Telephone: (404) 562-8651

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Number of Days to Update: 75 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG: RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Large quantity generators (LQGSs) generate
over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2013 Telephone: (404) 562-8651

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Number of Days to Update: 75 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-SQG: RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2013 Telephone: (404) 562-8651

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Number of Days to Update: 75 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-CESQG: RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
(CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2013 Telephone: (404) 562-8651

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Number of Days to Update: 75 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

US ENG CONTROLS: Engineering Controls Sites List

A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental

media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 12/17/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/14/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2014
Number of Days to Update: 14

US INST CONTROL: Sites with Institutional Controls

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 703-603-0695

Last EDR Contact: 12/09/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally

required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 12/17/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/14/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2014
Number of Days to Update: 14

LUCIS: Land Use Control Information System

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 703-603-0695

Last EDR Contact: 12/09/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LUCIS contains records of land use control information pertaining to the former Navy Base Realignment and Closure

properties.

Date of Government Version: 11/20/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/21/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 95

Federal ERNS list

ERNS: Emergency Response Notification System

Source: Department of the Navy
Telephone: 843-820-7326

Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/02/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous

substances.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 66

State- and tribal - equivalent NPL

HSDS: Hazardous Substance Disposal Site

Source: National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone: 202-267-2180

Last EDR Contact: 02/07/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually

Locations of uncontrolled and unregulated hazardous waste sites. The file includes sites on the National Priority

List as well as those on the state priority list.

Date of Government Version: 08/09/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/08/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/05/2011
Number of Days to Update: 27

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

Source: North Carolina Center for Geographic Information and Analysis
Telephone: 919-754-6580

Last EDR Contact: 02/05/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2014

Data Release Frequency: Biennially
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GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

SHWS: Inactive Hazardous Sites Inventory

State Hazardous Waste Sites. State hazardous waste site records are the states’ equivalent to CERCLIS. These sites
may or may not already be listed on the federal CERCLIS list. Priority sites planned for cleanup using state funds
(state equivalent of Superfund) are identified along with sites where cleanup will be paid for by potentially

responsible parties. Available information varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source: Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-508-8400

Last EDR Contact: 12/19/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWEF/LF: List of Solid Waste Facilities

Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill Sites. SWF/LF type records typically contain an inventory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills in a particular state. Depending on the state, these may be active or inactive facilities
or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal

sites.

Date of Government Version: 12/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/31/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 30

OLI: Old Landfill Inventory

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-0692

Last EDR Contact: 12/31/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Old landfill inventory location information. (Does not include no further action sites and other agency lead

sites).

Date of Government Version: 04/05/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/18/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/09/2013
Number of Days to Update: 21

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LUST: Regional UST Database

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources

Telephone: 919-733-4996

Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2014
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

This database contains information obtained from the Regional Offices. It provides a more detailed explanation
of current and historic activity for individual sites, as well as what was previously found in the Incident Management
Database. Sites in this database with Incident Numbers are considered LUSTSs.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/15/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 28

LUST TRUST: State Trust Fund Database

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-1308

Last EDR Contact: 02/12/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

This database contains information about claims against the State Trust Funds for reimbursements for expenses

incurred while remediating Leaking USTSs.

Date of Government Version: 10/11/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/15/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/30/2013
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-1315

Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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LAST: Leaking Aboveground Storage Tanks
A listing of leaking aboveground storage tank site locations.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2013 Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/15/2013 Telephone: 877-623-6748

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/13/2013 Last EDR Contact: 02/12/2014

Number of Days to Update: 28 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R7: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in lowa, Kansas, and Nebraska

Date of Government Version: 08/27/2013 Source: EPA Region 7

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/27/2013 Telephone: 913-551-7003

Date Made Active in Reports: 11/01/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Number of Days to Update: 66 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R5: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
Leaking underground storage tanks located on Indian Land in Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 02/13/2014 Source: EPA, Region 5

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/14/2014 Telephone: 312-886-7439

Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014 Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Number of Days to Update: 10 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R10: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2013 Source: EPA Region 10

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/07/2013 Telephone: 206-553-2857

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Number of Days to Update: 29 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R9: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 03/01/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2013 Telephone: 415-972-3372

Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2013 Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Number of Days to Update: 42 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R8: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTSs on Indian land in Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming.

Date of Government Version: 08/27/2012 Source: EPA Region 8

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/28/2012 Telephone: 303-312-6271

Date Made Active in Reports: 10/16/2012 Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Number of Days to Update: 49 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R6: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTSs on Indian land in New Mexico and Oklahoma.

Date of Government Version: 09/12/2011 Source: EPA Region 6

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/13/2011 Telephone: 214-665-6597

Date Made Active in Reports: 11/11/2011 Last EDR Contact: 02/21/2014

Number of Days to Update: 59 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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INDIAN LUST R4: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Florida, Mississippi and North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: 11/21/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/26/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 90

Source: EPA Region 4

Telephone: 404-562-8677

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST R1: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of leaking underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/01/2013
Number of Days to Update: 184

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

Source: EPA Region 1

Telephone: 617-918-1313

Last EDR Contact: 01/30/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

UST: Petroleum Underground Storage Tank Database
Registered Underground Storage Tanks. UST’s are regulated under Subtitle | of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) and must be registered with the state department responsible for administering the UST program. Available

information varies by state program.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/15/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 28

AST: AST Database

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-1308

Last EDR Contact: 02/12/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Facilities with aboveground storage tanks that have a capacity greater than 21,000 gallons.

Date of Government Version: 12/17/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/24/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 37

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Telephone: 919-715-6183

Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2013
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2014
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R8: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 8 (Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming and 27 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 07/29/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/01/2013
Number of Days to Update: 92

Source: EPA Region 8

Telephone: 303-312-6137

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R6: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 6 (Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas and 65 Tribes).

Date of Government Version: 05/10/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/11/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/14/2011
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source: EPA Region 6

Telephone: 214-665-7591

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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INDIAN UST R7: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 7 (lowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 9 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/28/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2013
Number of Days to Update: 43

Source: EPA Region 7

Telephone: 913-551-7003

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R5: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 5 (Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/13/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/14/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source: EPA Region 5

Telephone: 312-886-6136

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R4: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 4 (Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee

and Tribal Nations)

Date of Government Version: 11/21/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/26/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 90

Source: EPA Region 4

Telephone: 404-562-9424

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R1: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 1 (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont and ten Tribal

Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/27/2014
Number of Days to Update: 271

Source: EPA, Region 1

Telephone: 617-918-1313

Last EDR Contact: 01/30/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R10: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 10 (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/05/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2013
Number of Days to Update: 65

Source: EPA Region 10

Telephone: 206-553-2857

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R9: Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 9 (Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, the Pacific Islands, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 07/29/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/30/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 129

Source: EPA Region 9

Telephone: 415-972-3368

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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FEMA UST: Underground Storage Tank Listing

A listing of all FEMA owned underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source: FEMA

Telephone: 202-646-5797

Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL: No Further Action Sites With Land Use Restrictions Monitoring
A land use restricted site is a property where there are limits or requirements on future use of the property
due to varying levels of cleanup possible, practical, or necessary at the site.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 42

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP: Responsible Party Voluntary Action Sites

Source: Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-508-8400

Last EDR Contact: 12/19/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Responsible Party Voluntary Action site locations.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 42

INDIAN VCP R1: Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-508-8400

Last EDR Contact: 12/19/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2014

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 1.

Date of Government Version: 09/17/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 66

INDIAN VCP R7: Voluntary Cleanup Priority Lisitng

Source: EPA, Region 1

Telephone: 617-918-1102

Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 7.

Date of Government Version: 03/20/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/19/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS: Brownfields Projects Inventory

Source: EPA, Region 7

Telephone: 913-551-7365

Last EDR Contact: 04/20/2009

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/20/2009
Data Release Frequency: Varies

A brownfield site is an abandoned, idled, or underused property where the threat of environmental contamination
has hindered its redevelopment. All of the sites in the inventory are working toward a brownfield agreement for

cleanup and liabitliy control.

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/07/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-4996

Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS: A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Brownfields are real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may be complicated by the presence

or potential presence of a hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant. Cleaning up and reinvesting in these

properties takes development pressures off of undeveloped, open land, and both improves and protects the environment.
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange System (ACRES) stores information reported by EPA Brownfields
grant recipients on brownfields properties assessed or cleaned up with grant funding as well as information on

Targeted Brownfields Assessments performed by EPA Regions. A listing of ACRES Brownfield sites is obtained from
Cleanups in My Community. Cleanups in My Community provides information on Brownfields properties for which information
is reported back to EPA, as well as areas served by Brownfields grant programs.

Date of Government Version: 09/24/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/24/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 73

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-566-2777

Last EDR Contact: 02/25/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2014
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

DEBRIS REGION 9: Torres Martinez Reservation lllegal Dump Site Locations
A listing of illegal dump sites location on the Torres Martinez Indian Reservation located in eastern Riverside
County and northern Imperial County, California.

ODl:

Date of Government Version: 01/12/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/2009
Number of Days to Update: 137

Open Dump Inventory

Source: EPA, Region 9

Telephone: 415-947-4219

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258

Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/1985
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/2004
Number of Days to Update: 39

HIST LF: Solid Waste Facility Listing

A listing of solid waste facilities.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/13/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/02/2007
Number of Days to Update: 17

SWRCY: Recycling Center Listing

A listing of recycling center locations.

Date of Government Version: 11/23/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/25/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 800-424-9346

Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2004

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-0692

Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2009

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/19/2009

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-707-8137

Last EDR Contact: 11/18/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/17/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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INDIAN ODI: Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands

Location of open dumps on Indian land.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/1998
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 703-308-8245

Last EDR Contact: 11/04/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/17/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US CDL: Clandestine Drug Labs

A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice (“the Department") provides this

web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry

and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 12/04/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/10/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014
Number of Days to Update: 65

Source: Drug Enforcement Administration

Telephone: 202-307-1000

Last EDR Contact: 03/04/2014
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/16/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

US HIST CDL: National Clandestine Laboratory Register
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/19/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/2009
Number of Days to Update: 131

Local Land Records

LIENS 2: CERCLA Lien Information

Source: Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone: 202-307-1000

Last EDR Contact: 03/23/2009

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/22/2009
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

A Federal CERCLA ('Superfund’) lien can exist by operation of law at any site or property at which EPA has spent
Superfund monies. These monies are spent to investigate and address releases and threatened releases of contamination.
CERCLIS provides information as to the identity of these sites and properties.

Date of Government Version: 02/06/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/25/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/10/2013
Number of Days to Update: 15

Records of Emergency Release Reports

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-564-6023

Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

HMIRS: Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone: 202-366-4555

Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/13/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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IMD: Incident Management Database

Groundwater and/or soil contamination incidents

Date of Government Version: 07/21/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/01/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/23/2006
Number of Days to Update: 22

SPILLS 90: SPILLS90 data from FirstSearch

Source: Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-3221

Last EDR Contact: 07/01/2011

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/2011

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Spills 90 includes those spill and release records available exclusively from FirstSearch databases. Typically,
they may include chemical, oil and/or hazardous substance spills recorded after 1990. Duplicate records that are
already included in EDR incident and release records are not included in Spills 90.

Date of Government Version: 09/27/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 62

SPILLS 80: SPILLS80 data from FirstSearch

Source: FirstSearch

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Spills 80 includes those spill and release records available from FirstSearch databases prior to 1990. Typically,
they may include chemical, oil and/or hazardous substance spills recorded before 1990. Duplicate records that
are already included in EDR incident and release records are not included in Spills 80.

Date of Government Version: 06/14/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 62

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA NonGen / NLR: RCRA - Non Generators

Source: FirstSearch

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste

as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous

waste.

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/16/2013
Number of Days to Update: 75

DOT OPS: Incident and Accident Data

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: (404) 562-8651

Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety Incident and Accident data.

Date of Government Version: 07/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2012
Number of Days to Update: 42

DOD: Department of Defense Sites

Source: Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety

Telephone: 202-366-4595

Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2014
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 62

FUDS: Formerly Used Defense Sites

Source: USGS

Telephone: 888-275-8747

Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/26/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 15

CONSENT: Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees

Source: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone: 202-528-4285

Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/24/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 31

ROD: Records Of Decision

Source: Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone: Varies

Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical

and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 11/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/12/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/24/2014
Number of Days to Update: 74

UMTRA: Uranium Mill Tailings Sites

Source: EPA

Telephone: 703-416-0223

Last EDR Contact: 12/12/2013
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from

the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized.

Date of Government Version: 09/14/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/07/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/01/2012
Number of Days to Update: 146

US MINES: Mines Master Index File

Source: Department of Energy
Telephone: 505-845-0011

Last EDR Contact: 02/25/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes

violation information.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/05/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/03/2013
Number of Days to Update: 28

TRIS: Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System

Source: Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone: 303-231-5959

Last EDR Contact: 03/05/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/16/2014

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title IIl Section 313.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 44

TSCA: Toxic Substances Control Act

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-566-0250

Last EDR Contact: 02/26/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant

site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/29/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-260-5521

Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2014
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

FTTS: FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the

Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

FTTS INSP: FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)

Source: EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone: 202-566-1667

Last EDR Contact: 02/24/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

A listing of FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) inspections and enforcements.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-566-1667

Last EDR Contact: 02/24/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HIST FTTS: FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA regions. The
information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation of FIFRA
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some EPA regions
are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing EPA Headquarters
with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that may not be included
in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-564-2501

Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

HIST FTTS INSP: FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Inspection & Enforcement Case Listing
A complete inspection and enforcement case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA
regions. The information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation
of FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some
EPA regions are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing
EPA Headquarters with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that
may not be included in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

TC3873620.2s Page GR-14




GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

SSTS: Section 7 Tracking Systems

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-564-2501

Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2008

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

ICIS: Integrated Compliance Information System

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-564-4203

Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually

The Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS) supports the information needs of the national enforcement
and compliance program as well as the unique needs of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)

program.

Date of Government Version: 07/20/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2012
Number of Days to Update: 61

PADS: PCB Activity Database System

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-564-5088

Last EDR Contact: 10/09/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/17/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/01/2013
Number of Days to Update: 107

MLTS: Material Licensing Tracking System

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-566-0500

Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually

MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,

EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 07/22/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/02/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/01/2013
Number of Days to Update: 91

RADINFO: Radiation Information Database

Source: Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone: 301-415-7169

Last EDR Contact: 12/09/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

The Radiation Information Database (RADINFO) contains information about facilities that are regulated by U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for radiation and radioactivity.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/09/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/01/2013
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-343-9775

Last EDR Contact: 01/10/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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FINDS: Facility Index System/Facility Registry System

Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and 'pointers’ to other sources that contain more

detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Government Version: 03/08/2013 Source: EPA

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/21/2013 Telephone: (404) 562-9900

Date Made Active in Reports: 07/10/2013 Last EDR Contact: 12/10/2013

Number of Days to Update: 111 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RAATS: RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System

RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration

actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of

the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources

made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/1995 Source: EPA

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/1995 Telephone: 202-564-4104

Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/1995 Last EDR Contact: 06/02/2008

Number of Days to Update: 35 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/01/2008

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

RMP: Risk Management Plans

BRS:

ulC:

When Congress passed the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, it required EPA to publish regulations and guidance

for chemical accident prevention at facilities using extremely hazardous substances. The Risk Management Program
Rule (RMP Rule) was written to implement Section 112(r) of these amendments. The rule, which built upon existing
industry codes and standards, requires companies of all sizes that use certain flammable and toxic substances

to develop a Risk Management Program, which includes a(n): Hazard assessment that details the potential effects

of an accidental release, an accident history of the last five years, and an evaluation of worst-case and alternative
accidental releases; Prevention program that includes safety precautions and maintenance, monitoring, and employee
training measures; and Emergency response program that spells out emergency health care, employee training measures
and procedures for informing the public and response agencies (e.g the fire department) should an accident occur.

Date of Government Version: 11/01/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/12/2013 Telephone: 202-564-8600

Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014 Last EDR Contact: 01/27/2014

Number of Days to Update: 63 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2011 Source: EPA/NTIS

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/26/2013 Telephone: 800-424-9346

Date Made Active in Reports: 04/19/2013 Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2014

Number of Days to Update: 52 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014

Data Release Frequency: Biennially

Underground Injection Wells Listing
A listing of uncerground injection wells locations.

Date of Government Version: 11/13/2013 Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/15/2013 Telephone: 919-807-6412

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/20/2013 Last EDR Contact: 02/10/2014

Number of Days to Update: 35 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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DRYCLEANERS: Drycleaning Sites

Potential and known drycleaning sites, active and abandoned, that the Drycleaning Solvent Cleanup Program has
knowledge of and entered into this database.

Date of Government Version: 11/18/2013 Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/24/2013 Telephone: 919-508-8400

Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2014 Last EDR Contact: 12/24/2013

Number of Days to Update: 37 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

NPDES: NPDES Facility Location Listing
General information regarding NPDES(National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System) permits.

Date of Government Version: 05/01/2013 Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/05/2013 Telephone: 919-733-7015

Date Made Active in Reports: 07/05/2013 Last EDR Contact: 02/17/2014

Number of Days to Update: 30 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN RESERYV: Indian Reservations

This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005 Source: USGS

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/08/2006 Telephone: 202-208-3710

Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007 Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2014

Number of Days to Update: 34 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SCRD DRYCLEANERS: State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
The State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners was established in 1998, with support from the U.S. EPA Office
of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation. It is comprised of representatives of states with established
drycleaner remediation programs. Currently the member states are Alabama, Connecticut, Florida, lllinois, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 03/07/2011 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/09/2011 Telephone: 615-532-8599

Date Made Active in Reports: 05/02/2011 Last EDR Contact: 01/20/2014

Number of Days to Update: 54 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

LEAD SMELTER 2: Lead Smelter Sites

A list of several hundred sites in the U.S. where secondary lead smelting was done from 1931and 1964. These sites
may pose a threat to public health through ingestion or inhalation of contaminated soil or dust

Date of Government Version: 04/05/2001 Source: American Journal of Public Health
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/27/2010 Telephone: 703-305-6451

Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010 Last EDR Contact: 12/02/2009

Number of Days to Update: 36 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

US FIN ASSUR: Financial Assurance Information
All owners and operators of facilities that treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste are required to provide
proof that they will have sufficient funds to pay for the clean up, closure, and post-closure care of their facilities.

Date of Government Version: 11/20/2013 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2013 Telephone: 202-566-1917

Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2014 Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2014

Number of Days to Update: 72 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/02/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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PRP: Potentially Responsible Parties

A listing of verified Potentially Responsible Parties

Date of Government Version: 04/15/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 72

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-564-6023

Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Financial Assurance 2: Financial Assurance Information Listing
Information for solid waste facilities. Financial assurance is intended to ensure that resources are available
to pay for the cost of closure, post-closure care, and corrective measures if the owner or operator of a regulated

facility is unable or unwilling to pay.

Date of Government Version: 10/02/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/03/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/26/2012
Number of Days to Update: 23

US AIRS MINOR: Air Facility System Data
A listing of minor source facilities.

Date of Government Version: 10/23/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/06/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 30

FEDLAND: Federal and Indian Lands

Source: Department of Environmental & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-508-8496

Last EDR Contact: 12/30/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-564-5962

Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Federally and Indian administrated lands of the United States. Lands included are administrated by: Army Corps

of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, National Wild and Scenic River, National Wildlife Refuge, Public Domain Land,
Wilderness, Wilderness Study Area, Wildlife Management Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management,
Department of Justice, Forest Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 339

Source: U.S. Geological Survey
Telephone: 888-275-8747

Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: N/A

Financial Assurance 3: Financial Assurance Information
Hazardous waste financial assurance information.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/19/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/2012
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-707-8222

Last EDR Contact: 12/16/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies

US AIRS (AFS): Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem (AFS)
The database is a sub-system of Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS). AFS contains compliance data
on air pollution point sources regulated by the U.S. EPA and/or state and local air regulatory agencies. This
information comes from source reports by various stationary sources of air pollution, such as electric power plants,
steel mills, factories, and universities, and provides information about the air pollutants they produce. Action,
air program, air program pollutant, and general level plant data. It is used to track emissions and compliance

data from industrial plants.

Date of Government Version: 10/23/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/06/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/06/2013
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-564-5962

Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2014
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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Financial Assurance 1: Financial Assurance Information Listing
A listing of financial assurance information for underground storage tank facilities. Financial assurance is intended
to ensure that resources are available to pay for the cost of closure, post-closure care, and corrective measures
if the owner or operator of a regulated facility is unable or unwilling to pay.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/15/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-1322

Last EDR Contact: 02/12/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PCB TRANSFORMER: PCB Transformer Registration Database
The database of PCB transformer registrations that includes all PCB registration submittals.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/19/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2012
Number of Days to Update: 83

LEAD SMELTER 1: Lead Smelter Sites
A listing of former lead smelter site locations.

Date of Government Version: 01/29/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/14/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/27/2013
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 202-566-0517

Last EDR Contact: 01/30/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Source: Environmental Protection Agency

Telephone: 703-603-8787

Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2014
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

2020 COR ACTION: 2020 Corrective Action Program List
The EPA has set ambitious goals for the RCRA Corrective Action program by creating the 2020 Corrective Action
Universe. This RCRA cleanup baseline includes facilities expected to need corrective action. The 2020 universe
contains a wide variety of sites. Some properties are heavily contaminated while others were contaminated but
have since been cleaned up. Still others have not been fully investigated yet, and may require little or no remediation.
Inclusion in the 2020 Universe does not necessarily imply failure on the part of a facility to meet its RCRA obligations.

Date of Government Version: 11/11/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/25/2012
Number of Days to Update: 7

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 703-308-4044

Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH DOE: Sleam-Electric Plan Operation Data
A listing of power plants that store ash in surface ponds.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/22/2009
Number of Days to Update: 76

COAL ASH: Coal Ash Disposal Sites

Source: Department of Energy
Telephone: 202-586-8719

Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

A listing of coal combustion products distribution permits issued by the Division for the treatment, storage,
transportation, use and disposal of coal combustion products.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/04/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/17/2009
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-807-6359

Last EDR Contact: 11/04/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/17/2014

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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EPA WATCH LIST: EPA WATCH LIST

EPA maintains a "Watch List" to facilitate dialogue between EPA, state and local environmental agencies on enforcement
matters relating to facilities with alleged violations identified as either significant or high priority. Being

on the Watch List does not mean that the facility has actually violated the law only that an investigation by

EPA or a state or local environmental agency has led those organizations to allege that an unproven violation

has in fact occurred. Being on the Watch List does not represent a higher level of concern regarding the alleged
violations that were detected, but instead indicates cases requiring additional dialogue between EPA, state and

local agencies - primarily because of the length of time the alleged violation has gone unaddressed or unresolved.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/13/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/2013
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 617-520-3000

Last EDR Contact: 02/10/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/26/2014
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

COAL ASH EPA: Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
A listing of coal combustion residues surface impoundments with high hazard potential ratings.

Date of Government Version: 08/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 12/13/2013

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2014
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR MGP: EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
The EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plant Database includes records of coal gas plants (manufactured gas plants)
compiled by EDR'’s researchers. Manufactured gas sites were used in the United States from the 1800’s to 1950’s
to produce a gas that could be distributed and used as fuel. These plants used whale oil, rosin, coal, or a mixture
of coal, oil, and water that also produced a significant amount of waste. Many of the byproducts of the gas production,
such as coal tar (oily waste containing volatile and non-volatile chemicals), sludges, oils and other compounds
are potentially hazardous to human health and the environment. The byproduct from this process was frequently
disposed of directly at the plant site and can remain or spread slowly, serving as a continuous source of soil

and groundwater contamination.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source: EDR, Inc.

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: N/A

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

EDR US Hist Auto Stat: EDR Exclusive Historic Gas Stations
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited
to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include gas station/filling station/service station
establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were not limited to gas, gas station, gasoline station,
filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station, service station, etc. This database falls within
a category of information EDR classifies as "High Risk Historical Records", or HRHR. EDR’s HRHR effort presents
unique and sometimes proprietary data about past sites and operations that typically create environmental concerns,
but may not show up in current government records searches.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source: EDR, Inc.

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: N/A

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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EDR US Hist Cleaners: EDR Exclusive Historic Dry Cleaners
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
dry cleaner sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR'’s review was limited to those categories of sources
that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were
not limited to dry cleaners, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash & dry etc. This database falls
within a category of information EDR classifies as "High Risk Historical Records", or HRHR. EDR’s HRHR effort
presents unique and sometimes proprietary data about past sites and operations that typically create environmental
concerns, but may not show up in current government records searches.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source: EDR, Inc.

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: N/A

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR US Hist Cleaners: EDR Proprietary Historic Dry Cleaners - Cole

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source: N/A

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: N/A

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR US Hist Auto Stat: EDR Proprietary Historic Gas Stations - Cole

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

Source: N/A

Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: N/A

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RGA LUST: Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank
The EDR Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank database provides a list of LUST incidents
derived from historical databases and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists.
Compiled from Records formerly available from the Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources in North

Carolina.

Date of Government Version: N/A

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/20/2013
Number of Days to Update: 172

Source: Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources
Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: Varies

RGA LF: Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List
The EDR Recovered Government Archive Landfill database provides a list of landfills derived from historical databases
and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists. Compiled from Records formerly available
from the Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources in North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: N/A

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/13/2014
Number of Days to Update: 196

Source: Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources
Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: Varies

RGA HWS: Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste Facilities List
The EDR Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste database provides a list of SHWS incidents derived
from historical databases and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists. Compiled
from Records formerly available from the Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources in North Carolina.
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GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

Date of Government Version: N/A

Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/24/2013
Number of Days to Update: 176

Source: Department of Environment, Health and Natural Resources
Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: Varies

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete. For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included. Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

CT MANIFEST: Hazardous Waste Manifest Data

Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through

transporters to a tsd facility.

Date of Government Version: 07/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/19/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/03/2013
Number of Days to Update: 45

NJ MANIFEST: Manifest Information

Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/19/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/28/2012
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source: Department of Energy & Environmental Protection
Telephone: 860-424-3375

Last EDR Contact: 02/21/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/02/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually

Source: Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone: N/A

Last EDR Contact: 01/17/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually

NY MANIFEST: Facility and Manifest Data
Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through transporters to a TSD
facility.

Date of Government Version: 11/01/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/07/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/18/2013
Number of Days to Update: 11

Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-402-8651

Last EDR Contact: 02/07/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually

PA MANIFEST: Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/24/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/19/2013
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source: Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone: 717-783-8990

Last EDR Contact: 01/20/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually

RI MANIFEST: Manifest information
Hazardous waste manifest information

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/21/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/05/2013
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source: Department of Environmental Management
Telephone: 401-222-2797

Last EDR Contact: 02/24/2014

Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/09/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually
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GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING

WI MANIFEST: Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2012 Source: Department of Natural Resources
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2013 Telephone: N/A

Date Made Active in Reports: 09/27/2013 Last EDR Contact: 12/11/2013

Number of Days to Update: 49 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2014

Data Release Frequency: Annually

Oil/Gas Pipelines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including some oil, but primarily
gas pipelines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source: Rextag Strategies Corp.
Telephone: (281) 769-2247
U.S. Electric Transmission and Power Plants Systems Digital GIS Data

Sensitive Receptors:  There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges. These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children. While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.
Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.
Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.
Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States. It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.
Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States.
Daycare Centers: Child Care Facility List
Source: Department of Health & Human Services
Telephone: 919-662-4499

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 2003 & 2011 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory. This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002, 2005 and 2010 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

State Wetlands Data: Wetlands Inventory

Source: Department of Environment & Natural Resources
Telephone: 919-733-2090
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Scanned Digital USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map (DRG)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
A digital raster graphic (DRG) is a scanned image of a U.S. Geological Survey topographic map. The map images
are made by scanning published paper maps on high-resolution scanners. The raster image
is georeferenced and fit to the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) projection.

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2010 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved. This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc. The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement. You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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Appendix F
EEP Floodplain Requirements Checklist

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Appendices
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



Axiom Environmental, Inc.
218 Snow Avenue, Raleigh, North Carolina 27603 ~ 919-270-9306

Axiom Environmental, Inc.

July 23,2014

John Gerber, PE, CFM

State NFIP Coordinator

NC Floodplain Management Branch
4218 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-4218

Re:  Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland mitigation project in Alamance County 14-005
FEMA Floodplain Requirements Checklist

Dear Mr. Gerber:

The purpose of this letter is to request concurrence from the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) concerning a stream and wetland restoration site located in Alamance County. The Site
encompasses approximately 17.3 acres of agricultural land used for livestock grazing and hay
production. A 3.5-acre farm pond is located at the downstream extent of the Site. Existing Site
streams have been cleared, dredged of cobble substrate, trampled by livestock, eroded vertically and
laterally, and receive extensive sediment and nutrient inputs from livestock. Proposed activities at
the Site include the restoration of perennial and intermittent stream channels, enhancement of
perennial stream channel, and restoration of riparian wetlands.

The project easement is depicted on the attached figures and lengths/priority of restoration are as
follows.

Reach Length Priority

UT 1 687 Priority 1 Restoration
UT 2 455 Priority 1 Restoration
UT3 1084 Priority 1 Restoration
Main Stem 3079 Priority 1 Restoration
Main Stem 403 Enhancement Level Il

FEMA mapping was reviewed to determine if the project is located in a FEMA study area (DFIRM
panel number 8787). Based on existing floodplain mapping, the site is not located in a Special
Flood Hazard Area and the project should not alter FEMA flood zones. Therefore, a “Conditional
Letter of Map Revision” (CLOMR) is not expected for this project. Please see the attached Project
Location Map and Topographic Map for your review. Also please find attached three copies of the
EEP Floodplain Requirements Checklist for your records.



We thank you in advance for your timely response and cooperation. Please feel free to contact the
below referenced EEP Project Manager with any questions that you may have concerning the extent
of site disturbance associated with this project.

Yours truly,

AXIOM ENVIRONMENTAL

4

) 1’ % 4 {
W / gl/".a,wf e

W. Grant Lewis
Senior Project Manager

Attachments
Figure 1 Project Location
Figure 2 Topography
EEP Floodplain Requirements Checklist

Ce Raymond Holz
Kristie Corson
Jeff Schaffer
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NORTH CAROLINA

EEP Floodplain Requirements Checklist

This form was developed by the National Flood Insurance program, NC Floodplain
Mapping program and Ecosystem Enhancement Program to be filled for all EEP projects.

The form is intended to summarize the floodplain requirements during the design phase of
the pl‘O_]eCtS The form should be submitted to the Local Floodplain Administrator with
three copies submitted to NFIP (attn. State NFIP Engineer), NC Floodplain Mapping Unit

(attn. State NFIP Coordinator) and NC Ecosystem Enhancement Program.

Project Location

Name of project:

Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site

entire site:

Name if stream or feature: | UT to Reedy Branch
County: Alamance

Name of river basin: Cape Fear

Is project urban or rural? Rural

Name of Jurisdictional Alamance
municipality/county:

DFIRM panel number for 8787

Consultant name:

Axiom Environmental, Inc.

Phone number:

919-215-1693

Address:

218 Snow Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27603

FEMA_Floodplain_Checklist.docx

Page 1 of 3




Design Information

Provide a general description of project (one paragraph). Include project limits on a
reference orthophotograph at a scale of 17 = 500". (See Attached)

Summarize stream reaches or wetland areas according to their restoration priority.

(See Attached)
Example
Reach Length Priority
Example: Reach A 1000 One (Restoration)
Example: Reach B 2000 Three (Enhancement)

Floodplain Information

Is project located in a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA)?
€ Yes # No

If project is located in a SFHA, check how it was determined:
™ Redelineation

I™ Detailed Study

I™ Limited Detail Study
™ Approximate Study
™ Don't know

List flood zone designation:

Check if applies:
I~ AE Zone

 Floodway
" Non-Encroachment
@ None

[~ A Zone

i~ Local Setbacks Required

" No Local Setbacks Required

If local setbacks are required, list how many feet:

Does proposed channel boundary encroach outside floodway/non-
encroachment/setbacks?

“ Yes ® No

FEMA_Floodplain_Checklist.docx Page 2 of 3



Land Acquisition (Check)
[~ State owned (fee simple)

[~ Conservation easment (Design Bid Build)

v Conservation Easement (Full Delivery Project)

Note: if the project property is state-owned, then all requirements should be addressed
to the Department of Administration, State Construction Office (attn: Herbert Neily,
(919) 807-4101)

Is community/county participating in the NFIP program?
@ Yes T No

Note: if community is not participating, then all requirements should be addressed to
NFIP (attn: State NFIP Engineer, (919) 715-8000)

Name of Local Floodplain Administrator:
Phone Number:

Floodplain Requirements
This section to be filled by designer/applicant following verification with the LFPA
WV No Action
™ No Rise
I Letter of Map Revision
— Conditional Letter of Map Revision

I~ Other Requirements

List other requirements:

Comments:

Name: W. Grant Lewis Signature: ) /ﬁw 9>/‘

Title: _ President Date: -‘;1// g}/ 14

FEMA_Floodplain_Checklist.docx Page 3 of 3



Appendix G
Performance Bond

Mitigation Plan (Contract No. 5790) Appendices
Abbey Lamm Stream and Wetland Restoration Site Restoration Systems, LLC
Alamance County, North Carolina



The Hartford Bond, T-4

One Hartford Plaza
Hartford, Connecticut 06155

Performance Bond

Bond No. 22BSBCNA026

KNOW ALL MEM BY THESE PRESENTS, that we, Restoration Systems, LLC, as Frincipal, and Hartford
Fire Insurance Company, licensed to do business in the State of, HC as Surety, are held and firmly bound
unto Morth Carolina Department of Environment and Matural Resources {Ohbligee), in the penal sum of
One Million Nine Hundred Forty Ona Thousand Two Hundred Twenty Two Dollars ($1,541,222.00)
lawfut money of ihe United States of America, for tha payment of which sum, well and truly to be made, the
Principal and Surely do bind themselves, their heirs, execulors, administrators, and successcrs and
assigns, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents.

THE CORDITION OF THIS GELIGATION 1S SUCH, that whereas the above bounden Principal has entered
into certain written Contract # 5790 (RFP 16-005568) with the above named Cbliges, effective the 1% day
of March, 2014 for Abbey Lamm Site in the Cape Fear River Basin, Cataloging Unit 03030002 and
more fully described in said Contract, a copy of which [s attached, which Agreement is made a part herecf
and incorporated herein by reference, except that nothing said therein shall alter, enlarge, expand ar
otherwise modify the term of the Bond as set out below.

NOW, THEREFORE, if Frincipal, its executors, administrators, successors and assigns shall promptly and
faithfully perform the Contract, according to the terms, stipulations or conditions thereof, then this obligation
shall become null and void, otherwise to remain in full force and effect subject to the following:

Motwithstanding the provisions of the Contract, this bond will commence on the date of the submittal of
Task 3 {submittal of Mitigation Plan) and remain in effect until the Contractor has recelved written
notification from the EEP that the requirements of Task § {Submittal of Baseling Monitoring Report) have
been met. After the successful completion of Task 8, the bonded obligalion is retired.

Sealed with our seals and dated this 30 day of September, 2014

Restoration Systems, LLC

- Bl ec,.,AM

Witness “Principal

COMPANY

Wltness eplés, Attofney-in-Fact

& HARTFORD FIRE INSURA

Agreed and acknowledged this ____ day of , 2014

By:

Obligee



Direct Inquiries/Claims to:

POWER OF ATTORNEY  ';#=8r°

call: BEB-266-3488 or fax; B60-757-5835
KNOW ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS THAT: Aganr.y Code; 22-270187

E Hartford Fire Insurance Company, a compotation duly arganized under the laws of the State of Connecticut

E Hartford Casualty Insurance Company, v corporulisn duly erganized under the laws of the State of Indiana

E Hartford Accident and Indemnlity Company, e corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Connecticut
|:1 Hartford Underwriters Ingurance Campany, & corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Connecticut
|:] Twin City Fire insurance Gompany, a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Indiana

[ ] Hartford Insuranca Campany of 11linois, » corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Hlinois

E Hartford Insurance Company of the Midwest, a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Indiana
[:l Hartford [nsurance Company of the Southeast, a corparation duly organized under (e laws of the State of Florida

having their home office in Hartford, Connecticut, {hereinafter collectively referrad to as the "Companies") do hereby make, constitute and appoint,
up to the amount of unlimited:
Laura Krosky, Sandra B. Byrurn, Southgate Jones ili, Angela B, Brilt, Jamas F. Cartar II, Phoeba Honaycufl,
Kenneth J. Poeples, Kitara A. Smith, Heather K. Burroughs, Neil B. Biller, Bobbi D, Pendleton
of
Durharm, NC

thair frue and lawful Afterney|sy-in-Fact, each in their separate capacity if more than one is named abova, to sign its name as surety(ies) only as
dalineated above by [, and to execute, seal and acknowledge any and all bonds, undartakings, contracts and athar written instruments n the
nature thereof, on behall of the Companies in their business of guaranteeing the fidality of persons, guaranteeing the performance of contracts and
executing or guaranteeing bonds and undertakings required or pemitted in any actions or proceadings allowed by law.

In Witness Whereof, and as authorized by 8 Resolution of the Board of Directors of the Companies on January 22, 2004 the Cempanias
have caused these presents to ba signed by its Assistant Vica President and its corparate seals to be herelo affixed, duly attested by its Assistant
Secratary. Further, pursuant to Resolution of the Beard of Directors of the Companies, the Companies hereby unambiguously affirm that they are
and will be bound by any machanically applied signatures applied to this Power of Attarnay.

Woesley W. Cowling, Assistant Secretary M. Roza Figher, Assistant Vica Pragidant
STATE OF CONNECTICUT
} gz, Hartford

COUNTY OF HARTFDRD

On this 3™ day of November, 2008, before me personally came M. Ross Fishar, ta me known, who being by me duly sworn, did depose
and say: that he resides in the County of Hartford, State of Connecticut; that he is the Assistant Vice President of the Companies, the corporations
described in and which executed tha ahove instrument; that he knows the seals of the sald corporations; that the seals affixad to the said
instrument are such corporate seals; that they were sa affixed by authorly of the Boards of Directors of said corporations and that he signed hig

name thereto by like authority.

Scotl E. Pasthka
- Hotary Public
CERTIFICATE My Commiazion Expircs October 31, 2012

I, tha undersigned, Assistant Vies President of the Companies, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the ahove and foregoing is a true and correct
copy of the Power of Aftarney executed by said Companies, which is still in full force efective as aof ﬁ? / 50/ ).c'l
Signed and sealed at the City of Hartford.

Gary W, Stumper, Assistant Vica Prasigent
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