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

SECTION I:  BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A.   REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): January 29, 2014    

B.   DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:Los Angeles District, Sterling Gateway Industrial - PM 60030 Project, 
SPL-2012-00674-SLP

C.   PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

N W

D.   REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 

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

Are no navigable waters of the U.S.
Required

B.  CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.  

Are no waters of the U.S. Required

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

   
   
   

 b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 

  c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction Pick List

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

 The 10 subject debris basins, identified as Basins P1-P7 and Basins PR1-PR3, would be constructed wholly 
within uplands as part of the proposed industrial project.  Once constructed, the debris basins would receive surface 
runoff from the industrial complex and sheetflow from the respective drainage areas.  The debris basins would contain 
standpipes, which would provide a surface flow connection into the local storm drain system during large storm events 



(Q50 design).  Moderate to small slows contained with the basins would be subject to infiltration and evaporation. The 
debris basins, via the storm drain system, would eventually connect downstream with Hasley Creek, which ultimately 
has downstream connectivity with the Santa Clara River.  In summary, the 10 debris basins would be constructed in 
uplands; and once constructed the basins would only provide a unidirectional, surface runoff generated flow into 
Hasley Creek.  Therefore, per the 1986 preamble language for 33 CFR 328.3(c) and (e), these 10 debris basins 
constructed wholly within uplands would not be regulated waters of the U.S



SECTION III:  CWA ANALYSIS

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

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

 1. TNW     
     

 2. Wetland adjacent to TNW   

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

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

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

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

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

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

 (i) General Area Conditions: 
Pick List
Pick List

 (ii)  Physical Characteristics: 

Pick List    

Pick List
Pick List
Pick List
Pick List



  Tributary 

  Tributary 

Pick List.   

Pick List

Pick List
Pick List

Pick List.

Pick List

  (iii)  Chemical Characteristics: 



 (iv)  Biological Characteristics.  Channel supports (check all that apply): 

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

 (i)  Physical Characteristics:

Pick List

: Pick List   

Pick List

Pick List
Pick List

Pick List.
Pick List

 (ii) Chemical Characteristics: 

  (iii) Biological Characteristics.  Wetland supports (check all that apply): 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any)  
Pick List



C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION  

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

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 

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

 1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs.  

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 
TNWs.

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW.

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

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands.

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.



           
      

    
 3.     Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 

   
    

           
      

     . 

 4.  Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.  

     . 

      

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.  

      

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.  

      

 7.  Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9

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

 Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 
review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos.



    

.

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 

   
SWANCC

     . 
 debris basins constructed in uplands.

         

            

SECTION IV:  DATA SOURCES.

A.  SUPPORTING DATA.  Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - 

B.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 




